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ABSTRACT

Despite their shared origin, members of globular clusters display star-to-star variations in compo-

sition. The observed pattern of element abundances is unique to these stellar environments, and

cannot be fully explained by any proposed mechanism. It remains unclear whether stars form with

chemical heterogeneity, or inherit it from interactions with other members. These scenarios may be

differentiated by the dependence of chemical spread on stellar mass; however, obtaining a sufficiently

large mass baseline requires abundance measurements on the lower main sequence that is too faint

for spectroscopy even in the nearest globular clusters. We developed a stellar modelling method to

obtain precise chemical abundances for stars near the end of the main sequence from multiband pho-

tometry, and applied it to the globular cluster 47 Tucanae. The computational efficiency is attained

by matching chemical elements to the model components that are most sensitive to their abundance.

We determined [O/Fe] for ∼ 5000 members below the main sequence knee at the level of accuracy,

comparable to the spectroscopic measurements of evolved members in literature. The inferred dis-

tribution disfavors stellar interactions as the origin of chemical spread; however, an accurate theory

of accretion is required to draw a more definitive conclusion. We anticipate that future observations

of 47 Tucanae with JWST will extend the mass baseline of our analysis into the substellar regime.

Therefore, we present predicted color-magnitude diagrams and mass-magnitude relations for the brown

dwarf members of 47 Tucanae.

Keywords: Globular clusters (656) — Stellar populations (1622) — Chemical abundances (224) —

Brown dwarfs (185) — HST photometry (756)

1. INTRODUCTION

Globular clusters are large gravitationally bound con-

glomerations of stars, commonly observed in the stel-

lar halos of galaxies including our own (Harris 1991;

Harris & Racine 1979; Hubble 1932). Since the bright-

est examples (e.g. ωCentauri, 47 Tucanae) are promi-

nent naked-eye targets, the study of globular clusters

dates back multiple centuries (de Lacaille 1755; Messier

1781). A typical globular cluster hosts over 105 members

(Hilker et al. 2020), far outnumbering the populations

of most open clusters (∼ 20 – 104 members, Qin et al.

2023; Sampedro et al. 2017) that form in the present-day

Milky Way. This points to the origin of globular clusters

in the early phases of the hierarchical assembly of galax-

ies (Freeman & Bland-Hawthorn 2002), making them

some of the oldest objects in the universe, often exceed-

ing 12Gyr in age (Carretta et al. 2000; VandenBerg et al.

2013). By consequence, the members of most globular

clusters exhibit sub-solar metallicities ([Fe/H] ≲ −1 dex,

Bailin 2019; Harris 1996; Baum 1952) and have a dis-

tinct color distribution (ten Bruggencate 1927; Hachen-

berg 1939; Greenstein 1939) that motivated the origi-

nal definition of stellar populations (Baade 1944; Oort

1926).

Globular clusters are prime stellar astrophysics labo-

ratories (Moehler 2001) and probes of galactic formation
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and evolution (Lee 2012; Recio-Blanco 2018; Arkelyan

& Pilipenko 2022; Strader et al. 2004). The old ages of

globular clusters provide a direct constraint on the age

of the universe (Krauss & Chaboyer 2003; Valcin et al.

2020, 2021), while their kinematic properties trace the

distribution of dark matter (Doppel et al. 2021; Alabi

et al. 2016, 2017). Furthermore, tidally disrupted glob-

ular clusters are responsible for the production of stellar

streams, alongside dwarf galaxies (Newberg 2016). Un-

derstanding the properties and evolution of these unique

objects is therefore of uttermost importance to stellar

astrophysics, galactic science and cosmology.

Naively, the coeval nature of star clusters leads to the

expectation of uniformity in element abundances among

their members. Nonetheless, the presence of star-to-star

chemical variations within globular clusters was evident

since the early spectroscopic observations that found dif-

fering cyanogen (CN) absorption strength (Popper 1947)

in stars of similar spectral types and luminosity classes

(the “cyanogen discrepancy”, Keenan & Keller 1953),

followed by the first discoveries of carbon star members

(Harding 1962; Wing & Stock 1973). At first, these

anomalies were largely attributed to evolutionary effects

rather than a genuine primordial inhomogeneity (e.g.,

Zinn 1973; Norris & Bessell 1975; Dickens & Bell 1976;

Sweigart & Mengel 1979; Norris 1981), in part, because

the comparable features of peculiar field stars were gen-

erally consistent with internal processing (Wallerstein &

Greenstein 1964; Wallerstein 1969). This consensus was

eventually challenged by the observed spread in CNO

abundances at early evolutionary stages (Da Costa &

Demarque 1982; Norris & Freeman 1979; Hesser & Bell

1980), evidence of variations in [Na/Fe] and [Al/Fe] (Co-

hen 1978; Peterson 1980; Cottrell & Da Costa 1981;

Norris et al. 1981) and the discovery of heavy element

(atomic number greater than 13) variations in the glob-

ular cluster ωCentauri (Freeman & Rodgers 1975).

Closely related to chemical heterogeneity is the so-

called second parameter problem, characterized by the

diversity of horizontal branch morphologies among

color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) of globular clusters

with comparable metallicities (Sandage & Wildey 1967;

van den Bergh 1967). In some cases, the horizon-

tal branch is distinctly bimodal (e.g., NGC 2808, Har-

ris 1974), which led Rood & Crocker (1985) (also see

Crocker et al. 1988, as well as earlier speculation by Cot-

trell & Da Costa 1981; Norris et al. 1981) to suggest the

presence of multiple populations (MP) of stars with dis-

tinct histories of chemical enrichment. In this scenario,

a fraction of members (the primordial population, using

the terminology of Bastian & Lardo 2018) form simi-

larly to regular halo stars, while the rest (the enriched

population) are influenced by the unique environment

of the cluster. The connection between the horizontal

branch morphology and chemical anomalies was first in-

vestigated by Norris (1981); Norris et al. (1981); Smith

& Norris (1982a,b, 1983) on the basis of the observed

bimodality in CN absorption among globular clusters

with split horizontal branches. This hypothesis is now

firmly established based on detailed spectroscopic abun-

dance measurements of the horizontal branch members

(Marino et al. 2011).

Over the last three decades, the existence of MP in

globular clusters has been confirmed by detailed spectro-

scopic analysis of giant (e.g., Dickens et al. 1991; Sneden

et al. 1992; Thygesen et al. 2014; Cordero et al. 2014;

Marino et al. 2012; Yong et al. 2008), subgiant and upper

main sequence stars (e.g., Marino et al. 2016; Gratton

et al. 2001; Briley et al. 1996), integrated spectroscopy

(Rennó et al. 2020), and splitting of main sequence (e.g.,

Anderson 1997; Bedin et al. 2004; Piotto et al. 2007;

Milone et al. 2013) and post-main sequence (e.g., Han

et al. 2009; Piotto et al. 2012) CMDs. A more com-

prehensive summary of available evidence of MP may

be found in numerous reviews of the subject (Bastian

& Lardo 2018; Gratton et al. 2004, 2015; Smith 1987;

Gratton et al. 2019; Milone & Marino 2022; Dotter 2013

and references within).

The enriched population is characterized by distinct

light element abundances: most prominently, the over-

abundance of nitrogen and sodium, and the depletion

of carbon and oxygen, compared to the primordial pop-

ulation. On the other hand, the abundances of heavy

elements generally do not display star-to-star variations

(globular clusters are said to be mono-metallic, in the

sense that [Fe/H] ≈ const), with the exception of a

few anomalous globular clusters (Marino 2013), of which

ωCentauri is the most well-known (Gratton 1982; John-

son & Pilachowski 2010; Nitschai et al. 2023). By con-

trast, these characteristic abundance patterns are not

observed in open clusters (MacLean et al. 2015; Martell

& Smith 2009; de Silva et al. 2009) and are rare (∼ 3%

of the [Fe/H] ≤ −1 local sample, Martell et al. 2011)

among field stars (Kraft 1994; Gratton et al. 2000;

Martell & Grebel 2010; Carretta et al. 2010), motivat-

ing the common assumption that the handful of known

examples were ejected from globular clusters in the past

(Ramı́rez et al. 2012; Lind et al. 2015).

The physical origin of MP remains largely unexplained

(Bastian & Lardo 2018). The mono-metallic nature of

non-anomalous globular clusters is usually attributed to

the high velocity of supernova ejecta that expel a sig-

nificant amount of pristine gas from the cluster, along-

side most of the material enriched with heavy elements,
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within ∼ 10 − 35 Myr of the onset of star formation

(D’Ercole et al. 2008, 2016). Many of the proposed MP

theories fall under one of two broad categories. In mul-

tiple generation models (e.g., Cottrell & Da Costa 1981;

Decressin et al. 2007; Denissenkov & Hartwick 2014),

star formation proceeds in two or more bursts with a

sufficient time interval to allow the earlier generations

of stars to build up a reservoir of enriched gas, from

which later generations are assembled. Alternatively,

concurrent formation models (e.g., Bastian et al. 2013;

Gieles et al. 2018; Winter & Clarke 2023) invoke a sin-

gle generation of coeval stars, in which a fraction of

the members are polluted by stellar ejecta to attain the

chemical abundances of the enriched population. Both

approaches suffer from major shortcomings. Since nu-

clear processing primarily occurs in massive stars, and

since these stars make a subdominant contribution to

the overall mass budget for commonly assumed initial

mass functions (e.g., Kroupa 2001), it is unclear how a

sufficient amount of processed material can be produced

in multiple generation models to assemble the enriched

population of stars (enriched stars make up the majority

of members in most globular clusters, Bastian & Lardo

2015). This mass budget problem is easier to resolve in

concurrent formation models, where the enriched popu-

lation is envisioned to form from pristine gas prior to the

onset of supernovae; however, considerable fine-tuning

is needed to match the required pollution timescales

(Salaris & Cassisi 2014) and to reproduce the discreet-

ness of populations that arises naturally when multiple

generations are involved.

A potential observational signature of concurrent for-

mation models is the possible dependence of element

abundances on the initial stellar mass (Ziliotto et al.

2023; Milone 2023), related to the fact that the magni-

tude of chemical enrichment is determined not only by

the composition of the polluted material produced by

the primordial generation, but also by the ability of the

enriched generation of stars to accrete it. If the polluted

material is primarily accreted onto circumstellar disks,

the accretion efficiency is expected to be proportional

to the surface area of the disk and its longevity, which,

in turn, depends on the mass and evolution of the par-

ent star (Carpenter et al. 2006; Ribas et al. 2015). If

instead the material is accreted onto the surface of the

star, the accretion rate is expected to be proportional to

the squared stellar mass (e.g., in the Bondi accretion for-

malism, Bondi 1952). The accreted material may then

be diluted by convective mixing within the star, which

also depends on the stellar mass (Chabrier & Baraffe

1997). Finally, the density of polluted material may not

be uniform throughout the cluster. For example, in the

concurrent formation model of Bastian et al. (2013), the

polluted material is only available in the core of the clus-

ter. In this case, the accretion efficiency will depend on

the kinematic properties of the stars, which are also re-

lated to stellar mass (Anderson & van der Marel 2010;

Anderson 2002).

Due to the large distances to globular clusters (≳
5 kpc, Harris 1996), high signal-to-noise ratio spectra

can only be obtained for the brightest members that fall

within a narrow mass range. Studying the variation of

chemical abundances over a wider mass range inevitably

requires the inference of chemistry from multiband pho-

tometry. In general, the photometric colors of low-mass

stars are highly sensitive to the variations in element

abundances due to the dominant molecular chemistry

and opacity in low-temperature atmospheres (Marley

et al. 2002; Gerasimov et al. 2022b). Furthermore, low-

mass stars are particularly valuable as chemical tracers,

since molecular absorption is less affected by the non-

equilibrium radiation field (Johnson 1994), while the in-

teriors of low-mass stars are fully mixed and undergo

minimal nuclear processing (Chabrier & Baraffe 1997;

Gerasimov et al. 2022a). Sophisticated stellar models

are required to take full advantage of this potential.

Accurate simulation of the intricate physics and chem-

istry in low-temperature atmospheres remains extremely

challenging.

Considerable progress in the photometric analysis of

cool stars near the end of the main sequence (≳ 0.1M⊙)

in globular clusters has been made since the advent of

space-based observations with the Hubble Space Tele-

scope (HST ) and the James Webb Space Telescope

(JWST ). Recent results include measurement of the

[O/Fe] spread in the globular clusters NGC 6752 (Dotter

et al. 2015), M92 (Ziliotto et al. 2023) and 47 Tucanae

(Milone 2023), photometric characterization of individ-

ual populations in NGC 6752 (Milone et al. 2019; Gerasi-

mov et al. 2022b), and measurement of α-enhancement

in ωCentauri (Gerasimov et al. 2022a).

The CMDs of globular clusters are expected to extend

far beyond the end of the main sequence into the brown

dwarf regime. Unlike stars, brown dwarfs do not estab-

lish energy equilibrium and, instead, undergo long-term

cooling, thereby creating a stellar/substellar gap in the

CMD between the faintest main sequence star and the

brightest brown dwarf (Burgasser 2004; Caiazzo et al.

2017, 2019). Photometric observations of the substellar

sequence in globular clusters would then not only extend

the mass baseline of MP studies, but also provide an in-

dependent constraint on the cluster age from the width

of the gap. The faint magnitudes of globular cluster

brown dwarfs pose a major challenge to their detection.



4

The results of dedicated searches for brown dwarf can-

didates in the globular cluster M4 (Dieball et al. 2016,

2019) with HST remain inconclusive. In our previous

work (Gerasimov et al. 2022a), we estimated the col-

ors and magnitudes of the brown dwarfs in the globu-

lar cluster ωCentauri and concluded that the substel-

lar sequences of nearby globular clusters fall within the

sensitivity limit of JWST. Since then, Nardiello et al.

(2023) have reported the first tentative discovery of a

brown dwarf in the globular cluster 47 Tucanae, desig-

nated BD10. While the substellar nature of this object

remains to be confirmed, we anticipate that many sim-

ilar discoveries will follow in the near future from the

ongoing Cycle 1 JWST campaigns (Bedin et al. 2021;

Caiazzo et al. 2021) and subsequent cycles.

In this work, we describe a new method to determine

the chemical abundances and other fundamental param-

eters of globular clusters based on their CMDs from the

subgiant branch to the substellar regime. Our approach

involves the computation of new evolutionary models

and model atmospheres with fully self-consistent chem-

ical abundances. Model isochrones are calculated and

fitted to the observed distribution of photometric colors

in an iterative manner. The computational efficiency of

the process is attained by identifying the components of

the stellar models that are most sensitive to particular

elements, and recalculating them only when the abun-

dances of those elements are updated. We apply our

method to the brightest mono-metallic (non-anomalous)

globular cluster 47 Tucanae.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we

describe our compilation of spectroscopic 47 Tucanae

abundances in the literature. The archival HST pho-

tometry that was used in this study is briefly described

in Section 3. Section 4 details the process of calculating

a theoretical isochrone for a given set of chemical abun-

dances, and includes a thorough analysis of associated

systematic errors. Our method of isochrone fitting to the

observed CMD is presented and applied to 47 Tucanae

in Section 5. In Section 6, we derive the mass function

of the cluster and predict the anticipated properties of

its substellar members. Our results are discussed and

the conclusions are drawn in Section 7.

2. NOMINAL CHEMISTRY

In this study, we adopt spectroscopically inferred

chemical abundances of 47 Tucanae as a baseline for

comparison against their photometric counterparts, as

well as an initial guess in CMD fitting (Section 5). We

refer to this set of abundances as the nominal com-

position of the cluster. The nominal abundances are

compiled from three sources: Thygesen et al. (2014),

Cordero et al. (2014) and Marino et al. (2016). The set

is similar to that used in Zhou et al. (2022). Here, we

provide a more complete description of its derivation.

Thygesen et al. (2014) list metallicity ([Fe/H]) and

the abundances of 26 other elements, measured for 13

stars at the tip of the red giant branch (3900K ≲ Teff ≲
4300K, 0.3 ≲ log10(g) ≲ 1.5) in 47 Tucanae. For [Fe/H],

[Ti/Fe] and [Sc/Fe], separate measurements are made

for the lines of neutral and ionized species. Both es-

timates of [Fe/H] are consistent and treated as inde-

pendent in our analysis. Since titanium and scandium

have much lower ionization potentials than iron (Lide

2004), the neutral lines of these elements may be affected

by unaccounted ultraviolet overionization, particularly

prominent at low effective temperatures and metallici-

ties (Bergemann 2011; Zhang et al. 2008; Mashonkina

2010). As such, we discard the neutral line measure-

ments of [Ti/Fe] and [Sc/Fe] in Thygesen et al. (2014).

We further discard all measurements without uncertain-

ties.

Cordero et al. (2014) obtained 181 composition mea-

surements for 164 unique red giant and asymptotic giant

members of 47 Tucanae (log10(g) ≲ 3). The dataset in-

cludes [Fe/H] and 9 other elements. Of 164 observed

stars, 5 have also been analyzed in Thygesen et al.

(2014). Abundance measurements reported in both ref-

erences are generally consistent within the published er-

ror bars, with the exception of [Al/Fe], for which the

value in Cordero et al. (2014) exceeds that of Thygesen

et al. (2014) by ∼ 2 and ∼ 2.5 sigma for the stars 2618

and 3622 respectively (catalog numbers from Lee 1977).

The difference may be partially caused by the more de-

tailed modelling of Al lines in Thygesen et al. (2014),

following Andrievsky et al. (2008).

The measurements in Marino et al. (2016) extend our

sample to the fainter red giant and sub-giant members

with 3 < log10(g) < 4. The dataset lists metallicities

and abundances of 7 individual elements for 74 stars.

For sodium, we adopt the values with non-local thermo-

dynamic equilibrium corrections based on the curves-of-

growth from Lind et al. (2011). Following the authors’

recommendation, we use uncertainties of 0.1 dex, 0.1 dex

and 0.15 dex in [Mg/Fe], [Al/Fe] and [Si/Fe] respectively,

instead of the quoted measurement errors due to the ef-

fect of CN molecular features on the analyzed lines of

these elements around 0.8 µm.

The final sample includes measurements from multiple

sources for [Fe/H], [Al/Fe], [Ca/Fe], [Eu/Fe], [La/Fe],

[Mg/Fe], [Na/Fe], [Ni/Fe], [O/Fe], [Si/Fe] and [Ti/Fe].

We carried out a Kolmogorov–Smirnov statistical test

for each of these elements to determine whether the

measurements from different sources in literature are
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consistent with a shared parent population. The null-

hypothesis (measurements are consistent) was rejected

with 99% confidence for [Al/Fe], [Eu/Fe], [Mg/Fe],

[Na/Fe], [Ni/Fe] and [Si/Fe]. Since the spectroscopic

measurements used in this study span a vast range

of post-main sequence evolutionary stages, the discrep-

ancy may reflect a genuine alteration of surface abun-

dances by the first dredge-up (Salaris et al. 2020), merid-

ional circulation (Sweigart & Mengel 1979), thermo-

haline mixing (Angelou et al. 2011) or other mecha-

nisms. However, the effect is normally most pronounced

in the products of the CNO cycle (Messenger & Lat-

tanzio 2002), all of which have passed the consistency

test in our compilation. Therefore, the observed dis-

crepancies between different literature sources are likely

systematic in nature, exemplified by the aforementioned

mismatch in aluminum measurements between Thyge-

sen et al. (2014) and Cordero et al. (2014).

All spectroscopic composition measurements from the

three literature sources were combined into a single set

of chemical abundances, available in Table 3 of Ap-

pendix A. We assumed that each abundance measure-

ment (x
(X)
i for the i-th measurement of element X out

of N (X) measurements in total) is drawn from a normal

distribution with the standard deviation composed of

two components added in quadrature: the physical vari-

ation in chemistry among cluster members (s(X), iden-

tical for all measurements of X) and the measurement

error (σ
(X)
i ). The physical variation of each element may

then be estimated as in Equation 1:

(
s(X)

)2

=
N (X)Var

(
x
(X)
i

)
N (X) − 1.5

−
〈(

σ
(X)
i

)2
〉

(1)

Since we are ultimately interested in the standard de-

viation of the physical spread, we evaluated the unbi-

ased sample variances assuming N (X) − 1.5 degrees of

freedom (Brugger 1969). In cases where the average

measurement error exceeds the observed scatter in the

data, s(X) cannot be estimated, and the data may be

considered consistent with lack of star-to-star variations

in X. The mean abundance of each element and its

uncertainty were calculated using the square recipro-

cal measurement errors as statistical weights with s(X)

added to the measurement error in quadrature if avail-

able. Finally, we note that the estimates of s(X) for the

six elements that did not pass the Kolmogorov–Smirnov

test are likely biased by systematic errors that may have

been unaccounted for in the quoted measurement uncer-

tainties.

Since the helium abundance cannot be measured spec-

troscopically at low effective temperatures, the nomi-

nal helium mass fraction of 47 Tucanae was adopted as

Y = 0.25, following the isochrone fit of eclipsing binary

members in Thompson et al. (2020).

3. ARCHIVAL PHOTOMETRY

Throughout this paper, all mentions of the optical

bands F606W and F814W will implicitly refer to the wide

field channel of the Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS )

on HST. Likewise, all mentions of the near infrared

bands F110W and F160W will refer to the near infrared

channel of the Wide Field Camera 3 (WFC3 ) on HST.

Finally, the infrared bands F150W2 and F322W2 will refer

to the Near Infrared Camera (NIRCam) on JWST.

Our analysis is based on archival HST photometry

(GO-11677, PI: H. Richer) of 47 Tucanae presented in

Kalirai et al. (2012). The primary field was imaged in

the F606W and F814W bands. The field spans ∼ 5 arcmin

and is located at 6.7 arcmin (2.1 half-light radii, Harris

1996) from the center of the cluster. Parallel fields were

imaged in the F110W and F160W bands, as well as addi-

tional bands of the ultraviolet and visible light channel

that are not used in this study. The parallel fields span

a 250 degree arc, centered at the primary field with the

radius of ∼ 6 arcmin and facing away from the center

of the cluster (see Figure 2 of Kalirai et al. 2012). This

work is based on the observations of the primary field

and one of the parallel fields with the largest cumulative

exposure time (field 13, referred to as the “stare”).

The archival photometry is contaminated by the mem-

bers of the Small Magellanic Cloud (SMC), centered

∼ 2◦ southeast of 47 Tucanae. Since the SMC is more

distant than 47 Tucanae by over an order of magnitude,

the main sequences of the two objects are well-separated

in the optical CMD and have a small overlap in the near

infrared CMD (see Figure 6). The overlap region is ex-

cluded from our analysis as detailed in Section 6. A more

thorough reduction of the archival data with proper mo-

tion cleaning is deferred to a future study.

All magnitudes quoted in this paper are VEGAMAG.

4. MODEL ISOCHRONES

We derive the properties of 47 Tucanae by compar-

ing theoretical model isochrones to the observed CMD

of the cluster. Due to the presence of MP, an accu-

rate model of the CMD requires multiple theoretical

isochrones that capture the observed spread in photo-

metric colors. We therefore aim to find three isochrones

with distinct chemical compositions that approximately

trace out the blue tail, the red tail and the ridgeline

of the CMD. We adopt the convention of identifying the

blue and red tails of the distribution based on the F110W

– F160W near infrared color of the lower main sequence
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(the optical colors are, in fact, inverted compared to

their near infrared counterparts).

We search for the desired isochrones through iter-

ative perturbations of the nominal chemical composi-

tion. Both the final isochrones and the intermediate

isochrones at each iteration are calculated using an im-

proved version of the method, originally developed for

our previous study of the globular cluster ωCentauri

(Gerasimov et al. 2022a). In this section, we describe

the general process of calculating a theoretical isochrone

for a given chemical composition. Our approach to

isochrone fitting and the treatment of multiple popu-

lations in the cluster are presented in Section 5.

4.1. Evolutionary models

Stellar evolution is simulated using the MESA (Modules

for Experiments in Stellar Astrophysics) code (Paxton

et al. 2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019), version 15140. The

evolution begins at the pre-main sequence (PMS) phase

and is allowed to proceed either until the age of 13.5Gyr

or until the tip of the subgiant branch, whichever oc-

curs sooner. For our purposes, we define the tip of the

subgiant branch as the point, at which the innermost

shell that satisfies εnuc > 103 erg g−1 s−1 begins to fall

outside the central 10% of the stellar mass (εnuc is the

specific nuclear energy release rate). This criterion was

empirically determined to be a reliable indicator of the

hydrogen shell ignition that characterizes the onset of

the red giant branch (Gamow & Keller 1945). Evolv-

ing the model further into the red giant branch incurs a

larger computational cost due to the rapid variation of

surface parameters with age, and is beyond the scope of

this study; however, see Salaris et al. (2020).

The initial stellar masses are sampled on an adap-

tive grid that guarantees the difference in luminosi-

ties and effective temperatures between adjacent grid

masses of |∆ log10 L| < 0.12 dex and |∆Teff | < 120K,

respectively, at the checkpoint ages between 10Gyr and

13.5Gyr in steps of 0.5Gyr (the typical average dif-

ferences at 13.5Gyr are ⟨|∆ log10 L|⟩ ≈ 0.07 dex and

⟨|∆Teff |⟩ ≈ 70K). The lowest mass in the grid (∼
0.04M⊙−0.05M⊙) is chosen to attain an evolved Teff of

≲ 700K at 13.5Gyr, while the highest mass (∼ 0.9M⊙)

is set by requiring that the star takes at least 10Gyr to

reach the tip of the subgiant branch.

PMS stars at zero age are initialized with uni-

form chemical abundances and central temperature

of Tc = 5 × 105 K. This choice follows Choi

et al. (2016) and Gerasimov et al. (2022a), and en-

sures that the stars of all considered initial masses

are found within the boundary condition tables (Sec-

tion 4.2) at the completion of the main PMS relax-

100020003000400050006000
Effective Temperature [K]

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

5.5

6.0

Su
rfa

ce
 G

ra
vi

ty
 lo

g 1
0(

g)

0.040.07

0.16

0.29

0.50

0.70

0.90

PHOENIX
Stable conv.
Limited conv.
Irregular conv.
ATLAS
Evo. tracks
Isochr. 11.5 Gyr

Figure 1. Effective temperatures and surface gravities (Kiel
diagram) of the model atmospheres, calculated in this study
for the final ridgeline isochrone of 47 Tucanae. The PHOENIX
models are color-coded by their convergence patterns, as de-
tailed in Section 4.4. The evolutionary tracks of selected
MESA models in the Teff – log10(g) space are shown for com-
parison, as well as the final isochrone at 11.5Gyr. The tracks
are labeled by their initial stellar masses in M⊙.

ation routine in MESA. The additional PMS relaxation

for > 0.3M⊙ stars until the formation of the ra-

diative core (pre ms relax to start radiative core)

was disabled in all of our evolutionary models to provide

a consistent definition of zero age for all calculated evo-

lutionary tracks. This feature was introduced in recent

versions of the code to improve the robustness of mas-

sive star calculations1, and does not significantly affect

the final evolutionary states of the objects considered in

this study.

The interior convective mixing length (in the formal-

ism of mixing length theory, MLT; Böhm-Vitense 1958)

in all models was set to the solar-calibrated value of

αMLT = 1.82 scale heights (Salaris & Cassisi 2015; Choi

et al. 2016). The effect of other choices for this parame-

ter is discussed in Section 5. The input and output files

for the evolutionary models produced in this study are

made available on our website2 and Zenodo.

4.2. Boundary conditions

At each evolutionary step, energy conservation re-

quires the pressure-temperature profile to be consis-

tent with the luminosity output of the star. Evaluat-

ing this condition near the surface of low-mass stars

is challenging due to the complex relationship between

the pressure-temperature profile and the outgoing en-

ergy flux, caused by low-temperature phenomena such

1 https://github.com/MESAHub/mesa/issues/340
2 http://romanger.com/models.html

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10016008
https://github.com/MESAHub/mesa/issues/340
http://romanger.com/models.html
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Figure 2. Synthetic spectra of selected model atmospheres
at log10(g) = 5, calculated in this study for the ridgeline
isochrone of 47 Tucanae. The important absorption bands
of CH4, CO, CO2, H2O and NH3 are labeled with ragged
black lines that represent the variation of absorption strength
within the band for the Teff = 800K model. The central
wavelengths of prominent TiO bands, Na and K atomic lines
and the peak of the CH4 ν3 (asymmetric stretching vibration
band) Q-branch are shown with vertical dotted lines. The
approximate wavelength range of strong collision-induced H2

absorption (CIA) is shown with the horizontal dashed line.
The spectra have been convolved with a 10 Å Gaussian kernel
for clarity.

as non-grey molecular opacity, cloud formation and con-

vective instabilities. This issue is particularly prominent

at Teff ≲ 4500K, as the structure of the stellar atmo-

sphere begins to significantly deviate from the Edding-

ton approximation (Mihalas 1978; Burrows et al. 1989;

Dorman et al. 1989; Zhou et al. 2022). More accurate

atmospheric pressure-temperature profiles may be ex-

tracted from model atmospheres, precomputed for the

entire range of surface parameters that may be encoun-

tered by the star during its evolution.

Following Chabrier & Baraffe (1997); Choi et al.

(2016); Phillips et al. (2020) and our earlier study

(Gerasimov et al. 2022a), we calculated a grid of model

atmospheres (Section 4.3) for each theoretical isochrone,

spanning 2 ≤ log10(g) ≤ 6 for 2500K ≤ Teff ≤ 7500K,

and 4 ≤ log10(g) ≤ 6 for 500K ≤ Teff ≤ 2400K, with

steps of 100K in Teff and 0.5 in log10(g). Models with

log10(g) < 4 & Teff < 2500K were not required, since

such low gravities are only encountered during the early

evolution (< 5Myr) and the subgiant phase, both of

which are characterized by higher effective temperatures

(Teff > 2500K). For some of the calculated isochrones,

a small number of model atmospheres could not be com-

puted due to convergence issues (Section 4.4). The cor-

responding empty grid points were then filled in using

linear Delaunay triangulation (Barber et al. 2013). The

temperatures and gravities of the atmosphere models

calculated for the final ridgeline isochrone are plotted in

Figure 1 alongside the Teff – log10(g) tracks of selected

evolutionary models.

The model atmospheres were converted to tables of

gas pressure and temperature at a prescribed depth and

provided to MESA as the outer boundary conditions at

each evolutionary step and for each iteration in the so-

lution of the stellar structure equations. In general,

specifying the boundary conditions at larger Rosseland

optical depths (τ) is preferred, as it minimizes the dis-

continuity in opacity between the atmosphere and in-

terior, and ensures adiabatic behavior at the bound-

ary (Chabrier & Baraffe 1997, 2000; Spada et al. 2017).

However, the reduced atmospheric opacity in more mas-

sive stars shifts the boundary to larger physical depths,

where the non-ideal gas behavior may be significant

(Burke et al. 2004), and is not accounted for in our

high-Teff model atmospheres. We therefore employed

two distinct atmosphere-interior coupling regimes with

boundary conditions at τ = 100 for M < 0.5M⊙, and

at T (τ) = Teff (photosphere) for M > 0.6M⊙, where

T (τ) is the temperature profile of the star and M is

the initial stellar mass. At intermediate stellar masses,

0.5M⊙ ≤ M ≤ 0.6M⊙, a linear ramp between the two

regimes was applied. The range of transition was chosen

to approximately coincide with the maximum value of

dT (τ = 100)/dM for main sequence stars. The impli-

cations of this choice on the synthetic photometry are

discussed in Section 4.6.

When the range of pre-tabulated boundary conditions

is exceeded, MESA implements a fail-safe and falls back

on the Eddington approximation. Near the edges of the

table, a smooth blending between the on-table and off-

table boundary conditions is carried out, which may re-

sult in numerical instabilities at low Teff due to the ex-
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treme inaccuracy of the Eddington formula. Since our

models, by design, do not leave the table range during

regular evolution, we modified the source code of MESA

to disable the off-table blending once the PMS phase

has been completed. We also updated the code to in-

terpolate the tables linearly rather than bicubically to

address unphysical temperatures and pressures result-

ing from spline overshoots (Fried & Zietz 1973) in the

vicinity of poorly converged model atmospheres (Sec-

tion 4.4). The calculated boundary condition tables and

the patch file for the MESA codebase are made available

on our website3 and Zenodo.

4.3. Model atmospheres

Model atmospheres were calculated using the PHOENIX

code (Hauschildt et al. 1997), version 15.05.05D (Al-

lard et al. 2011, 2012; Gerasimov et al. 2020) at Teff ≤
5000K; and the ATLAS code (Kurucz 1970), version 9

(Kurucz 2005, 2014) at Teff > 5000K. The use of ATLAS

for “warm” atmospheres is advantageous due to its supe-

rior computational efficiency (see Section 4.5), attained

by virtue of opacity sampling from pre-tabulated opacity

distribution functions (ODFs; Kurucz et al. 1974; Car-

bon 1984), simplified chemical equilibrium (only gaseous

species are considered, molecule-molecule interactions

are ignored) and the ideal equation of state. The ODFs

for the chemical composition of each isochrone were

computed for 9 nm ≲ λ ≲ 160 µm at 57 temperatures

between ≈ 2 × 103 K and ≈ 2 × 105 K using the satel-

lite package DFSYNHTE (Castelli 2005; Castelli & Kurucz

2003). ATLAS atmospheres are stratified into 72 plane-

parallel layers, spanning ∼ 10−7 < τ < 100 with loga-

rithmic spacing. The synthetic spectra for each model

atmosphere were calculated using the SYNTHE code (Ku-

rucz & Avrett 1981) within 0.1 µm < λ < 5µm, at

the constant resolution4 of λ/∆λ ∼ 6 × 105. All three

codes are packaged in the open source Python dispatcher

BasicATLAS5 (Larkin et al. 2023), alongside a suite of

internal consistency checks and a synthetic photometry

calculator.

PHOENIX allows for a more accurate treatment of low-

Teff atmospheres through direct sampling of opacity at

the wavelengths of interest, a more complete chemical

reaction network (including condensation, see Allard

et al. 2001 for a review), a comprehensive molecular

3 http://romanger.com/models.html
4 SYNTHE treats all line profiles as symmetric with respect to the
nearest point on the wavelength grid. For this reason, high res-
olutions of order λ/∆λ ∼ 105 − 106 are typically recommended
even when not required for intended science (Kurucz 2014; Sbor-
done & Bonifacio 2005).

5 https://github.com/Roman-UCSD/BasicATLAS

line database (most importantly, H2O lines from Bar-

ber et al. 2006 and CH4 lines from Brown 2005 and

Wenger & Champion 1998; Homeier et al. 2003; other

included lines are listed in Table 3 of Gerasimov et al.

2022a), and a non-ideal equation of state (Saumon et al.

1995), among other features. The inclusion of conden-

sate species (clouds) in the chemical equilibrium and the

opacity model is necessary to reproduce the observed

reddening of photometric colors at Teff ≲ 3000K com-

pared to gas-only models (Allard et al. 2001; Lunine

et al. 1986). Our setup of PHOENIX also includes the

Allard & Homeier treatment of gravitational settling

for condensate species (Allard et al. 2012; Helling et al.

2008) that gradually removes clouds from the spectrum-

forming region of the atmosphere at Teff ≪ 2000K

(Tsuji & Nakajima 2003). For computational efficiency,

we only consider gravitational settling at Teff < 2500K

and, otherwise, assume that the condensate species re-

main at chemical equilibrium.

Our PHOENIX models are stratified into 250 layers

when gravitational settling is used and 128 layers other-

wise. Unlike ATLAS, the atmospheric layers in PHOENIX

are spherical and defined by the optical depth at a fixed

wavelength (τλ, where λ = 1.275 µm) instead of the

Rosseland mean6. The bottom of the atmosphere is set

to τλ = 103 for the models without gravitational set-

tling, but reduced to τλ = 316 when settling is enabled

to avoid the numerical issues associated with settling

calculations at large depths. The top of the atmosphere

is defined by the gas pressure, rather than optical depth,

set to 10−3 dyn/cm2. The optical depth grid is approx-

imately logarithmic. For all models considered in this

study, the atmospheres at the final evolutionary state

are negligibly thin compared to the stellar radius (the

τ = 100 layer is always found within the outer 0.1%

of the photospheric radius, calculated at T (τ) = Teff).

Therefore, the effect of spherical geometry is expected

to be subdominant, allowing the use of approximate at-

mospheric radii from literature (Baraffe et al. 2015) in-

stead of introducing additional dimensions to our model

atmosphere grids. The wavelength sampling and spec-

tral synthesis for all PHOENIX models are carried out

within 1 Å < λ < 1mm with a median resolution of

λ/∆λ ∼ 18 250 between 0.5 µm and 3µm. A few ex-

amples of the synthetic spectra for the chemical abun-

dances of the ridgeline isochrone and log10(g) = 5.0 are

6 Gerasimov et al. (2022a) have overlooked this distinction in defi-
nitions and, therefore, the boundary condition tables used in that
study may be less accurate, especially at very low Teff , where the
opacity at λ = 1.275µm is no longer representative of the average
across all wavelengths.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10016008
http://romanger.com/models.html
https://github.com/Roman-UCSD/BasicATLAS
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provided in Figure 2. The atmosphere models calculated

in this study are made available online7.

We assume that the chemical composition of the at-

mosphere is unaffected by stellar evolution and is iden-

tical to the initial composition of the PMS star, with

the exception of [Li/Fe] that is reduced by 3 dex in all

PHOENIX models compared to the PMS abundance. This

assumption is justified by the fact that low-mass stars

(≲ 0.6M⊙) undergo minimal nuclear processing (with

the exception of lithium burning), while their higher-

mass counterparts establish radiative zones at young

ages, thereby preventing the nuclear burning products

from reaching the atmosphere. The behavior of [Li/Fe]

in the interior and the atmosphere of the star as a func-

tion of mass is explored in detail in Gerasimov et al.

(2022a).

4.4. Model convergence

In both model atmospheres and the time steps of

evolutionary models, the equations of input physics

are solved using iterative methods. At the high effec-

tive temperatures of ATLAS atmospheres, the parameter

space maintains approximate local linearity (Gustafsson

et al. 2008), allowing for fast and reliable convergence

onto a self-consistent solution. We carry out ATLAS it-

erations in batches of 15 until the maximum flux error

and the maximum flux derivative error across all layers

drop below 1% and 10%, respectively (following Sbor-

done & Bonifacio 2005; Mészáros et al. 2012; see the

appendix in Larkin et al. 2023 for details), or until no

further progress can be made. These convergence stan-

dards have been met by nearly all ATLAS atmospheres

computed in this study, with the exception of a few

Teff > 6500K models that generally fall outside the

region of parameter space, explored by the calculated

evolutionary tracks (Figure 1).

The evolution of convergence parameters across it-

erations in low-Teff PHOENIX atmospheres is more in-

volved. In models with subdominant cloud settling

(Teff ≳ 2000K), the flux errors generally decrease with

every iteration until the model arrives at a stable solu-

tion with the typical maximum and average flux errors

across all radiative layers of ∼ 3% and 0.5%, correspond-

ingly. In this work, we refer to this convergence pattern

as stable, and the models that exhibit this pattern are

shown in green in Figure 1 for the ridgeline isochrone. A

small number of models with stable convergence may oc-

casionally encounter iterations with ill-conditioned tem-

perature corrections that break the trend in convergence

7 http://romanger.com/models.html

and increase the flux errors by over an order of magni-

tude, effectively restarting the computation. In those

cases, the iteration with the minimum average error,

from which we derive the final synthetic spectrum, is

still expected to produce a reliable result; however, the

gain in accuracy from an increased number of iterations

may be limited.

At lower Teff , the effects of condensate settling become

more prominent, resulting in a far more complex rela-

tionship between the model parameters that restricts

the effectiveness of the temperature correction scheme.

In this regime, the flux errors typically oscillate between

high and low values across iterations. While the flux er-

rors of the best iteration are usually comparable to those

of the atmospheres with stable convergence, the final so-

lutions to the structure equations may lack uniqueness

(i.e. for some Teff and log10(g) there may be multi-

ple atmosphere structures with similar flux errors but

vastly different emergent spectra). Furthermore, the

pronounced sensitivity of the model to temperature cor-

rections casts doubt on the usefulness of the radiative

flux errors as a diagnostic of self-consistency. We refer

to the convergence pattern in this temperature regime as

irregular. Some of the PHOENIX atmospheres with irreg-

ular convergence had to be excluded from the grid due

to the rapid growth of the oscillation amplitude in the

temperature structure between iterations. For the rest

of models with this convergence pattern, the solution

with the lowest average radiative flux error was added

to the grid at the points identified in Figure 1 with black

markers for the ridgeline isochrone.

A small number of models displayed a convergence

pattern, intermediate between that of stable conver-

gence and irregular convergence, which we refer to as

limited convergence. In those cases, the model may ex-

hibit stable convergence for the first few iterations, but

then transition into the irregular convergence pattern

before a solution with satisfactory flux errors can be

reached. In some cases, the transition between the two

convergence patterns may occur multiple times over the

course of ∼ 100 iterations. The models with limited

convergence are shown in Figure 1 with red markers

for the ridgeline isochrone. At very low temperatures

(Teff ≲ 1200K) and high gravities (log10(g) ≳ 5.5), the

condensate species are almost completely removed from

the spectrum-forming region of the atmosphere, restor-

ing the stable convergence pattern (see Figure 1).

For most PHOENIX models computed in this study, we

used the nearest atmosphere structure from the NEXTGEN

model grid (Hauschildt et al. 1999; Allard et al. 2014) as

the initial guess in the solver, with the exception of mod-

els with particularly poor convergence that were recal-

http://romanger.com/models.html
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culated, using the nearest well-converged atmospheres

from our grid as the initial models instead. In principle,

the accuracy of our low-temperature atmospheres may

be improved by calculating the models in small batches

with progressively decreasing Teff and log10(g), and us-

ing the atmospheres from the preceding batch as initial

guesses. In fact, we adopted this approach for the ATLAS

models. However, the high computational demand of

PHOENIX (Section 4.5) makes the un-parallelized com-

putation extremely time-consuming. Furthermore, it

is unclear how the potential gain in numerical preci-

sion would compare to the systematic errors in the in-

put physics and grid interpolation errors. We therefore

chose to focus on identifying the outlier models based

on their synthetic photometry and excluding them from

the isochrone calculation instead, as described in Sec-

tion 4.7.

Nearly all evolutionary MESA models in our grids have

converged at every time step within the “gold toler-

ances” (Paxton et al. 2019), with the exception of a few

lowest-mass models (≲ 0.05M⊙), where the tolerances

were relaxed to their standard values to allow evolu-

tion over the discontinuities in dT (τ = 100)/d log10(g),

caused by the sparse gravity sampling in the boundary

condition tables.

4.5. Computational demand of model atmospheres

All model atmospheres used in this work were cal-

culated on the Bridges-2 supercomputer (Brown et al.

2021), operated by the Pittsburgh Supercomputing Cen-

ter. Our PHOENIX models were calculated to ∼ 100 it-

erations, requiring between ∼ 0.15 processor hours per

iteration at the highest temperatures to ∼ 1.5 proces-

sor hours at the lowest. The high memory demand of

PHOENIX (≳ 4GB per model) necessitated requesting at

least 2 (and occasionally 3) service units for each pro-

cessor hour.

The computational demand of ATLAS models is dom-

inated by the spectral synthesis, carried out by the

SYNTHE package. The calculation of the emergent spec-

tra for most ATLAS models required between 1.5 and 3.5

processor hours per spectrum (and the same number of

service units). For comparison, the structure calcula-

tions only took ≈ 0.005 processor hours per model for

all iterations.

The computational demand of a complete atmosphere

grid for each chemical composition is approximately

5×104 service units, with nearly 98% taken by PHOENIX

calculations. This estimate does not include recalcu-

lation of failed models, ODF calculations, calculations

of partial pressure tables for each chemical composi-

tion used in PHOENIX, and evolutionary calculations with

MESA. This estimate only applies to the final isochrones

(ridgeline, blue tail and red tail) presented in Section 5:

to calculate the intermediate isochrones used during the

fitting process, we took advantage of various optimiza-

tions described in Section 5.

4.6. Isochrone stitching

The process of calculating theoretical isochrones de-

scribed earlier in this section required a choice of

three “stitching points”, where distinct modelling se-

tups were blended together: the effective temperature

where ATLAS models are replaced with PHOENIX models

(5000K), the effective temperature where the gravita-

tional settling in PHOENIX models was disabled (2500K)

and the initial stellar mass, where the τ = 100 boundary

condition tables were replaced with T (τ) = Teff (smooth

ramp between 0.5M⊙ and 0.6M⊙). Here, we briefly re-

view the implications of those choices for synthetic pho-

tometry.

Our choice of the ATLAS/PHOENIX transition temper-

ature (5000K) is higher than that used in our previ-

ous work (4000K, Gerasimov et al. 2022a). For com-

parison, the published grid of ATLAS models with the

updated molecular opacities (Castelli & Kurucz 2003)

reaches 3500K, although the low-temperature extension

has known issues (Plez 2011). We calculated an addi-

tional test set of ATLAS models for the parameters of

the ridgeline isochrone at 4000K ≤ Teff ≤ 5000K, as

well as an additional grid of evolutionary models with

the updated boundary conditions. We found the syn-

thetic photometry at 11.5Gyr of the regular ridgeline

isochrone and its altered version to be indistinguishable

at Teff = 5000K, but rapidly diverging at lower temper-

atures to attain the difference of ≈ 0.025mag in F606W

– F814W and F150W2 – F322W2 at Teff = 4000K. The

difference originates almost entirely from the synthetic

spectra with only a minor contribution from the bound-

ary conditions.

Our choice of the minimum Teff without gravitational

settling (2500K) is, on the other hand, lower than that

employed in our previous study of ωCentauri (3000K,

Gerasimov et al. 2022a), which allowed us to signifi-

cantly reduce the computational demand. We calcu-

lated a test grid of PHOENIX atmospheres for the ridge-

line isochrone with 2500K ≤ Teff ≤ 3000K and en-

abled settling of condensates, as well as a test set of

corresponding evolutionary models. We found that at

Teff = 2500K and at the age of 11.5Gyr, the effect

of gravitational settling on the same colors as before

is ≈ 0.01mag. In the optical regime, both the boundary

conditions and the synthetic spectra make comparable

contributions to the observed difference, while the latter
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dominate in the infrared. At Teff > 2500K, the effect of

gravitational settling decreases rapidly in the infrared,

but remains approximately constant in the optical up

to the warm end of the test grid at 3000K, primarily

due to the effect of the updated boundary conditions on

stellar evolution.

Lastly, we examine the effect of the transition between

the atmosphere-interior coupling schemes by disabling

the linear ramp at 0.5M⊙ ≤ M ≤ 0.6M⊙. The effect

on synthetic photometry at 11.5Gyr is most prominent

in F606W – F814W when the range of T (τ) = Teff bound-

ary condition tables is extended down to 0.5M⊙, result-

ing in the discontinuity of ≲ 0.01mag between the two

regimes. The discontinuity is less prominent when the

τ = 100 tables are extended to 0.6M⊙ or when other

photometric colors are considered.

In summary, our choice of “stitching points” in the

isochrone is not expected to introduce errors larger than

0.01mag in any of the photometric colors considered in

this study; however, it appears that the optimal choice

of the transition between the two atmosphere-interior

coupling schemes falls at somewhat larger masses, and

a small gain in accuracy may be attained by allowing

gravitational settling of condensates at Teff > 2500K.
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Figure 3. Comparison of synthetic photometry at 11.5Gyr
and Teff ≤ 2350K for the blue tail isochrone, calculated us-
ing the two methods described in Section 4.7: atmosphere
hammering (black) and linear interpolation of the bolomet-
ric corrections (red). The outlier models were identified by
visual inspection in each isochrone and excluded from the
“masked” result.

4.7. Synthetic photometry and hammering

The preliminary synthetic photometry for the calcu-

lated isochrones was obtained by applying the redden-

ing law to the synthetic spectra, evaluating the bolo-

metric corrections for each model atmosphere in the

bandpasses of interest, and interpolating the result to

Teff and log10(g), predicted by the evolutionary model

at the required initial mass and age. The resulting

magnitudes were corrected by the distance modulus of

(13.2418 ± 0.0625)mag (Chen et al. 2018). To calcu-

late the bolometric corrections, we used the synphot()

routine of the BasicATLAS package (Larkin et al. 2023).

The process uses the reddening law from Fitzpatrick &

Massa (2007), parameterized only by the optical red-

dening, E(B − V ), and assuming the total-to-selective

extinction ratio of RV = 3.1.

The strong dependency of low-Teff spectra on sur-

face parameters and the highly non-linear behavior of

cool atmospheres pose a challenge to the interpola-

tion of bolometric corrections. Linear interpolation of

a sparsely sampled grid leads to large unphysical dis-

continuities in the derivatives, and is known to intro-

duce noticeable errors even at relatively high tempera-

tures (Mészáros & Allende Prieto 2013; Gustafsson et al.

2008). On the other hand, higher-order interpolation

methods are less robust against outliers (Fried & Zietz

1973), such as those introduced by the models with poor

convergence. Specialized interpolation methods for at-

mosphere grids with non-convergent models (e.g. Nend-

wich et al. 2004) generally require a means to reliably

identify the outliers, which is not straightforward in the

case of irregular convergence, as discussed in Section 4.4.

To address these issues, we decided to avoid inter-

polating the grid at low temperatures altogether and,

instead, to calculate additional PHOENIX atmospheres at

600K ≤ Teff < 2400K in 50K steps, with log10(g) set to

the values predicted by the isochrone for each effective

temperature at the target age. We refer to this process

as atmosphere hammering. In addition to removing the

need to interpolate bolometric corrections at low tem-

peratures, hammering serves two other purposes. First,

it reduces the effective number of dimensions in the at-

mosphere grid from 2 to 1 (since the hammering models

obey a known Teff – log10(g) relationship), allowing the

outlier models to be easily identified, e.g., by their place-

ment in the color-magnitude space. Second, it allows us

to derive the synthetic photometry at Teff < 2500K from

higher-gravity model atmospheres that have better con-

vergence (e.g., from Figure 1, to calculate the bolometric

corrections at the Teff = 2000K point on the 11.5Gyr

isochrone, one would require both log10(g) = 5.0 and

log10(g) = 5.5 model atmospheres for the interpolation

method, but only one log10(g) ≈ 5.5 model for the ham-

mering method). The major drawbacks of the hammer-

ing method are the added computational cost and the

resulting commitment to a particular target age, since

the hammering models fix the Teff – log10(g) relation-

ship.
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The linear interpolation and hammering methods of

calculating synthetic photometry at Teff ≤ 2350K are

compared in Figure 3. The figure demonstrates that at

Teff ≲ 1000K (the brown dwarf regime), linear interpo-

lation may be off by as much as 2mag in the optical

regime and ≳ 0.5mag in the near infrared. It is also ap-

parent that the two methods converge at Teff ≳ 2000K,

suggesting that linear interpolation of bolometric cor-

rections is valid across the main sequence. In this

study, we use linear interpolation for all models with

Teff > 2350K.

We note that while the synthetic photometry inferred

from atmosphere hammering does not rely on inter-

polated bolometric corrections, it is still based on the

surface parameters predicted by the evolutionary track,

which, in turn, was calculated using interpolated bound-

ary conditions. The effect of boundary conditions on

synthetic photometry is subdominant compared to that

of bolometric corrections; however, some interpolation

errors may remain at low Teff . To avoid interpolation

of model atmospheres entirely, one must calculate new

atmospheres for every iteration of the evolutionary code

at every time step, which would increase the total com-

putational demand by over an order of magnitude.

5. ISOCHRONE FITTING

5.1. Main sequence turn-off and subgiant branch

The high effective temperatures of the main sequence

turn-off and the subgiant branch in 47 Tucanae (Teff ≳
5000K) suppress molecular formation in the atmosphere

and minimize the impact of chemical abundances on the

observed photometry. The notable exceptions are the

overall metallicity, [Fe/H], and the helium mass fraction,

Y , as they have a significant effect on the mean molecu-

lar weight and opacity of the interior that, in turn, guide

the evolutionary track of the star (Salaris & Cassisi 2005,

Ch. 5.5). These high-mass stars are also sensitive to the

adopted energy transport parameters (in particular, the

mixing length, αMLT) due to the emergence of an outer

convective zone (Joyce & Chaboyer 2018). To reduce

the degree of degeneracy in the determination of chemi-

cal abundances, it is advantageous to constrain as many

parameters as possible from the main sequence turn-off

and the subgiant branch before analyzing the lower main

sequence. We used this part of the CMD to assess our

choice of αMLT = 1.82, fix the cluster age and the op-

tical reddening, E(B − V ), as well as to evaluate the

accuracy of the helium mass fraction and metallicity in

the nominal chemical composition (Section 2, Y = 0.25,

[Fe/H] = −0.75).

The upper panels of Figure 4 show the turn-off point

and the subgiant branch of the ridgeline isochrone,
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Figure 4. Top: ridgeline isochrones of 47 Tucanae at differ-
ent ages, overplotted on the distribution of observed colors
in optical (left) and near infrared (right). Middle: compar-
ison of the ridgeline isochrone at 11.5Gyr with the nominal
[Fe/H] and Y (red) to the helium-rich (blue) and metal-rich
(black) isochrones at the same age. Bottom: effect of the
mixing length parameter on the ridgeline isochrone at the
age of 11.5Gyr. The cyan and yellow regions of the color-
magnitude diagram subtend the 1σ and 2σ contours in the
data distribution, respectively. E(B − V ) = 0.04mag for all
shown isochrones.

evaluated at 4 distinct ages and overplotted on the

color-magnitude distribution of the archival photome-

try (Section 3) in the optical (left) and near infrared

(right). The isochrones were calculated using the nom-

inal metallicity and helium mass fraction, as well as

E(B − V ) = 0.04mag, in agreement with Percival et al.

(2002). In the figure, the 11.5Gyr isochrone is the only

one that matches both the color of the turn-off point and

the luminosity of the subgiant branch within one stan-

dard deviation. Furthermore, the presented fit firmly

fixes the reddening at 0.04mag, as lower values would

result in the isochrone being “too blue” at the turn-

off point, while higher values would make the isochrone

“too faint” at the tip of the subgiant branch. This age

estimate broadly agrees with the literature (e.g. Van-

denBerg 2000; also see Rennó et al. 2020 for a compila-

tion of recent age measurements).
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To explore the effect of the helium mass fraction

and the overall metallicity, we calculated two additional

isochrones with Y = 0.28 and [Fe/H] = −0.7, with

all other parameters matching those of the ridgeline

isochrone. The results are plotted in the middle pan-

els of Figure 4. While the enhanced metallicity offers

a marginal improvement of the fit at the turn-off point,

the corresponding decrease in luminosity of the subgiant

branch reduces the overall goodness of fit. On the other

hand, the higher helium mass fraction improves the fit

at the subgiant branch, at the expense of mismatching

the color of the turn-off point by nearly two standard

deviations in near infrared. Based on these results, we

chose to use the nominal metallicity and helium mass

fraction for all isochrone calculations henceforth.

The lower panels of the figure demonstrate how our

choice of the mixing length compares to two alternative

values: αMLT = 1.6 and αMLT = 2.0. The isochrones are

shown at 11.5Gyr. Around the turn-off point, the effect

is practically indistinguishable from that of the cluster

age, emphasizing the limitations of using the color of

the turn-off point as an age diagnostic for globular clus-

ters. Our earlier claim that the 11.5Gyr isochrone is

the only one that fits the observed scatter within one

standard deviation is invalid if the mixing length is al-

lowed to vary as a free parameter. We found that a

comparable goodness-of-fit is obtained at 12.5Gyr for

αMLT = 2.0, or 10.5Gyr for αMLT = 1.6. Figure 4 ap-

pears to indicate that the effect of the mixing length

is most significant at the tip of the subgiant branch.

If the trend continues into the red giant branch, it is

possible that a better estimate of the cluster age may

be obtained from higher-mass stars. Since the degen-

eracy cannot be broken within the mass range consid-

ered in this study, we chose to adopt the solar-calibrated

αMLT = 1.82 for all isochrones and the corresponding

best-fit age of 11.5Gyr.

5.2. Lower main sequence

Below the main sequence inflection point (∼ 0.5M⊙,

Calamida et al. 2015), the abundances of individual

chemical elements may noticeably impact the shape of

the CMD. In this study, we consider the variations in 11

element abundances: [C/Fe], [N/Fe], [O/Fe], [Na/Fe],

[Mg/Fe], [Al/Fe], [Si/Fe], [S/Fe], [Ca/Fe], [Ti/Fe], and

[V/Fe].

The effect of atomic abundances is twofold. First,

variations in abundances displace the chemical equi-

librium of the atmosphere and change the correspond-

ing opacity distribution, resulting in altered photomet-

ric colors. Second, the new atmospheric structure af-

fects the boundary conditions of the atmosphere-interior

coupling (Section 4.2), thereby offsetting the end-point

of the evolutionary track to different Teff and log10(g).

The importance of the latter effect approximately cor-

relates with δκ = |dκ/d[X/Fe]| at T (τ) = Teff , where

[X/Fe] is the abundance of the element of interest

and κ is the Rosseland mean opacity. For the range

0.1M⊙ < M < 0.5M⊙, this diagnostic is by far the

largest for [O/Fe] and [Ti/Fe] (∼ 10−7 cm−1dex−1 at

0.2M⊙) due to the prominent TiO and H2O absorp-

tion bands (see Figure 2). For comparison, the next

two most important elements, [C/Fe] and [Al/Fe], have

δκ ∼ 2 × 10−8 cm−1dex−1 and ∼ 10−8 cm−1dex−1, re-

spectively, at the same initial stellar mass.

The relative importance of the two effects depends on

the chosen photometric bands. For instance, the op-

tical main sequence spectra for fixed Teff and log10(g)

are only weakly sensitive to the oxygen abundance,

since H2O bands are mostly confined to infrared wave-

lengths, while the rate of TiO production in the at-

mosphere is primarily determined by [Ti/Fe]. As such,

the atmosphere-interior coupling alone is responsible for

over 50% of the correlation between the optical colors

(F606W – F814W) and [O/Fe] for main sequence stars.

This example emphasizes that accounting for the en-

hancements of individual elements in the atmosphere-

interior coupling scheme is essential for the accurate

photometric determination of the chemical composition.

Since 47 Tucanae is known to have a significant spread

in [O/Fe] based on spectroscopic measurements, the cor-

responding distribution of photometric colors cannot be

captured with atmosphere-interior boundary conditions

based on solar or even solar-scaled abundances. Fur-

thermore, since both [Ti/Fe] and [O/Fe] have compara-

ble δκ, and since both are considered to be α-elements,

even solar-scaled boundary conditions with adjustable

α-enhancement would not be adequate.

5.3. Abundance variation grids

We determine the final red tail, blue tail and ridgeline

isochrones for 47 Tucanae by iteratively correcting the

nominal element abundances, derived in Section 2. Each

iteration begins by calculating the theoretical isochrone

with fully self-consistent chemistry as detailed in Sec-

tion 4. However, since the available datasets only ex-

tend to the end of the main sequence (Section 3), we

terminate all intermediate isochrones at Teff = 3000K

to avoid unnecessary calculations of model atmospheres.

To determine the corrections in the element abun-

dances for the next iteration, we first compute an abun-

dance variation grid of model atmospheres for the cur-

rent isochrone. The grid spans 5 initial stellar masses

between 0.13M⊙ and 0.7M⊙ that sample the main se-
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Figure 5. Photometric sensitivity plot for the initial itera-
tion with nominal chemistry at M > 0.1M⊙ and for the final
ridgeline isochrone atM < 0.1M⊙. The plot shows the effect
of changes in the abundances of individual elements on the
photometric colors as a function of stellar mass (or, equiva-
lently, Teff) assuming that the atmosphere-interior coupling
remains constant, i.e. for fixed Teff and log10(g). Note that
the horizontal axis is categorical, i.e. the labels are evenly
spaced regardless of their values. The data shown in this fig-
ure are available as a machine-readable table in the digital
version of this publication.

quence of the cluster with approximately even intervals

in the CMD. At this stage, we assume that the effect of

chemistry on the atmosphere-interior coupling is negligi-

ble and compute new model atmospheres (Section 4.3)

for the Teff and log10(g) of the chosen masses, based

on the parameter relationships of the current isochrone.

For each stellar mass, we calculate 22 new model atmo-

spheres with each of the 11 elements considered in this

study perturbed by 0.5 dex and −0.5 dex, one element

at a time. A photometric sensitivity plot (Figure 5) is

then produced that shows the effect of each element on

the relevant photometric colors. Since the abundance

variation grids are based on the assumption of constant

atmosphere-interior coupling, we also calculate δκ for

each element to estimate our confidence in the derived

correlation between colors and abundances.
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Figure 6. The final best fit, blue tail and red tail isochrones,
overplotted on the observed photometric spread in the opti-
cal (top) and the near infrared (bottom) bands. The param-
eters of the isochrones are given in Table 1. The isochrones
shown in this figure are available as machine-readable tables
in the digital version of this publication.

The abundance corrections are then determined man-

ually based on the current discrepancies between the

isochrones and the data, the photometric sensitivity plot

and estimated adjustments to the photometric sensitiv-

ity based on the δκ values and our experience with ear-

lier iterations. At each iteration, we follow the reduc-

tionist approach of adopting the smallest possible num-

ber of corrections in the chemical composition to repro-

duce the data. In principle, the derivation of abundance

corrections may be automated by introducing a quan-

titative goodness-of-fit criterion, similar to the one de-

rived in our previous work for fitting a single isochrone

to the CMD (Gerasimov et al. 2022a). However, since
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Table 1. Best-fit parameters of the final isochrones

Parameter Blue tail Ridgeline Red tail

E(B − V ) [mag] 0.04 0.04 0.04

αMLT 1.82 1.82 1.82

Age [Gyr] 11.5 11.5 11.5

[Fe/H] [dex] −0.75 −0.75 −0.75

Y 0.25 0.25 0.25

[Ti/Fe] [dex] 0.64 0.64 0.64

[O/Fe] [dex] 0.48 0.33 0.03

Note—The abundances of individual elements un-
listed in the table are set to their nominal values,
derived in Section 2 and summarized in Appendix A.

there is no straightforward way to extend that crite-

rion to simultaneous fitting of multiple isochrones, and

since the automated routine must be “trained” to take

advantage of the abundance variation grids based on ex-

perience, we chose to use human input at every iteration

instead.

A satisfactory fit was obtained after 10 iterations.

The final isochrones were extended to Teff ≳ 700K

to reach the substellar regime, as required for our fur-

ther analysis. For the final ridgeline isochrone, an ad-

ditional abundance variation grid was computed for 7

initial masses below the end of the main sequence at

0.05M⊙ ≤ M ≤ 0.08M⊙. The derived photometric

sensitivity is shown in Figure 5. We determined that

corrections in [Ti/Fe] and [O/Fe] are sufficient to repro-

duce the photometric spread in both optical and infrared

colors, while variations in other abundances compared to

their spectroscopic means do not offer a noticeable im-

provement to the fit. While the value of [Ti/Fe] needed

to be offset from its nominal value to fit the data, we

found that the observations are most consistent with a

constant value of [Ti/Fe] across all three final isochrones.

The final isochrones are plotted in Figure 6, while their

best-fit properties are summarized in Table 1. In near

infrared bands, the photometric spread noticeably over-

flows the red tail isochrone around the main sequence

knee (F160W ∼ 19mag). A similar red excess in the op-

tical CMD is also seen at the corresponding evolutionary

phase (F814W ∼ 20.5mag), despite the inverted [O/Fe]-

color relationship. This prominent discrepancy between

the data and the model isochrones cannot be accounted

for by varying any of the considered elements.

6. ANALYSIS

6.1. Oxygen abundance

Figure 6 demonstrates that the near infrared photom-

etry of the lower main sequence is particularly sensitive

to the oxygen abundance of 47 Tucanae. Here, we cal-

culate the lower main sequence distribution of [O/Fe]

in the cluster. Each of the three isochrones shown in

the figure defines the relationship between the initial

mass of the star and its position in the CMD space for

a given oxygen abundance ([O/Fe] = 0.48 dex for the

blue tail isochrone, [O/Fe] = 0.33 dex for ridgeline and

[O/Fe] = 0.03 dex for red tail ; see Table 1). Equivalent

relationships for other values of [O/Fe] may be approx-

imated by interpolating or extrapolating the calculated

isochrones. It is therefore possible to define a curvilinear

transformation from the CMD space in Figure 6 to the

M − [O/Fe] space.

To obtain the desired transformation, we first gen-

erated a 1000 × 300 regular grid of synthetic stars at

1000 evenly spaced initial masses from the minimum

(≈ 0.045M⊙) to the maximum (≈ 0.875M⊙) value

within the range of all three isochrones, and 300 evenly

spaced values of [O/Fe] from −0.57 dex to 0.78 dex.

The chosen range of oxygen abundances corresponds to

tripled differences between the ridgeline oxygen abun-

dance and the other two isochrones. Each synthetic star

was projected onto the near infrared color-magnitude

plane by, first, linearly interpolating the CMD of each

of the three isochrones to the mass of the synthetic

star and, second, linearly interpolating and extrapo-

lating the resulting three points to the oxygen abun-

dance of the synthetic star. The curvilinear transfor-

mation of the observed CMD of the cluster was car-

ried out by identifying the closest synthetic star to each

real observation in the color-magnitude space, and as-

signing the mass and [O/Fe] values of the closest syn-

thetic star to the real star. This method is unreliable

above the main sequence knee, where all three isochrones

merge and the curvilinear transformation becomes non-

unique. We carry out this analysis below the knee

(0.1M⊙ ≤ M ≤ 0.5M⊙), where the isochrones are

well-separated, and the transformation is accurate to

10−3 M⊙ in mass and 10−2 dex in oxygen abundance,

as estimated by applying the transformation to 104 ad-

ditional synthetic stars with randomly chosen masses

and oxygen abundances. We further restrict our analy-

sis to stars that satisfy −0.27 dex < [O/Fe] < 0.63 dex

(doubled differences between the calculated isochrones)

to avoid excessive extrapolation and to discard the occa-

sional outlying measurements that fell beyond the region

of the CMD covered with synthetic stars.
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Figure 7. Left: distribution histograms of [O/Fe] in 47 Tu-
canae in different initial mass bins. The flattening of the
highest-mass distribution is likely an artifact of the poor
isochrone fit in the vicinity of the main sequence knee (see
Section 5.3). The lowest-mass distribution is contaminated
by SMC members. The horizontal dashed lines indicate the
range of masses where the analysis of the oxygen distribution
was carried out. Right: the near infrared CMD of 47 Tu-
canae, transformed into the initial mass – oxygen abundance
space using the calculated isochrones. The transformed red
tail, ridgeline and blue tail isochrones are indicated with the
red, black and blue vertical lines, respectively. Bottom: com-
bined [O/Fe] distribution at 0.15M⊙ < M < 0.4M⊙, over-
plotted on the distribution of spectroscopic measurements in
the literature (Section 2). The measurements of mass and
oxygen abundance shown in this figure are available as a
machine-readable table in the digital version of this publica-
tion.

The result of the transformation is shown in the right

panel of Figure 7. The distribution of [O/Fe] in selected

mass bins is shown in the left panel of the figure. We

note that the highest mass bin (0.4M⊙ < M < 0.5M⊙)

is an unreliable indicator of the oxygen distribution due

to the proximity of the main sequence knee, where the

isochrone fit is noticeably poorer. The lower half of

the lowest mass bin (0.1M⊙ < M < 0.15M⊙) is visi-

bly affected by the contamination of the CMD by SMC

members. The oxygen abundances within the remain-

ing mass range (0.15M⊙ < M < 0.4M⊙) were combined

Table 2. Comparison of synthetic and real distri-
butions of spectroscopically inferred [O/Fe]

Statistic Synthetic Real

Mean 0.232 ±0.024 0.174

Standard deviation 0.253 ±0.015 0.214

5th percentile −0.198 ±0.047 −0.170

25th percentile 0.058 ±0.036 0.030

75th percentile 0.414 ±0.029 0.320

95th percentile 0.616 ±0.038 0.476

Note—All values are quoted in dex. The indicated
uncertainty of the synthetic values was calculated
as the standard deviation across 105 Monte-Carlo
trials.

into a single oxygen abundance distribution in the lower

panel of Figure 7. A histogram of the spectroscopic mea-

surements of higher-mass stars (M ≳ 0.9M⊙) is plotted

in the same panel for reference.

To compare the spectroscopic and photometric abun-

dances quantitatively, we began with a null-hypothesis

that (1) the photometric distribution is free of system-

atic errors and represents the true chemistry in the lower

main sequence, and (2) photometric and spectroscopic

abundances are identical, i.e. there is no dependence of

[O/Fe] on stellar mass. The spectroscopic distribution

of oxygen, as described in Section 2, consists of 117 indi-

vidual measurements with published uncertainties. We

generated 105 synthetic equivalents of the spectroscopic

dataset by drawing 117 random measurements from the

photometric distribution for each trial and applying sim-

ulated Gaussian noise according to the published spec-

troscopic uncertainties. For each synthetic set, we es-

timated the mean, standard deviation, 5th, 25th, 75th

and 95th percentiles. The averages and spreads in those

statistics across all 105 Monte-Carlo trials are summa-

rized in Table 2, alongside the equivalent values calcu-

lated for the real spectroscopic dataset. We note that

the 25th and 75th percentiles fall within the range of

[O/Fe] covered by the model isochrones and are, there-

fore, immune to extrapolation errors. All other statistics

listed in the table are sensitive to the systematic offsets

introduced by extrapolation.

The null-hypothesis was rejected, since some of the

statistical parameters of the real spectroscopic distri-

bution fall outside the corresponding synthetic ranges

by over ∼ 3 standard deviations, most notably in-

cluding the extrapolation-immune 75th percentile. If

the systematic errors in the photometrically inferred

abundances are the dominant contributor to the es-
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timated discrepancy, their magnitude appears to vary

from ≈ 0.03 dex at the oxygen-poor tail of the distribu-

tion (inferred from the 5th percentile) to ≈ 0.15 dex at

the oxygen-rich tail (inferred from the 95th percentile).

We note that the latter value is comparable to the av-

erage spectroscopic uncertainty of 0.147 dex across the

117 measurements.

Alternatively, a genuine variation in chemistry with

stellar mass may be responsible for the discrepancy be-

tween spectroscopic and photometric values. Under the

standard assumption that the enriched population of 47

Tucanae is oxygen-deficient (Dickens et al. 1991), the

values of the higher percentiles are expected to be pri-

marily determined by the oxygen content of the primor-

dial population, while the values of the lower percentiles

would be mostly set by [O/Fe] of the enriched popula-

tion. As discussed in Section 1, the chemistry of the en-

riched population may depend on stellar mass in concur-

rent formation models. We, however, disfavor this ex-

planation, since the spectroscopic/photometric discrep-

ancy in Table 2 appears largest at the oxygen-rich (pri-

mordial) tail of the [O/Fe] distribution, rather than the

anticipated oxygen-poor (enriched) tail.

Both photometric and spectroscopic distributions in

the lower panel of Figure 7 exhibit a clear negative skew-

ness (i.e. the oxygen-poor tail is longer than the oxygen-

rich one). To assess the statistical significance of this

feature, we calculated the Fisher-Pearson coefficient of

skewness for both distributions, obtaining −0.21± 0.03

and −0.43± 0.19 for the photometric and spectroscopic

cases respectively. Hence, spectroscopic and photomet-

ric skewness estimates are consistent with each other,

and indicate that the distribution of [O/Fe] in 47 Tu-

canae is indeed negatively skewed. While both skewness

estimates have high confidence, the photometric value

is vastly more statistically significant than its spectro-

scopic counterpart (8.4 vs ∼ 2.2 standard deviations,

respectively), due to the number of photometric mea-

surements (4862) exceeding the number of spectroscopic

measurements (117) by over an order of magnitude.

6.2. Mass function

The mass functions of globular clusters retain a foot-

print of their dynamical evolution (Sollima & Baum-

gardt 2017; Baumgardt & Sollima 2017) and may vary

between populations if they have distinct kinematic

properties. Furthermore, an estimate of the mass func-

tion is required to predict the luminosity function and

the CMD of the substellar sequence. In this sub-section,

we seek a mass function that can reproduce the observed

F160W magnitude distribution of 47 Tucanae, assuming

that the isochrones calculated earlier and the oxygen

abundance distribution derived above accurately cap-

ture the properties of the cluster. The choice of the

photometric band is motivated by the fact that the oxy-

gen abundances were inferred from the near infrared

CMD and the fact that lower main sequence members

are brighter in F160W than in F110W (Figure 6). We also

assumed that the mass function (ξ) is of the form of a

broken power law (Kroupa 2001):

ξ(M) ∝

M−β , if M > Mbp

M−γ , if M ≤ Mbp

(2)

Here, β and γ are the power law indices in the high-

and low-mass regimes respectively, separated by the

break-point stellar mass Mbp. We keep all three param-

eters as free variables. The magnitude function, ϕ(m),

where m is the apparent magnitude of the star (in our

case, F160W), is related to the mass function as in Equa-

tion 3:

ϕ(m) = −ξ (M(m))
dM(m)

dm
(3)

In Equation 3, we treat the stellar mass, M , as a func-

tion of magnitude, m, as given by the mass-magnitude

relationship provided by the isochrone. In practice,

the mass-magnitude relationship is sampled at a set of

masses, Mi, and magnitudes, mi, corresponding to the

initial masses of the calculated evolutionary models. We

therefore rewrite Equation 3 in the form of finite differ-

ences:

ϕ

(
mi +mi+1

2

)
= −ξ

(
Mi +Mi+1

2

)
Mi+1 −Mi

mi+1 −mi
(4)

Here, the magnitude function is evaluated at the mid-

points between the adjacent evolutionary models on the

mass grid. We calculated three distinct magnitude func-

tions for each of the three final isochrones (red tail,

blue tail and ridgeline). The magnitude function for

an arbitrary [O/Fe] can be obtained by linearly in-

terpolating/extrapolating between the three calculated

magnitude functions to the desired oxygen abundance.

The combined magnitude function for the entire clus-

ter was computed as the average of individual magni-

tude functions, evaluated for the oxygen abundance of

every star that satisfies 0.15M⊙ < M < 0.4M⊙ and

−0.27 dex < [O/Fe] < 0.63 dex (the same restrictions as

in the lower panel of Figure 7). Finally, the magnitude

function was binned into 20 uniform bins in the range

17 < m < 24 using trapezoid integration. The four

faintest bins with bin centers at F160W > 22.5 were ex-

cluded from our analysis due to contamination by SMC
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Figure 8. The observed magnitude function of 47 Tucanae
in F160W with the best-fit theoretical magnitude function
in magenta. Additional magnitude functions that use only
one of the theoretical isochrones instead of the abundance-
weighted average are shown for comparison. The displayed
error bars are Poisson counting errors. The observed counts
in the four faintest bins are excluded from this analysis due
to contamination by SMC members.

members and potential incompleteness of the photomet-

ric sample.

To determine the parameters of the mass function, β,

γ and Mbp, we applied the same binning to the observed

magnitude function in F160W and fitted the theoretical

magnitude function to the result, using least squares re-

gression, weighted by the Poisson errors in each bin. The

observed magnitude function and the theoretical best fit

are shown in Figure 8. The best-fit parameters of the

mass function are β = 1.75± 0.15, γ = 0.08± 0.04 and

Mbp = (0.47 ± 0.02)M⊙. In addition to the combined

magnitude function, three more theoretical magnitude

functions were calculated for the same parameters as

the best fit, but using only one of the three isochrones

instead of a weighted average of all three. As seen in

Figure 8, the scatter among the theoretical magnitude

functions is consistent with the Poisson counting errors

in the corresponding magnitude bins, suggesting that

for main sequence members the distribution of oxygen

abundance cannot be inferred from the observed lumi-

nosity function of the cluster.

6.3. Brown dwarfs in 47 Tucanae

In this sub-section, we predict the colors, magnitudes

and number densities of the brown dwarfs in 47 Tucanae,

as they may be observed with JWST NIRCam. The

JWST color-magnitude space considered in this study

is F322W2 vs F150W2 – F322W2, since brown dwarfs are

most likely to be detected in wide bands at long wave-

lengths due to their faint magnitudes and red colors.

Our predictions are based on the assumption that the

16 18 20 22 24 26 28
F322W2 [mag]

10

100

1000

Nu
m

be
r o

f s
ta

rs

10.0 Gyr
11.5 Gyr
13.5 Gyr

Figure 9. Predicted magnitude distribution of stars and
brown dwarfs in 47 Tucanae at three different ages. The
bright and faint peaks represent the main sequence and the
brown dwarfs of the cluster, respectively, with a clear stel-
lar/substellar gap in between. The distribution is normal-
ized to the number of stars in the dataset (Section 3). An
animated version of this figure is available in the digital ver-
sion of the publication. The animation lasts 6 seconds and
includes 30 frames. The animation shows the evolution of
the magnitude function from 0.1Gyr to 13.5Gyr. Initially,
the magnitude function only has one peak around m ∼ 20
corresponding to the main sequence of the cluster. The stel-
lar/substellar gap forms at m ∼ 23.5 around 0.5Gyr. Over
time, it gradually deepens, widens, and shifts to fainter mag-
nitudes.

mass function (Equation 2 with the best-fit parameters

in Figure 8), the calculated isochrones (Figure 6) and

the inferred distribution of chemical abundances (Fig-

ure 7) remain unchanged in the substellar regime.

We re-calculated the synthetic magnitude function of

47 Tucanae in 30 evenly spaced magnitude bins within

range of all three theoretical isochrones, using the best-

fit mass function parameters. The calculations were

carried out for a variety of ages between 0.1Gyr and

13.5Gyr, including 11.5Gyr (best-fit age). The require-

ment to vary the age of the cluster for this part of the

analysis necessitated the use of interpolated bolometric

corrections for synthetic photometry instead of atmo-

sphere hammering. The resulting magnitude functions

for three of the considered ages are shown in the static

preview of Figure 9. At those ages, the magnitude func-

tion exhibits a clear stellar/substellar gap at m ∼ 26,

where the brown dwarf density per magnitude is re-

duced by nearly an order of magnitude (compared to

the maximum density within the modelled range that is

predicted to occur around m = 27.5). While the lower

main sequence is virtually unaffected by the cluster age,

both the turn-off point and the substellar sequence un-

dergo noticeable evolution. The equivalent magnitude
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Figure 10. Predicted CMD of 47 Tucanae from the sub-
giant branch to the substellar sequence. Isomass lines are
shown for selected masses. The color scatter in the figure is
derived from the inferred distribution of [O/Fe] near the end
of the main sequence. The inset sub-figure in the upper right
corner shows the mass-magnitude relationship for the ridge-
line isochrone with the hydrogen-burning limit highlighted.
The isochrones used to construct the CMD in this figure are
available as machine-readable tables in the digital version of
this publication.

functions for all other ages are available as an animated

figure in the digital version of this paper.

A synthetic CMD based on the inferred oxygen abun-

dance in Figure 7, the isochrones in Figure 6 and the

predicted mass function at 11.5Gyr is shown in Fig-

ure 10. Lines of constant mass (isomass lines) for se-

lected masses and −0.27 dex < [O/Fe] < 0.63 dex are

also shown for reference. Since the isochrones of the

substellar sequence in 47 Tucanae appear almost exactly

parallel to the isomass lines, the effect of evolution on

the brown dwarf colors is highly degenerate with [O/Fe].
This presents a potential challenge to the use of brown

dwarfs as chemical tracers, since the masses of individ-

ual brown dwarfs (and, hence, their evolutionary phases)

are not a priori known. The degeneracy also reduces the

observed photometric scatter, making the substellar se-

quence far narrower than the main sequence in the CMD

space.

The predicted mass-magnitude relationship for the

ridgeline isochrone is shown in an inset sub-figure of

Figure 10 with the hydrogen-burning limit (HBL) high-

lighted. We define the HBL as the mass, at which the

energy output from nuclear reactions contributes 50% of

the stellar luminosity at 11.5Gyr. In this case, the HBL

was computed as 0.074M⊙.

7. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We developed a general method for determining the

chemical compositions, ages and mass functions of glob-

ular clusters from the observed CMDs in optical and

near infrared bands. Our method relies on state-of-the-

art model atmospheres and evolutionary models that

are fully self-consistent and incorporate the full set of

non-solar abundances in every component, including

the interior structure and evolution, nuclear process-

ing, atmosphere-interior coupling, atmospheric struc-

tures and spectral synthesis. Our modelling frame-

work was applied to the brightest mono-metallic glob-

ular cluster 47 Tucanae. We reproduce for the first

time the observed scatter in the photometric colors of

main sequence stars without any a priori assumptions

of its magnitude. We also provide the first measure-

ments of chemical compositions for individual stars of

the lower main sequence in a globular cluster (Figure 7).

An extension of our models to the substellar regime

predicts the expected colors and magnitudes of brown

dwarfs in the cluster, reproducing the anticipated stel-

lar/substellar gap. The predicted brown dwarf CMD

for the first time incorporates the inferred distribution

of chemical abundances. The best-fit parameters of 47

Tucanae determined in this study are listed in Table 1.

The key findings are as follows:

• The photometric scatter of 47 Tucanae in both op-

tical and near infrared bands can be reproduced

with unaltered average spectroscopic abundances

for all elements (Appendix A) with the exception

of [O/Fe] and [Ti/Fe]. Constraining the abun-

dances of elements other than oxygen and tita-

nium from the CMDs considered in this study is

challenging due to the subdominant effect of those

elements on stellar atmospheres, as illustrated in

Figure 5.

• The observed photometric scatter is predomi-

nantly driven by [O/Fe]. Our best-fit model CMD

is consistent with the absence of star-to-star vari-

ations in [Ti/Fe], in agreement with the spectro-

scopic measurements and the mono-metallic na-

ture of 47 Tucanae.

• The photometric distribution of the oxygen abun-

dance estimated in this study (Figure 7) at M <

0.4M⊙ is statistically consistent with the spec-

troscopic distribution, inferred from evolved stars,

under the assumption of systematic errors in the

photometric estimates of order 0.15 dex. These

errors are comparable to the experimental uncer-

tainties in available spectroscopic measurements,

demonstrating that lower main sequence CMDs of
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globular clusters may be used in chemical analy-

ses.

• The discrepancy between the spectroscopic and

photometric [O/Fe] values appears largest at the

oxygen-rich (primordial) tail of the distribution.

If a genuine mass dependence of chemistry makes

a significant contribution to the observed discrep-

ancy in addition to the suspected systematic off-

set, the variation of [O/Fe] with stellar mass would

be most prominent in the enriched population of

the cluster instead of the primordial population.

Since this conclusion contradicts the theoretical

expectation, we disfavor this explanation and sug-

gest that the mass dependence of chemistry makes

a subdominant contribution compared to the sys-

tematic offset, if any. We therefore expect the dif-

ference in [O/Fe] between the lower main sequence

and evolved stars to be less than the estimated sys-

tematic offset of 0.15 dex.

• Corroborating our previous study of ωCentauri,

we confirm that the JWST CMD of 47 Tucanae is

expected to have a stellar/substellar gap below the

end of the main sequence, followed by a large num-

ber of brown dwarfs (Figure 9). The gap occurs

around F322W2∼ 26mag and the maximum den-

sity of brown dwarfs within the modelling range is

attained at F322W2∼ 27.5mag. Our evolutionary

models suggest that stellar/substellar gaps form

around the age of 0.5Gyr in globular clusters sim-

ilar to 47 Tucanae, and get deeper and wider over

time.

• While our models indicate that the colors of brown

dwarfs are highly sensitive to chemical abundances

(Figure 5), the apparent degeneracy between their

isomass lines and isochrones (Figure 10) will make

the inference of oxygen abundance challenging

in the considered color-magnitude space (F322W2

vs F150W2 – F322W2). On the other hand, the

brown dwarf magnitude function will be sensi-

tive to chemistry, introducing additional system-

atic biases to age estimates inferred from the stel-

lar/substellar gap.

The constraints on the mass dependence of the oxy-

gen abundance inferred in this study restrict the allowed

parameter space of concurrent formation MP models,

in agreement with previous studies of the photometric

spread near the end of the main sequence (Ziliotto et al.

2023; Milone 2023). However, a detailed model of pol-

lution as a function of stellar mass is required to carry

out a thorough evaluation of proposed concurrent forma-

tion models, which may be challenging to derive due to

the uncertain properties and evolution of circumstellar

disks.

Future observations of the substellar sequences in

nearby globular clusters, including 47 Tucanae, will ex-

tend the mass baseline of photometric analysis by nearly

an order of magnitude and explore the abundances of

other elements such as carbon and nitrogen that are

far more important in the atmospheres of brown dwarfs

than main sequence stars (Figure 5). The aforemen-

tioned isomass-isochrone degeneracy suggests that the

luminosity function of brown dwarfs in globular clusters

needs to be considered in conjunction with the CMD

when deriving photometric chemical abundances. We

further emphasize that JWST and HST bands other

than the ones considered here may be more sensitive to

chemical variations in substellar atmospheres, necessi-

tating a follow-up study that explores all possible color

combinations rather than a small subset of filters used

in this paper.

We note that the predicted substellar CMD of 47 Tu-

canae in Figure 10 was calculated under the assumption

that the variation in [O/Fe] alone is sufficient to repro-

duce the photometric scatter. While this assumption

was shown to be accurate for the main sequence stars,

it likely has limited validity in the substellar regime and

a more accurate theoretical CMD may be obtained by

calculating additional isochrones that incorporate the

spectroscopically inferred scatter in other elements.

If the spectroscopic/photometric discrepancy dis-

cussed here and in Section 6.1 is primarily caused by

systematic offsets, their nature must be investigated in a

future study. In particular, the accuracy of interpolation

and extrapolation of best-fit theoretical isochrones can

be verified by a denser sampling of [O/Fe] with calcu-

lated stellar models. The accuracy of the models them-

selves can be assessed by comparing synthetic spectra

to spectroscopic observations of nearby metal-poor stars

and brown dwarfs.
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APPENDIX

A. NOMINAL COMPOSITION

Table 3 lists the nominal composition of 47 Tucanae adopted in this work, based on spectroscopic observations of

giant and sub-giant members of the cluster in the literature. The derivation of the abundances listed in the table

is described in Section 2. The physical member-to-member spread provided in the table (s(X)) was calculated using

Equation 1.

Table 3. Average chemical composition of 47 Tucanae inferred from spectroscopic measurements in

literature

Best estimate Uncertainty Physical spread # of measurements Reference(s)

[Fe/H] −0.75 0.01 − 281 (1)(2)(3)

[Al/Fe] 0.35 0.01 0.06 195 (1)(2)(3)

[Ba/Fe] 0.25 0.07 − 13 (1)

[C/Fe] −0.25 0.01 0.10 70 (3)

[Ca/Fe] 0.26 0.01 − 162 (1)(2)

[Ce/Fe] −0.04 0.10 − 11 (1)

[Co/Fe] −0.00 0.02 − 13 (1)

[Cr/Fe] −0.04 0.03 − 13 (1)

[Cu/Fe] −0.14 0.10 − 13 (1)

[Dy/Fe] 0.70 0.07 − 13 (1)

[Eu/Fe] 0.44 0.01 − 150 (1)(2)

[La/Fe] 0.20 0.01 − 144 (1)(2)

[Mg/Fe] 0.35 0.01 − 87 (1)(3)

[Mn/Fe] −0.19 0.04 − 13 (1)

[Mo/Fe] 0.55 0.04 − 13 (1)

[N/Fe] 0.85 0.05 0.33 54 (3)

[Na/Fe] 0.27 0.01 0.15 236 (1)(2)(3)

[Nd/Fe] 0.04 0.07 − 13 (1)

[Ni/Fe] −0.06 0.01 − 174 (1)(2)(3)

[O/Fe] 0.18 0.02 0.16 117 (1)(2)

[Pr/Fe] −0.03 0.06 − 13 (1)

[Ru/Fe] 0.50 0.04 − 13 (1)

[Sc/Fe] 0.21 0.05 − 13 (1)

[Si/Fe] 0.32 0.01 − 222 (1)(2)(3)

[Ti/Fe] 0.34 0.01 − 163 (1)(2)

[V/Fe] 0.17 0.04 − 13 (1)

[Y/Fe] 0.07 0.05 − 13 (1)

[Zn/Fe] 0.26 0.04 − 13 (1)

[Zr/Fe] 0.41 0.06 0.10 13 (1)

Note— All values are quoted in dex with respect to solar abundances. (1) – Thygesen et al. (2014). (2)
– Cordero et al. (2014). (3) – Marino et al. (2016).
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de Lacaille, N. 1755, Mémoires de l’Académie Royale des

Sciences, 194.

http://www.messier.seds.org/xtra/history/lac1755.html

de Silva, G. M., Gibson, B. K., Lattanzio, J., & Asplund,

M. 2009, A&A, 500, L25,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/200912279

Decressin, T., Charbonnel, C., & Meynet, G. 2007, A&A,

475, 859, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20078425

Denissenkov, P. A., & Hartwick, F. D. A. 2014, MNRAS,

437, L21, doi: 10.1093/mnrasl/slt133

D’Ercole, A., D’Antona, F., & Vesperini, E. 2016, MNRAS,

461, 4088, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stw1583

D’Ercole, A., Vesperini, E., D’Antona, F., McMillan, S.

L. W., & Recchi, S. 2008, MNRAS, 391, 825,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13915.x

Dickens, R. J., & Bell, R. A. 1976, ApJ, 207, 506,

doi: 10.1086/154518

Dickens, R. J., Croke, B. F. W., Cannon, R. D., & Bell,

R. A. 1991, Nature, 351, 212, doi: 10.1038/351212a0

Dieball, A., Allard, F., Bedin, L. R., et al. 2016, Hunting

for Brown Dwarfs in Globular Clusters: Second Epoch

Deep IR observations of the Globular Clusters M4, HST

Proposal

Dieball, A., Bedin, L. R., Knigge, C., et al. 2019, MNRAS,

486, 2254, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz996

Doppel, J. E., Sales, L. V., Navarro, J. F., et al. 2021,

MNRAS, 502, 1661, doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa3915

Dorman, B., Nelson, L. A., & Chau, W. Y. 1989, ApJ, 342,

1003, doi: 10.1086/167658

Dotter, A. 2013, Mem. Soc. Astron. Italiana, 84, 97,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.1307.5589

Dotter, A., Ferguson, J. W., Conroy, C., et al. 2015,

MNRAS, 446, 1641, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stu2170

Fitzpatrick, E. L., & Massa, D. 2007, ApJ, 663, 320,

doi: 10.1086/518158

Freeman, K., & Bland-Hawthorn, J. 2002, ARA&A, 40,

487, doi: 10.1146/annurev.astro.40.060401.093840

Freeman, K. C., & Rodgers, A. W. 1975, ApJL, 201, L71,

doi: 10.1086/181945

Fried, J., & Zietz, S. 1973, Physics in Medicine and Biology,

18, 550, doi: 10.1088/0031-9155/18/4/306

Gamow, G., & Keller, G. 1945, Reviews of Modern Physics,

17, 125, doi: 10.1103/RevModPhys.17.125

Gerasimov, R., Burgasser, A. J., Homeier, D., et al. 2022a,

ApJ, 930, 24, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac61e5

Gerasimov, R., Burgasser, A. J., Homeier, D., et al. 2022b,

in Cambridge Workshop on Cool Stars, Stellar Systems,

and the Sun, Cambridge Workshop on Cool Stars, Stellar

Systems, and the Sun, 120, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.7535820

Gerasimov, R., Homeier, D., Burgasser, A., & Bedin, L. R.

2020, Research Notes of the American Astronomical

Society, 4, 214, doi: 10.3847/2515-5172/abcf2c

Gieles, M., Charbonnel, C., Krause, M. G. H., et al. 2018,

MNRAS, 478, 2461, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty1059

Gratton, R., Bragaglia, A., Carretta, E., et al. 2019,

A&A Rv, 27, 8, doi: 10.1007/s00159-019-0119-3

Gratton, R., Lucatello, S., Carretta, E., & Bragaglia, A.

2015, Highlights of Astronomy, 16, 230,

doi: 10.1017/S1743921314005547

Gratton, R., Sneden, C., & Carretta, E. 2004, ARA&A, 42,

385, doi: 10.1146/annurev.astro.42.053102.133945

Gratton, R. G. 1982, A&A, 115, 336

Gratton, R. G., Sneden, C., Carretta, E., & Bragaglia, A.

2000, A&A, 354, 169

Gratton, R. G., Bonifacio, P., Bragaglia, A., et al. 2001,

A&A, 369, 87, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20010144

Greenstein, J. L. 1939, ApJ, 90, 387, doi: 10.1086/144115

Gustafsson, B., Edvardsson, B., Eriksson, K., et al. 2008,

A&A, 486, 951, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:200809724

Hachenberg, O. 1939, ZA, 18, 49

Han, S.-I., Lee, Y.-W., Joo, S.-J., et al. 2009, ApJL, 707,

L190, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/L190

Harding, G. A. 1962, The Observatory, 82, 205

http://doi.org/10.1086/308629
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0405087
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.astro-ph/9704118
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.38.1.337
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aae089
http://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/823/2/102
http://doi.org/10.1086/156284
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/780/1/94
http://doi.org/10.1086/183527
http://doi.org/10.1086/166648
http://doi.org/10.1086/160159
http://www.messier.seds.org/xtra/history/lac1755.html
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912279
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20078425
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slt133
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1583
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13915.x
http://doi.org/10.1086/154518
http://doi.org/10.1038/351212a0
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz996
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3915
http://doi.org/10.1086/167658
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1307.5589
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2170
http://doi.org/10.1086/518158
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.40.060401.093840
http://doi.org/10.1086/181945
http://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/18/4/306
http://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.17.125
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac61e5
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7535820
http://doi.org/10.3847/2515-5172/abcf2c
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1059
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00159-019-0119-3
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1743921314005547
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.42.053102.133945
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010144
http://doi.org/10.1086/144115
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200809724
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/L190


25

Harris, W. E. 1974, ApJL, 192, L161, doi: 10.1086/181616

—. 1991, ARA&A, 29, 543,

doi: 10.1146/annurev.aa.29.090191.002551

—. 1996, AJ, 112, 1487, doi: 10.1086/118116

Harris, W. E., & Racine, R. 1979, ARA&A, 17, 241,

doi: 10.1146/annurev.aa.17.090179.001325

Hauschildt, P. H., Allard, F., & Baron, E. 1999, ApJ, 512,

377, doi: 10.1086/306745

Hauschildt, P. H., Baron, E., & Allard, F. 1997, ApJ, 483,

390, doi: 10.1086/304233

Helling, C., Ackerman, A., Allard, F., et al. 2008, MNRAS,

391, 1854, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13991.x

Hesser, J. E., & Bell, R. A. 1980, ApJL, 238, L149,

doi: 10.1086/183276

Hilker, M., Baumgardt, H., Sollima, A., & Bellini, A. 2020,

in Star Clusters: From the Milky Way to the Early

Universe, ed. A. Bragaglia, M. Davies, A. Sills, &

E. Vesperini, Vol. 351, 451–454,

doi: 10.1017/S1743921319006823

Homeier, D., Hauschildt, P. H., & Allard, F. 2003, in

Brown Dwarfs, ed. E. Mart́ın, Vol. 211, 419.

https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0209171

Hubble, E. 1932, ApJ, 76, 44, doi: 10.1086/143397

Johnson, C. I., & Pilachowski, C. A. 2010, ApJ, 722, 1373,

doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/722/2/1373

Johnson, H. R. 1994, in Molecules in the Stellar

Environment, ed. U. G. Jørgensen, Vol. 428 (Springer

Berlin Heidelberg), 234–249,

doi: 10.1007/3-540-57747-5 47

Joyce, M., & Chaboyer, B. 2018, ApJ, 856, 10,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aab200

Kalirai, J. S., Richer, H. B., Anderson, J., et al. 2012, AJ,

143, 11, doi: 10.1088/0004-6256/143/1/11

Keenan, P. C., & Keller, G. 1953, ApJ, 117, 241,

doi: 10.1086/145687

Kraft, R. P. 1994, PASP, 106, 553, doi: 10.1086/133416

Krauss, L. M., & Chaboyer, B. 2003, Science, 299, 65,

doi: 10.1126/science.1075631

Kroupa, P. 2001, MNRAS, 322, 231,

doi: 10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04022.x

Kurucz, R. L. 1970, SAO Special Report, 309

—. 2005, Memorie della Societa Astronomica Italiana

Supplementi, 8, 14

—. 2014, Model Atmosphere Codes: ATLAS12 and

ATLAS9 (Springer International Publishing), 39–51,

doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-06956-2 4

Kurucz, R. L., & Avrett, E. H. 1981, SAO Special Report,

391

Kurucz, R. L., Peytremann, E., & Avrett, E. H. 1974,

Blanketed model atmospheres for early-type stars

(Smithsonian Astrophysical Observatory)

Larkin, M. M., Gerasimov, R., & Burgasser, A. J. 2023, AJ,

165, 2, doi: 10.3847/1538-3881/ac9b43

Lee, M. G. 2012, in Astronomical Society of the Pacific

Conference Series, Vol. 458, Galactic Archaeology:

Near-Field Cosmology and the Formation of the Milky

Way, ed. W. Aoki, M. Ishigaki, T. Suda, T. Tsujimoto, &

N. Arimoto, 291

Lee, S. W. 1977, A&AS, 27, 381

Lide, D. 2004, CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics,

85th Edition, CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics,

85th Ed No. v. 85 (Taylor & Francis).

https://books.google.com/books?id=WDll8hA006AC

Lind, K., Asplund, M., Barklem, P. S., & Belyaev, A. K.

2011, A&A, 528, A103,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201016095

Lind, K., Koposov, S. E., Battistini, C., et al. 2015, A&A,

575, L12, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201425554

Lunine, J. I., Hubbard, W. B., & Marley, M. S. 1986, ApJ,

310, 238, doi: 10.1086/164678

MacLean, B. T., De Silva, G. M., & Lattanzio, J. 2015,

MNRAS, 446, 3556, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stu2348

Marino, A. F. 2013, Mem. Soc. Astron. Italiana, 84, 29,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.1302.2306

Marino, A. F., Villanova, S., Milone, A. P., et al. 2011,

ApJL, 730, L16, doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/730/2/L16

Marino, A. F., Milone, A. P., Piotto, G., et al. 2012, The

Astrophysical Journal, 746, 14,

doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/746/1/14

Marino, A. F., Milone, A. P., Casagrande, L., et al. 2016,

MNRAS, 459, 610, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stw611

Marley, M. S., Seager, S., Saumon, D., et al. 2002, ApJ,

568, 335, doi: 10.1086/338800

Martell, S. L., & Grebel, E. K. 2010, A&A, 519, A14,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201014135

Martell, S. L., & Smith, G. H. 2009, PASP, 121, 577,

doi: 10.1086/599979

Martell, S. L., Smolinski, J. P., Beers, T. C., & Grebel,

E. K. 2011, A&A, 534, A136,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201117644

Mashonkina, L. 2010, in EAS Publications Series, Vol. 43,

EAS Publications Series, ed. R. Monier, B. Smalley,

G. Wahlgren, & P. Stee, 189–197,

doi: 10.1051/eas/1043014

Messenger, B. B., & Lattanzio, J. C. 2002, MNRAS, 331,

684, doi: 10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05234.x

http://doi.org/10.1086/181616
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.29.090191.002551
http://doi.org/10.1086/118116
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.17.090179.001325
http://doi.org/10.1086/306745
http://doi.org/10.1086/304233
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13991.x
http://doi.org/10.1086/183276
http://doi.org/10.1017/S1743921319006823
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0209171
http://doi.org/10.1086/143397
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/722/2/1373
http://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-57747-5_47
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aab200
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/143/1/11
http://doi.org/10.1086/145687
http://doi.org/10.1086/133416
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1075631
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2001.04022.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-06956-2_4
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac9b43
https://books.google.com/books?id=WDll8hA006AC
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201016095
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201425554
http://doi.org/10.1086/164678
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2348
http://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1302.2306
http://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/730/2/L16
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/746/1/14
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw611
http://doi.org/10.1086/338800
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201014135
http://doi.org/10.1086/599979
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117644
http://doi.org/10.1051/eas/1043014
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05234.x


26

Messier, C. 1781, Catalogue des Nébuleuses et des Amas
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