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ABSTRACT

Studying stars that are located off the Galactic plane is important for understanding the formation

history of the Milky Way. We searched for SiO masers toward off-plane O-rich asymptotic giant branch

(AGB) stars from the catalog presented by Mauron et al. (2019) in order to shed light on the origin

of these objects. A total of 102 stars were observed in the SiO J=1–0, v = 1 and 2 transitions with

the Effelsberg-100 m and Tianma-65 m telescopes. SiO masers were discovered in eight stars, all

first detections. The measured maser velocities allow the first estimates of the host AGB stars’ radial

velocities. We find that the radial velocities of three stars (namely G068.881−24.615, G070.384−24.886,

and G084.453−21.863) significantly deviate from the values expected from Galactic circular motion.

The updated distances and 3D motions indicate that G068.881−24.615 is likely located in the Galactic

halo, while G160.648−08.846 is probably located in the Galactic thin disk, and the other six stars are

probably part of the Galactic thick disk.

Keywords: Silicon monoxide masers (1458); Astrophysical masers (103); Asymptotic giant branch

(108); Galaxy structure (622)

1. INTRODUCTION

Asymptotic Giant Branch (AGB) stars are in the late

stages of stellar evolution and, due to their mass loss,

are dominating contributors to the cosmic gas/dust cy-

cle (e.g., Höfner & Olofsson 2018). With typical ages

of a few Gyr (e.g., Sevenster 1999; Höfner & Olofsson
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2018), AGB stars are found in all structures of the Milky
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Way1 including the Galactic thin disk, thick disk, bulge,

halo, and even the tidal stellar streams produced by the

interaction of the Milky Way with its satellites (e.g., Li

et al. 2019; Suh 2021; Iwanek et al. 2023). The 3 di-

mensional (3D) motions of AGB stars located off the

Galactic disk can provide a crucial clue on their nature,

which potentially sheds light on the formation history of

our Galaxy. However, so far such 3D motions have only

been determined for a few Galactic off-plane AGB stars

and dedicated studies are needed to determine these ob-

jects’ motions and origins.

Accurate measurements of 3D motions require high-

accuracy astrometry and radial velocity information.

Due to the large uncertainties caused by their dusty

envelopes, their large angular sizes, and their surface

brightness variability, AGB stars are problematic tar-

gets for astrometry at optical wavelengths (e.g., Reid &

Honma 2014; Sun et al. 2022; Andriantsaralaza et al.

2022). Furthermore, optical spectroscopic measure-

ments can be significantly affected by the extinction

at large distances. Such difficulties can be overcome

by observing circumstellar masers at radio wavelengths,

because maser velocities can provide accurate stellar ra-

dial velocities (e.g., Jiang et al. 1995), and Very Long

Baseline Interferometry (VLBI) astrometry of masers al-

lows to measure the distances and proper motions of the

maser-host stars with very high accuracy (e.g., Zhang

et al. 2012; Reid & Honma 2014).

Depending on the chemical properties of the stellar

atmospheres, AGB stars can be divided into two main

types: oxygen-rich (with O to C abundance ratio, [C/O],

<1) and carbon-rich ([C/O]>1) (e.g., Höfner & Olofsson

2018). While HCN and SiS masers are only detected

toward a small number of C-rich stars (e.g., Fonfŕıa

Expósito et al. 2006; Gong et al. 2017; Menten et al.

2018; Jeste et al. 2022), SiO, H2O, and OH masers

have been found in the circumstellar envelopes of many

thousands O-rich stars (e.g., Eder et al. 1988; te Lintel

Hekkert et al. 1991; Lindqvist et al. 1992; Le Squeren

et al. 1992; Engels & Lewis 1996; Sevenster et al. 1997;

1 Here is a brief description of each Galactic component based on
the reviews (Sparke & Gallagher 2007; Bland-Hawthorn & Ger-
hard 2016; Helmi 2020). The thin disk is defined by its flat,
disk-like shape and hosts young stars, gas, and dust, all of which
generally follow near-circular orbits around the Galactic center.
Compared to the thin disk, the thick disk has a higher scale
height, and consists of older and lower metallicity stars with
more eccentric and inclined orbits. The bulge, located around the
Galactic center, harbors a dense mix of old and intermediate-age
stars within its spherical structure. Lastly, the halo, the outer-
most and least luminous component of the Milky Way, comprises
very old stars, globular clusters, and dark matter, featuring stars
with highly elliptical and randomly oriented orbits.

Sjouwerman et al. 1998; Deguchi et al. 2004; Kwon &

Suh 2012; Wu et al. 2018), with SiO masers being the

most detected. Their high maser detection frequency

makes O-rich stars a potential tracer of the large-scale

kinematics of the Milky Way. As a first step, one has to

find masers in Galactic off-plane O-rich AGB stars for

follow-up VLBI observations.

It has long been known that the centroid of the veloc-

ity range covered by OH or SiO maser emission is a good

measure of the host star’s radial velocity (e.g., Reid &

Dickinson 1976; Jiang et al. 1995). Because of better

spectral resolution, radio or millimeter wavelength SiO

observations usually allow higher accuracy radial veloc-

ity determinations than optical spectroscopy, for which

radial velocity measurements depend on the variability

phase of the star (Scholz & Wood 2000). SiO masers

are more frequently detected compared to H2O masers

in Mira-like AGB stars (e.g., Kim et al. 2014). By far the

most prominent OH maser transition found in evolved

stars, the 1612 MHz line, because of its two horn pro-

files, is the best maser radial velocity tracer. However, it

is mostly detected in higher mass-loss rate OH/IR stars,

which are fewer in number than Mira-like O-rich AGB

stars (Habing 1996). Thus, SiO masers are ideal maser

tracers of distant O-rich AGB stars.

SiO maser surveys have been extensively carried out

in the Milky Way. A large number of AGB stars in the

Galactic plane have been searched for SiO masers in the

43 GHz SiO v = 1 and 2, J = 1 − 0 transitions with

the Nobeyama-45 m telescope (e.g., Jiang et al. 1995;

Deguchi et al. 2004, 2007a,b, 2010). Surveys for the 86

GHz SiO v = 1,J= 2 − −1 transition were performed

toward AGB stars in the inner Galaxy with the IRAM-

30 m telescope (e.g., Messineo et al. 2002, 2018). These

efforts have already led to the detection of roughly 2000

SiO masers in the Galactic plane. In recent years, the

ongoing Bulge Asymmetries and Dynamical Evolution

(BAaDE) survey2 investigates ∼28000 SiO maser stars

along the full Galactic plane, with the largest concen-

tration in the Galactic bulge and inner Galaxy (e.g.,

Trapp et al. 2018; Stroh et al. 2018, 2019; Lewis et al.

2020), which will dramatically increase the number of

SiO masers in the Galactic plane. However, Galactic

off-plane SiO masers which may originate in the thick

disk, halo, and tidal stellar streams are much less ex-

plored. Previous SiO and H2O maser surveys of Galac-

tic off-plane AGB stars have led to the detection of

masers in the Galactic thick disk (for example, Wu et al.

2018, 2022), and even a tentative detection of SiO maser

2 https://leo.phys.unm.edu/∼baade/index.html

https://leo.phys.unm.edu/~baade/index.html
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emission in the Sagittarius tidal stream (Deguchi et al.

2007b). However, the number (∼40) of known masers

could be located in the Galactic thick disk, which de-

viates from the Galactic plane by more than 1.2 kpc

(Wu et al. 2018), is still too small to obtain reliable and

statistically significant results on the kinematics and dy-

namics of this part of the Milky Way. Furthermore, a

kinematical analysis of the 3D motions of masers found

in the vicinity of the Sgr stellar streams suggests that

the maser stars are not part of the stream (Wu et al.

2022), questioning the existence of masers in the tidal

streams. Since these surveys are limited by their sensi-

tivities, a deeper survey toward a well-selected sample

has a higher possibility of detecting masers in distant

Galactic structures. Therefore, we carried out a sensi-

tive SiO maser survey toward a recently compiled sample

of off-plane O-rich AGB stars that are believed to reside

in the thick disk, the Galactic halo, and even the Sgr

stream (Mauron et al. 2019). This study aims to shed

light on the origin of these stars and their 3D motions,

knowledge of which will contribute to our understand-

ing of the formation history of the Milky Way and pave

the way for follow-up observations of detected masers

with VLBI, which will allow the determination of their

trigonometric parallaxes and 3D motions.

In this work, we report our discovery toward the first

sample of 102 AGB stars. The sample and the observa-

tions are presented in Sect. 2. In Sect. 3, we report the

results of this survey. In Sect. 4, we discuss the kinemat-

ics and origins of the SiO maser host stars. A summary

is given in Sect. 5.

2. SAMPLE AND OBSERVATIONS

2.1. Sample

Recently, Mauron et al. (2019) compiled a catalog

of 417 O-rich AGBs that are believed to reside in the

thick disk, the Galactic halo, and the Sgr stellar stream.

These O-rich AGBs were collected from the variable cat-

alogs of the LINEAR and Catalina optical monitoring

surveys (Palaversa et al. 2013; Drake et al. 2014), and

over 95% of them have the following properties: (i) 15◦

< |b| < 90◦, where b is Galactic latitude; (ii) Pulsa-

tion period between 90 and 400 days; (iii) (Ks)0 > 5.8

and 0.8 < (J − Ks)0 < 2, that from 2MASS corrected

for interstellar extinction; and (iv) Distance to the Sun

between 4 and 80 kpc.

For a pilot survey, our source selection strategies are:

(1) a subset of 292 sources are initially considered based

on their large distances (>5 kpc); We note that the dis-

tances from Mauron et al. (2019) are obtained through

the Ks-band period-luminosity relation, and are likely

overestimated (for our detections, see more details in

Sect. 4.1). (2) based on their Wide-field Infrared Sur-

vey Explorer (WISE) W4 band magnitudes, 292 sources

were divided into two distinct groups, a bright group (2.5

< W4 < 7.5 mag) and a faint group (W4 > 7.5 mag);

(3) the final 102 sources are all selected from the bright

group, mainly based on right ascension. Among them,

52 stars with right ascensions of 21h–5h were selected

for observations with the Effelsberg-100 m observations,

and 50 stars with right ascensions of 5h–12h were se-

lected for the Tianma-65 m observations.

2.2. Characterization of our sample

We characterized our sample through a comparative

analysis with another off-plane SiO maser survey con-

ducted by Deguchi et al. (2010). Fig. 1 shows the cor-

rected 2MASS Ks magnitude as a function of the Galac-

tic latitude for that survey’s sample and our sample, re-

spectively. In Galactic latitude distribution, our AGB

star targets cover a broader latitude range (7◦ < |b| <
80◦) than the sample of Deguchi et al. (2010). In ad-

dition, our 102 targets are generally fainter with cor-

rected Ks magnitudes between 5 and 10.5 mag, while

those observed by Deguchi et al. (2010) range from 2

to 7 mag. At mid-infrared wavelengths, our sources are

also fainter. All targets from Deguchi et al. (2010) have

Infrared Astronomical Satellite (IRAS) counterparts in

the IRAS Point Source Catalog (PSC) with 12 µm fluxes

(F12) in a range of 2.3 – 63 Jy (with a median of 7.5 Jy).

While only 21 stars out of our 102 targets are seen in the

IRAS PSC with flux densities of 0.27 Jy < F12 < 15 Jy

(with a median of 0.6 Jy), which are much lower than

those of the Deguchi et al. (2010) sample.

Figure 2 shows the distribution of pulsation periods

for the two samples, and it reveals that the periods of

the stars in our sample are typically shorter than those
of the Deguchi et al. (2010) sample. The periods of

the stars observed by Deguchi et al. (2010) were derived

from Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF) light curves3. The

median values of periods for our sample and the Deguchi

et al. (2010) sample are 260 and 415 days, respectively.

In addition, we performed a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test,

which suggests that the periods of the two samples are

significantly different indicated by a very small p-value

(≪0.0013). Given that period is a relatively good indi-

cator of age (see details in Trabucchi 2023), we infer

that our targets are generally older than the targets in

Deguchi et al. (2010).

2.3. Effelsberg-100 m Telescope Observations

3 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/ztf.html

https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/Missions/ztf.html
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Figure 1. Corrected 2MASS Ks magnitude as a function of the Galactic latitude for the samples from Deguchi et al. (2010)(left)
and our survey (right), respectively. Filled and open circles indicate SiO maser detections and non-detections, respectively. In
the right panel, a data point with corrected Ks of 13.8 mag and Galactic latitude of 34◦ (with no SiO maser detected) is not
shown, in order to better visualize the distribution of the sample.
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Figure 2. Period distribution of our sample (red) and the
sample of Deguchi et al. 2010 (blue).

We conducted Q-band observations of the selected 52

stars using the Effelsberg-100 m telescope4 (Hachen-

berg et al. 1973; Wielebinski et al. 2011) to observe

SiO J = 1 − 0, v = 1 and 2 transitions (rest frequen-

cies at 43.122030 and 42.820480 GHz, Müller et al.

2005) in 2022 September and December, 2023 January

4 https://www.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de/effelsberg/astronomers

and February (project ID: 20-22). The observations

were performed in position switching mode with the off-

position at an offset of 10′ in right ascension. The dual-

polarization S7mm Double Beam RX secondary focus

receiver5 was used as the front end. Fast Fourier Trans-

form Spectrometers (FFTSs) were used as the backend

to record signals, and each FFTS has an instantaneous

broad bandwidth of 2.5 GHz with 65536 channels, yield-

ing a channel width of 38.1 kHz and a corresponding ve-

locity spacing of 0.27 km s−1 (multiply by 1.16 to convert

to velocity resolution, see Klein et al. 2012). This setup

affords a broad frequency coverage of 39.5–44.5 GHz,

which allows us to observe the SiO J = 1 − 0, v = 0–3

transitions simultaneously.

NGC 7027 was used for pointing, focus, and flux den-

sity calibration at the start of each observation session.

We verified the pointing every hour on nearby strong

continuum or SiO maser sources. The pointing accuracy

was about 5′′ at 43 GHz. The half-power beam width

(HPBW) is about 20′′ with a main beam efficiency of

39% at 43 GHz. The antenna efficiency is 24%, corre-

sponding to a factor of 1.47 Jy K−1 to convert antenna

temperature into flux density. The system temperature

ranged from 160 to 280 K during the observations. An

on-source integration time of 10 minutes was used for the

5 https://eff100mwiki.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de/doku.php?id=
information for astronomers:rx list

https://www.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de/effelsberg/astronomers
https://eff100mwiki.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de/doku.php?id=information_for_astronomers:rx_list
https://eff100mwiki.mpifr-bonn.mpg.de/doku.php?id=information_for_astronomers:rx_list
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Figure 3. Galactic locations of the 417 O-rich AGB stars from Mauron et al. (2019). The three blue lines indicate the B =
0◦, ±10◦ planes, where B is the latitude of Sgr stream coordinate system. The red circles denote 50 sources observed with the
Tianma-65 m telescope, the blue circles denote 52 sources observed with the Effelsberg-100 m telescope. Yellow circles denote
the 8 sources with the detection of SiO masers. The open circles represent the stars which are not included in the current pilot
survey.

initial search of SiO masers toward each source, which

achieves a 1σ noise level of approximately 40–60 mJy at

a channel width of 0.27 km s−1. Supplementary observa-

tions were carried out for the sources with possible SiO

maser detection to improve the signal-to-noise (S/N) ra-

tio, which reduces the 1σ noise level to about 20–30 mJy

at a channel width of 0.27 km s−1.The Effelsberg obser-

vations took about 38 hours in total.

2.4. Tianma-65 m Observations

We conducted Q-band observations of 50 stars using

the Tianma-65 m telescope (Yan et al. 2015) to observe

the SiO J = 1 − 0, v = 1 and 2 transitions in 2022 De-

cember and 2023 January. The observations were per-

formed in position switching mode with the off-position

at an offset of 30′ in azimuth. The dual-polarization and

dual-beam Q-band cryogenic receiver (Zhong et al. 2018)

and the Digital Backend System (DIBAS; Bussa & VE-

GAS Development Team 2012) were used to receive and

record signals, with DIBAS being a field-programmable

gate array (FPGA)-based spectrometer. For spectral

line observations, DIBAS supports 29 observing modes

with different frequency bandwidths and resolutions. In

our observations, only beam 2 was employed to track

targets and the spectrometer worked in Mode-3, which

provides two frequency banks for both polarization, cen-

tered at 42.830 GHz and 43.132 GHz, respectively. Each

frequency bank has a bandwidth of 500 MHz with 16384

channels, yielding a channel spacing of 30.5 kHz and a

corresponding velocity spacing of 0.21 km s−1.

During the observations, the receiver noise tempera-

tures were roughly 30–40 K, and the system tempera-

ture ranged from 85 to 135 K. Pointing was regularly

checked to ensure the accuracy of better than 10′′. The

HPBW at 43 GHz is ∼30′′. The main beam efficiency

is ∼60%depending on the elevation. Since the telescope

has an active surface control system to correct gravity-

caused deformation of the main reflector during observa-

tions (Dong et al. 2018), the Q-band aperture efficiency

remains identical (0.5±0.1) at elevations in a range of

15◦–80◦ (Zhong et al. 2018). Thus, the corresponding

factor of 1.67 Jy K−1 is adopted to convert antenna

temperature to flux density (Wang et al. 2017). An on-

source integration time of 20 minutes was used for all 50

sources, which achieves 1σ noise level of approximately

20 – 40 mJy, which are very close to those obtained

with the Effelsberg-100 m telescope. The Tianma-65 m

observations took about 40 hours in total.

2.5. Data reduction

The data were processed using the GILDAS/CLASS

package (Pety 2005). Although both the Effelsberg-

100 m and Tianma-65 m telescopes have two beams, we

only analyzed the data for the one that tracked target
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positions. A low-order (<3) polynomial baseline sub-

traction was performed for each spectrum. For sources

observed using the Effelsberg-100 m in two epochs, we

averaged their spectra to achieve higher S/N ratios. Ve-

locities are given with respect to the local standard of

rest (LSR) throughout this work.

3. RESULTS

Out of the 102 targets, toward eight sources we de-

tected SiO maser emission in at least one transition

above 3σ level. Thus, the detection rate of our SiO

maser survey was 8±3%, where the uncertainty is esti-

mated by assuming a binomial distribution. The detec-

tion rate of our survey is lower than those of previous

off-plane SiO maser surveys, which were 63% for that

of Deguchi et al. (2010) and 20% for that of Wu et al.

(2018). The reason for this could be that our targets

are fainter, and harbor shorter pulsation periods (i.e.,

older; see details in Sect. 2.2). Fig. 1 also suggests that

SiO maser emission can hardly be detected in faint stars

with corrected Ks magnitude > 7.5 mag at our current

sensitivity.

After cross-matching the Galactic SiO maser catalog

from Wu et al. (2018), we found that all of our eight

SiO masers were detected for the first time. In addition,

all these masers were detected using the Effelsberg-100

m telescope. The source information and 1σ noise level

of the 94 non-detections in our survey are listed in Ta-

ble A.1. In addition, the SiO J = 1−0, v = 0 and 3 lines

were observed but not detected with the Effelsberg-100

m telescope, with 3σ upper limits of 60–180 mJy.

Figure 3 shows the distribution of the stars with de-

tected SiO masers (marked with yellow circles) and ob-

served stars in the plane of the sky. The red circles

denote 50 non-detections observed with the Tianma-65

m, the blue circles denote 44 non-detections observed us-

ing the Effelsberg-100 m. The open circles represent the

stars from Mauron et al. (2019), which are not included

in the current pilot survey.

The SiO maser spectra of the eight sources are shown

in Fig. 4. All detections show distinct singular or multi-

ple narrow features, and the line profiles are completely

different from the broad, smooth profiles of thermally

excited emission lines commonly detected in evolved

stars (e.g., Young 1995; Jeste et al. 2022). Thus, all

of the detected signals can be regarded as SiO maser

emission, especially for the sources with velocity-aligned

emission in both transitions. Based on the spectra, we

derive the lines’ peak LSR velocities, velocity ranges,

integrated intensities, and peak intensities, which are

listed in Table 1.

The APOGEE DR17 (Abdurro’uf et al. 2022), RAVE

DR6 (Steinmetz et al. 2020) and Gaia DR3 (Gaia Col-

laboration et al. 2023) catalogs do not provide the radial

velocities of these SiO maser-host O-rich stars. Given

that SiO masers can be used as a good indicator of stel-

lar radial velocity (e.g., Jiang et al. 1995), we determine

the radial velocities of these stars in the LSR frame (i.e.,

VLSR in Table 2) for the first time, utilizing the peak ve-

locity of SiO masers as a proxy. For the sources detected

in both SiO maser transitions, we take the average of

these maser peak velocities as the stellar radial velocity

for the analyses in Sect. 4.2.

Toward six sources, both SiO J = 1 − 0, v = 1 and 2

masers are detected, while we only detect the SiO

J = 1 − 0, v = 1 maser line toward G070.384−24.886

and only the SiO J = 1 − 0, v = 2 maser line to-

ward G160.648−08.846. Generally, the v=1 masers are

slightly brighter than their v=2 counterparts, except

for G160.648−08.846 and G208.465−30.837. For the

six sources that harbor both v=1 and 2 masers, the

velocities of the v=1 and 2 masers are in good agree-

ment, which is consistent with previous SiO maser sur-

veys (e.g., Jiang et al. 1995; Wu et al. 2018). The in-

tegrated intensity ratios between the v = 1 and v = 2

masers range from 0.94 to 2.05, which are comparable

to the expected values of the SiO–H2O overlap pumping

model (see Fig. 4 in Desmurs et al. 2014).

Previous observations and theoretical studies suggest

that the SiO masers in Mira variables reach their maxi-

mum flux densities at an optical phase of 0.1–0.25, which

corresponds to the infrared maximum (e.g., Pardo et al.

2004; Gray et al. 2009). Most epochs of SiO maser emis-

sion we detected correspond to the optical phases of

0.08–0.33 (see Column 5 in Table 1), which is in line

with a radiative pumping scenario. This indicates that

observations around the optical phase of 0.1–0.25 can

increase the probability of detecting new SiO masers to-

ward O-rich stars, in particular for distant targets.

We estimate the isotropic luminosity, or “photon

rate”, of SiO masers using the following equation:

LSiO =
4πD2

adopt

∫
Sdv

hc
, (1)

where Dadopt is the distance that we adopted in this

work (see details in Sect. 4.1),
∫
Sdv is the velocity-

integrated flux density of SiO maser emission, h is

Planck’s constant, and c is the speed of light. In conve-

nient units this translates to:

LSiO(photons s
−1) = 6.04×1041 D2

adopt(kpc)

∫
Sdv(Jy km s−1),

(2)

Column 13 of Table 1 lists the SiO maser luminosity of

each transition for individual sources. In comparison to
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SiO masers generally found in evolved stars, the maser

luminosities of our detections are comparable or slightly

lower than those of Miras (a few × 1043 photons s−1,

Kim et al. 2014).

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Distance and Galactic distribution

Distance is a key parameter in studying the Galac-

tic location and kinematics of our targets. The cat-

alog of O-rich AGBs targeted in our study was com-

piled by Mauron et al. (2019), who adopted theKs-band

period-luminosity relationship (PLR) to determine the

distances. However, the distance accuracy is limited by

the uncertainties of the 2MASS Ks magnitude, periods,

and the scatter of PLR.

Wu et al. (2018) utilized two methods (i.e., Ks-band

PLR andWISE luminosity, see details in their Appendix

A) to estimate the distances of O-rich AGB stars in their

sample. They find that distances estimated by these two

methods agree within 2 kpc. However, due to the poten-

tially more severe extinction in near-IR bands, the dis-

tances estimated by the Ks-band PLR are much larger

than those derived from the WISE luminosity for distant

stars. Wu et al. (2022) suggested that the uncertainties

of the Ks-band PLR distances could be larger than 30%

or even higher.

Here, we revisit the distances of our target stars, em-

ploying two different methods. Firstly, we investigate

the distances of these sources from the Gaia DR3 (Gaia

Collaboration et al. 2023). Due to the bias and underes-

timation of parallax uncertainties in the Gaia DR3 cat-

alog (e.g., Lindegren et al. 2021; Fabricius et al. 2021),

we make the zero point correction of parallaxes (Lin-

degren et al. 2021), and amend the parallax bias by

applying the method of Máız Apellániz (2022). Sec-

ondly, we derive the distances by adopting the WISE

W1, W2, and W3 band PLRs (Dm−PLR) (Iwanek et al.

2021) which were calibrated with Miras in the Large

Magellanic Cloud. The reliability of these mid-IR PLRs

is verified using Galactic O-rich Miras (Iwanek et al.

2023). The mid-IR PLRs are less affected by the ex-

tinction than the Ks-band PLR, making them a more

reliable and independent tool to estimate the distances

to distant stars. Taking their uncertainties into account,

we find that the mid-IR PLR distances are generally

consistent with Gaia trigonometric parallax distances

within the respective errors for the maser-host stars in

our sample. Hence, we take an error-weighted average

between Gaia trigonometric distance and mid-IR PLR

distance to obtain the distance (Dadopt) adopted for this

study. We note that the adopted distances in our work

are generally 60% of the distances listed in the cata-

log of Mauron et al. (2019), indicating that our stars

lie at closer distances than previously thought. Table 2

lists the corrected Gaia DR3 parallax, the mid-IR PLR

distance, the adopted distance, the Galactocentric dis-

tance, and the distance to the Galactic plane for every

source.

Using the distance information, we derive the Galac-

tic distribution of our sources as shown in Fig. 5.

From the projection of the Galactic plane, as shown

in the top panel of Fig. 5, G165.131−13.616 is located

far beyond the Norma–Outer arm, G084.453−21.863,

G160.648−08.846 and G208.465−30.837 are in the

Perseus arm, G070.384−24.886, G076.137−23.049 and

G094.313−32.255 coincide in the Local arm, while

G068.881−24.615 appears to be located near the inner

side of the Perseus arm. However, the SiO masers are

detected in off-plane stars which are unlikely associated

with the Galactic spiral arms. This is expected, because

low-mass evolved stars including these maser-host AGB

stars are not reliable indicators of spiral arms (Reid et al.

2019, Bian et al. in prep; see also Fig. 5).

From the side view of the Galaxy (see the middle

and bottom panels in Fig. 5), the stars, except for

G160.648−08.846, are significantly below the Galactic

plane with |Z| = 1.3–2.3 kpc. Compared with the scale

heights of the Galactic thin and thick disks which range

from ∼120 to 300 pc, and ∼500 to 1400 pc, respectively

(e.g., Gilmore & Reid 1983; Jurić et al. 2008; de Jong

et al. 2010), the small |Z| of G160.648−08.846 indicates

this source is probably located in the Galactic thin disk,

while the large |Z| of the others indicate that they are

not located in the thin disk of the Milky Way, but prob-

ably in the thick disk instead.

We also note that the adopted distance uncertainties

can be as high as 50% in our sample. Such parameters

can be improved by obtaining accurate stellar distances

by directly measuring the parallax of the SiO masers

(e.g., Zhang et al. 2012).

4.2. Kinematics

Utilizing the Galactic coordinates, distances, and a

Galactic rotation model, we can examine if the observed

LSR velocities can be explained by the Galactic circu-

lar motion. We adopt the best-fit model rotation curve

for the Galaxy (A5) discussed by Reid et al. (2019).

This model is characterized by a flat Galactic rotation

curve with the distance from the Sun to the Galac-

tic center R0 of 8.15 ± 0.15 kpc and a Galactic rota-
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.

Table 1. Observational results for the detected sources

Name αJ2000 δJ2000 epoch ϕ Period Transition Vpk Vrange

∫
Sdv Spk 1σ LSiO

(d) (km s−1) (km s−1) (Jy km s−1) (Jy) (Jy) (photons s−1)

G068.881−24.615 21:30:47.88 +16:33:49.1 B, F 0.30, 0.80 307.7 v=1 −135.4 [−138.7,−133.4] 0.41 0.16 0.02 6.4×1042

v=2 −136.6 [−139.0,−135.1] 0.34 0.16 0.03 5.3×1042

G070.384−24.886 21:35:26.69 +17:24:06.7 B 0.26 336.7 v=1 −112.6 [−117.0,−104.5] 1.24 0.24 0.03 2.3×1043

G076.137−23.049 21:45:17.86 +22:27:56.0 A 0.21 251.2 v=1 −50.6 [−52.4,−46.3] 0.86 0.34 0.05 1.0×1043

v=2 −49.4 [−50.0,−48.1] 0.42 0.26 0.05 5.1×1042

G084.453−21.863 22:07:09.89 +28:28:37.4 A 0.32 264.5 v=1 −154.8 [−158.2,−150.9] 0.86 0.30 0.03 1.3×1043

v=2 −155.1 [−156.4,−150.7] 0.43 0.15 0.04 6.7×1042

G094.313−33.255 23:07:36.31 +23:46:56.6 C 0.33 280.8 v=1 −86.1 [−90.3,−84.6] 3.66 1.12 0.05 1.3×1043

v=2 −87.0 [−88.2,−85.6] 2.37 1.45 0.04 8.2×1042

G160.648−08.846 04:14:34.50 +38:43:16.7 D, E 0.12, 0.21 275.4 v=2 −33.5 [−36.3,−31.0] 0.42 0.19 0.02 2.1×1042

G165.131−13.616 04:13:30.34 +32:14:18.4 D, E 0.08, 0.16 287.1 v=1 −57.7 [−61.4,−53.9] 0.64 0.22 0.03 1.3×1043

v=2 −58.9 [−61.0,−57.9] 0.36 0.19 0.02 7.0×1042

G208.465−30.837 04:52:57.25 −10:01:58.8 D 0.08 425.2 v=1 +16.5 [+12.7,+20.6] 7.11 2.93 0.06 3.4×1043

v=2 +16.1 [+12.5,+20.0] 7.59 3.04 0.05 3.6×1043

Note—Columns 1–3 give the source name and coordinates. Column 4 gives the observing dates (yyyy-mm-dd), A: 2022-09-02, B: 2022-09-08,
C: 2022-09-13, D: 2022-12-18, E: 2023-01-11, F: 2023-02-07. The corresponding optical phases and periods derived from the ZTF light curves
are presented in Columns 5–6. Columns 7–12 list the detected SiO transition, the peak velocity Vpk, velocity range Vrange, integrated flux
density

∫
Sdv, peak intensity Spk and 1σ noise level, respectively. Column 13 lists the isotropic photon luminosity of SiO masers.

Table 2. Distance and kinematic information of the stars with SiO maser detection.

Name Parallax Dm−PLR Dadopt R Z µx µy VLSR Us Vs Ws

(mas) (kpc) (kpc) (kpc) (kpc) (mas yr−1) (mas yr−1) (km s−1) (km s−1) (km s−1) (km s−1)

G068.881−24.615 0.0792±0.1530 4.79±1.07 5.1±1.7 8.1±0.7 −2.1±0.7 1.301±0.076 −6.217±0.066 −136.0 −184.61± 7.50 −2.73±18.22 −33.52±27.03

G070.384−24.886 0.2647±0.1521 6.42±1.63 5.5±1.7 8.3±0.7 −2.3±0.7 −4.021±0.086 −5.380±0.082 −112.6 −92.18±31.43 69.83±20.85 44.46± 5.30

G076.137−23.049 0.3277±0.3549 4.93±1.13 4.5±1.7 8.4±0.7 −1.8±0.7 −2.345±0.108 −3.974±0.098 −50.0 −56.83± 7.42 −2.36± 3.14 11.07± 6.20

G084.453−21.863 0.2581±0.0869 5.96±1.33 5.1±1.2 9.2±0.6 −1.9±0.5 −1.759±0.064 −4.104±0.056 −154.9 −128.78±14.34 47.61±10.26 17.56±11.18

G094.313−33.255 0.3735±0.2583 2.27±0.66 2.4±1.2 8.6±0.5 −1.3±0.7 1.580±0.100 −5.730±0.098 −86.6 −102.64±12.92 1.02± 5.44 −2.80±27.72

G160.648−08.846 0.6016±0.1818 4.06±0.98 2.9±1.4 10.9±1.3 −0.4±0.2 0.185±0.150 −1.859±0.091 −33.5 −15.14± 7.35 13.79± 7.04 −3.91± 6.40

G165.131−13.616 0.1581±0.1387 6.07±1.31 5.7±1.6 13.6±1.6 −1.3±0.4 0.086±0.115 −1.818±0.072 −58.3 −36.11±13.97 34.92± 6.45 −14.36±13.05

G208.465−30.837 0.3344±0.2696 2.73±1.06 2.8±1.2 10.4±1.0 −1.4±0.6 3.736±0.115 −0.374±0.094 16.3 −35.35±12.20 0.20± 4.52 26.55±14.09

Note—Column 1 gives the source name. Columns 2–4 give the corrected Gaia DR3 parallaxes, the mid-IR PLR distances, and error-weighted distances of
mid-IR PLR distances and Gaia trigonometric distance, which we adopt in this work. Columns 5 and 6 list the Galactocentric distance and distance to the
Galactic plane. Columns 7 and 8 give the proper motion from the Gaia DR3 in the eastward (µx = µαcosδ) and in the northward (µy = µδ) directions.
Column 9 gives the velocity which is derived from SiO maser detections. For the sources detected in both SiO maser transitions, we take the average of
these SiO maser velocities. Columns 10 –12 give the three components of the source peculiar motion toward the Galactic center (Us), in the direction of
Galactic rotation (Vs) and toward the north Galactic pole (Ws), respectively.
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Figure 4. SiO maser spectra toward the eight stars with detections. The gray-shaded regions indicate the velocity range used
to determine the integrated intensity. Spectra observed in multiple epochs were averaged in order to improve the S/N ratios.
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Figure 5. Two-dimensional projections in the Galactocentric Cartesian coordinates, with the Sun at (X,Y,Z) = (0 kpc, 8.15
kpc, 0 kpc) (orange circle with dot). The Galactic center is marked as an orange plus. The gray circles denote the SiO
masers found in the survey, whose arrows depict the projections of their peculiar motions. The location of the Galactic plane
is delineated using O-rich and C-rich Miras from Iwanek et al. (2023), represented by blue and red dots, respectively, while
classical Cepheids from Skowron et al. (2019) are indicated by black dots. The presence of the warped disk is evident in the
middle panel (for more details, see Skowron et al. 2019 and Iwanek et al. 2023). The filled black circle marks the positions of
the Sagittarius dwarf spheroidal galaxy, which is located at a distance of ∼20 kpc (Karachentsev et al. 2004) in the direction
of (l, b) = (5◦.608, −14◦.086). The X-Y plot incorporates the Galactic spiral arm model, based primarily on Reid et al. (2019),
as well as an updated structure of the Sagittarius arm that contains new maser parallax measurements (Bian et al. in prep).
The red line in the top panel indicates the intersections between the Sgr orbital plane and the Galactic mid-plane. For a 3D
interactive view, click me.

https://gongyan2444.github.io/3D/mw-sio.html
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tion speed near the solar circle Θ0 of 236 ± 7 km s−1.

Assuming a velocity dispersion of 30 km s−1 caused by

peculiar motions in each of the three dimensions for

the observed stars in Galactocentric Cartesian coordi-

nates (i.e., X, Y, Z in Fig. 5) and taking the errors

in the adopted parameters into account, we can eval-

uate the probability of different LSR velocities by ap-

plying a Monte Carlo approach where 100 000 simula-

tions are performed. The probability distribution of the

LSR velocity for the eight maser-host stars is shown in

Fig. 6. Based on this plot, we find that the observed SiO

maser velocities of G068.881−24.615, G070.384−24.886

and G084.453−21.863 deviate from the expected LSR

velocity distribution caused by the circular Galactic ro-

tation at the 95.45% confidence level (2σ). This suggests

that the motions of the three stars are unlikely to follow

the Galactic rotation.

With coordinates, distances, proper motions, and ra-

dial velocities, we are also able to determine the 3D ve-

locities of our stars. The 3D motions are characterized

by a circular rotation component and non-circular (i.e.,

peculiar) velocity components, Us, Vs, Ws, oriented to-

ward the Galactic Center, in the direction of Galactic ro-

tation, and toward the north Galactic pole, respectively.

Again, we adopt the A5 model (Reid et al. 2019), and

then follow the method described by Reid et al. (2009)

to calculate the non-circular velocity in the Galactocen-

tric reference frame. Table 2 lists the non-circular ve-

locity components of our sources. The two-dimensional

projections of the peculiar motions in the Galactocen-

tric Cartesian frame are shown as arrows in Fig. 5. We

found that all sources have negative Us, which indi-

cates that they are moving away from the Galactic cen-

ter. Halo stars are usually defined as stars with vtot =√
U2
s + V 2

s +W 2
s > 180 km s−1 (e.g., Venn et al. 2004;

Nissen & Schuster 2010). Given this, G068.881−24.615,

with vtot >180 km s−1, is the only star with a possible

location in the Galactic halo.

Our target stars were initially proposed to possibly

belong to the Sgr stream (Mauron et al. 2019). This

scenario can be verified or disproved based on their mo-

tions. We calculate the angles, ϕSgr, between the 3D

velocities (Us, Vs+Θ0, Ws) of the eight sources and the

Sgr orbital plane, as well as the angles (ϕGp) between

non-circular velocities and the Galactic plane. We find

that the values of ϕSgr are all larger than 60◦, while ϕGp

are all smaller than 10◦. If our stars belong to the Sgr

stream, their motions should align with the Sgr orbital

plane (i.e., ϕSgr <30◦). Their large ϕSgr values further

suggest that these SiO maser-traced O-rich AGBs are

unlikely to arise from the Sgr stream.

We caution that the rotation speed of the Galactic

thick disk can be slower than that of the thin disk (see

Table 3 in Venn et al. 2004 for example). The peculiar

motions of our maser-host stars are calculated based on

a rotation curve that is derived from the thin disk ob-

jects, namely (young) regions of high-mass star forma-

tion. Hence, we may underestimate the value of Vs and

vtot for these stars, which implies that the peculiar mo-

tions can be even larger than the values presented above

if we adopt a slower rotation speed. Therefore, our con-

clusions still hold.

5. SUMMARY

We carried out a sensitive SiO maser (J=1–0, v=1,

2) survey toward a sample of 102 off-plane O-rich AGBs

selected from Mauron et al. (2019), using the Effelsberg-

100 m and Tianma-65m telescopes. The main results

can be summarized as follows:

1. SiO masers are newly detected toward eight O-

rich AGB stars, which corresponds to a detection

rate of 8±3%. The maser velocities provide the

stellar radial velocities for the maser-host stars

for the first time. The radial velocities of three

stars (i.e., G068.881−24.615, G070.384−24.886,

and G084.453−21.863) significantly deviate from

the values expected from Galactic circular motion.

2. We revisit the distances of the maser-host stars

and found that distances, based on a near-IR

period-luminosity relation, given in Mauron et al.

(2019) could be overestimated by 60%. Except for

G160.648−08.846, the other stars are significantly

below the Galactic plane with |Z| = 1.3–2.3 kpc.

3. With the updated Galactic distribution, stellar ve-

locity, and proper motion information from Gaia

DR3, we derived the 3D motions of the eight

maser-host AGBs, and found that (i) they are

all moving away from the Galactic Center, and

(ii) G068.881−24.615 is likely to arise from the

Galactic halo, while G160.648−08.846 is probably

located in the Galactic thin disk, and the other

six stars probably are within the Galaxy’s thick

disk.

In future work, extending the SiO maser survey to

higher |Z| is necessary for laying the foundation to reveal

the structure and nature of the Galactic thick disk, halo,

and even the tidal stellar streams. In addition, follow-up

VLBI observations toward these masers have the great
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Figure 6. Probability density distributions of the LSR velocities for the eight sources. The green histograms represent the
simulated distribution from a Monte Carlo analysis. The vertical solid lines represent the observed stellar LSR velocities based
on SiO maser spectra. The shaded region corresponds to the 95.45% confidence level (2σ).
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potential to measure their parallaxes and proper mo-

tions with much higher accuracy, which could eventu-

ally pave the way toward understanding the dynamic

evolution of the Milky Way. Future acquisition of infor-

mation on the metallicity of these stars can also be used

to confirm their nature and origins.
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we provide the source information and 1σ noise level of the 94 non-detections in our survey. These

details are listed in Table A.1.

Table A.1. Observed source information and 1σ noise level of both SiO maser transitions for non-detections.

Name αJ2000 δJ2000 Vradial Corrected Ks Period σv=1 σv=2

(km s−1) (mag) (day) (Jy) (Jy)

Effelsberg-100 m observations

G057.196−38.104 21:48:04.87 +00:22:02.1 · · · 7.129 214.6 0.05 0.05

G067.572−24.040 21:25:44.07 +16:02:10.9 · · · 6.668 220.8 0.06 0.06

G072.159−38.360 22:19:34.60 +09:06:37.5 · · · 6.424 230.9 0.04 0.05

G072.398−42.331 22:31:14.65 +06:22:49.1 · · · 6.744 222.9 0.04 0.04

G072.440−20.303 21:26:27.68 +21:53:18.6 · · · 8.761 202.8 0.04 0.05

Tianma-65 m observations

G150.030+19.764 06:08:36.06 +64:07:57.8 · · · 8.721 261.3 0.04† 0.03

G161.049+21.323 06:47:13.83 +54:53:33.2 −91.6 7.275 253.9 0.03 0.02

G161.414+32.299 08:04:35.51 +56:21:35.7 · · · 5.751 342.5 0.03† 0.03

G161.629+15.817 06:13:45.06 +52:25:40.8 · · · 7.208 265.2 0.03 0.03

G162.618+18.961 06:35:16.14 +52:44:23.6 · · · 5.806 259.6 0.03 0.03

Note—Columns 1–3 give the source name and coordinates, arranged by increasing Galactic longitude. Column 4 lists
the radial velocities of the 49 sources provided by the Gaia DR3 catalog (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2023). Column 5–6
give the corrected Ks magnitude and period which are adopted from Mauron et al. (2019). Columns 7–8 list the 1σ
noise level of SiO v = 1 and v = 2, respectively. The marker “†” in Column 7 indicates that only left circular
polarization data are available for this source, due to instrumental reasons.

The first five sources of each survey are shown here for guidance, the full table is available online.

https://github.com/gongyan2444/data/blob/master/luminosity.py
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