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ABSTRACT

Context. The ages of star clusters and co-moving stellar groups contain essential information about the Milky Way. Their special prop-
erties and placement throughout the galactic disk make them excellent tracers of galactic structure and key components to unlocking
its star formation history. Yet, even though the importance of stellar population ages has been widely recognized, their determination
remains a challenging task often associated with highly model-dependent and uncertain results.

Aims. We propose a new approach to this long-standing problem, which relies on empirical isochrones of known clusters extracted
from high-quality observational data. These purely observation-based data products open up the possibility of relative age determina-
tion, free of stellar evolution model assumptions.

Methods. For the derivation of the empirical isochrones, we used a combination of the statistical analysis tool principal component
analysis for preprocessing and the supervised machine learning method support vector regression for curve extraction. To improve
the statistical reliability of our result, we defined the empirical isochrone of a color-magnitude diagram (CMD) of a cluster as the
median calculated from a set of ny,; = 1000 curves derived from bootstrapped data. The algorithm requires no physical priors, is
computationally fast, and can easily be generalized over a large range of CMD combinations and evolutionary stages of clusters.
Results. We provide empirical isochrones in all Gaia DR2 and DR3 color combinations for 83 nearby clusters (d < 500 pc), which
cover an estimated age range of 7 Myr to 3 Gyr. In doing so, we pave the way for a relative comparison between individual stellar
populations based on an age-scaling ladder of empirical isochrones of known clusters. Furthermore, due to the exceptional precision of
the available observational data, we report accurate lower main sequence empirical isochrones for many clusters in our sample, which
are of special interest as this region is known to be especially complex to model. We validate our method and results by comparing
the extracted empirical isochrones to cluster ages in the literature. We also investigate the added information that empirical isochrones
covering the lower main sequence can provide on case studies of the IC 4665 cluster and the Meingast 1 stream.

Conclusions. The archive of empirical isochrones offers a novel approach to validating age estimates and can be used as an age-scaling
ladder or age brackets for new populations and serve as calibration data for further constraining stellar evolution models.
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1. Introduction

Among the wide variety of sources that can be observed in the
plane of the night sky, star clusters have long been held in a par-
- ticularly prominent regard. This fascination is at least partly due
to the fact that these complex systems, comprising tens, hun-
dreds, or even thousands of stars that formed in the same molec-
ular cloud, often map spectacular constellations onto the firma-
. . ment. But also besides their picturesque appearances, star clus-
= ters have long been established as objects of dedicated study in
various fields, among them the research into the formation and
evolution of galactic structure across all scales. They are excep-
tional laboratories for studying characteristics of a stellar sample
with largely homogeneous initial conditions and formation his-
tory, and especially for open clusters, their predominant spatial
occurrence within the galactic plane identifies them as strategic
targets for probing different galactic properties. Their generally
young ages and formation history forge a deep connection be-
tween clusters and past or still active star formation sites.

The advent of extensive space-based, all-sky astrometric sur-
veys, such as Hipparcos (Perryman et al. 1997) and later the Gaia
mission with its various data releases (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2016, 2017, 2018b, 2022) and unprecedented observational ac-
curacy and quantity, has heralded new insights not only into the
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shape and structure of clusters themselves (e.g., Meingast et al.
2021, cluster coronae) but also regarding their mean properties
(e.g., Bossini et al. 2019; Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2020; Dias et al.
2021). Moreover, access to parallaxes, proper motions, and ra-
dial velocities has caused the scientific community to move away
from studying only the clusters visible in positional space and
instead focus on exploring the combined spatial and kinematic
phase space. As a result, an ever-growing number of clusters and
stellar groups is being discovered using various methods mea-
suring overdensities within this space (e.g., Cantat-Gaudin et al.
2018; Cantat-Gaudin & Anders 2020; Kerr et al. 2021, 2022a,b;
Castro-Ginard et al. 2022; Ratzenbdck et al. 2022; Hunt & Ref-
fert 2023), while at the same time conglomerates formerly re-
garded as clusters have been revealed to be only asterisms (e.g.,
Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018; Cantat-Gaudin & Anders 2020). Both
findings are crucial for advancing the cluster and association
census in the Milky Way. This, in turn, has consequences for
our understanding of spatial structures on a galactic scale, as
shown, for example, by Castro-Ginard et al. (2021), who suc-
cessfully traced the spiral arm structure of the Milky Way using
open clusters.

Open clusters also greatly aid the accessibility of our galactic
past due to their close relation to star-forming regions and as di-
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rect representations of star formation history. However, to fully
access the temporal axis of structure formation and evolution on
larger-scale objects, one requires knowledge about a crucial yet
elusive physical parameter — the age of a cluster or a stellar pop-
ulation. The age parameter plays a critical role in developing
timescales, for instance, for formation processes of large-scale
star formation regions. For example, Ratzenbock et al. (2023)
recently mapped a possible evolutionary scenario for the near-
est active star-forming site, Scorpius-Centaurus (Sco-Cen), us-
ing only the information deduced from the over thirty different
star clusters they isolated in the 6D phase space. Cluster ages are
also a vital piece for enhancing our understanding of molecular
cloud formation and dispersal (e.g., Murray 2011; Adamo et al.
2013; Chevance et al. 2020), or even for constraining possible
windows for exoplanet formation (David & Hillenbrand 2015).

However, ages are not among the list of directly accessi-
ble parameters of stars, which means that, despite their impor-
tance across many different physical scales, their determination
remains a notoriously difficult task to this day. This is especially
true for stellar population ages. Various age estimation tech-
niques have been developed for these objects, but their results
are seldom unanimous. Even for well-studied, local clusters, as
for example the Pleiades (Melotte 22), for which high-quality
observational data are available, the age estimation process is of-
ten characterized by the need for prior assumptions and numeri-
cal models, leading to, at times, vastly deviating age estimates
(see Fig. 1). The heavy model dependence of population age
estimation also holds for empirical methods to some extent, as
they need to be calibrated using benchmark clusters and, there-
fore, partially inherit their associated uncertainties. Notably, the
Pleiades cluster seen in Fig. 1 with its evident discrepancies in
age estimates, is among the most commonly used benchmarks
(e.g., Bell et al. 2012; Olivares et al. 2018a; Messina et al. 2022;
Brandner et al. 2023). Moreover, uncertainties or gaps in current
stellar evolution theories, computational limitations in the im-
plementation of stellar interior physics, as well as measurement
errors in observational data cause further complications and to-
gether preclude the determination of absolute ages with univer-
sal, unbiased, and academically undisputed methods (see, e.g.,
Soderblom 2010, and references therein).

To circumvent many of the drawbacks associated with the
age determination of stellar populations, in particular regarding
stellar evolutionary model dependencies, we have developed an
innovative approach to age estimation: Using only the informa-
tion from observational Hertzsprung-Russel diagrams (HRDs)
of stellar populations, we extract empirical isochrones for open
clusters and thus pave the way for the derivation of relative
cluster ages. Their precise representation of the source distri-
bution can add vital information about the lower mass end of a
stellar population and could be valuable for better constraining
the physical models of stellar interiors in the low-mass regime.
Based exclusively on widely available observational data, the
distinguishing property of our approach, compared to other age
estimation methods, is its purely factual nature. By providing
empirical isochrones for a comprehensive, representative, and
relevant selection of nearby open clusters, we establish a way
of quantifying ages via a relative and homogeneous comparison
between individual stellar populations.

The remainder of this work is structured as follows: We start
by briefly explaining the current state of the art of stellar popula-
tion age determination and the complications arising from differ-
ent methods, that inspired the creation of the empirical isochrone
archive in Sect. 2. We describe the data and cluster member-
ships we used in Sect. 3 before reviewing our methods and the
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isochrone extraction algorithm in Sect. 4. The results are pre-
sented in Section 5 and validated against age estimates found in
contemporary literature. We follow up with a discussion of the
isochrone quality and significance, especially for the region of
interest in the lower main sequence, with the aid of case studies
in Section 6. Lastly, we summarize our findings in Sect. 7.

2. The current state of population age estimation

Since there is no measurable parameter that enables unequivocal
age determination, various methods have been developed to esti-
mate stellar population ages using different indicators. These in-
clude asteroseismology (e.g., Pamos Ortega et al. 2022), evapo-
ration ages (Pelkonen et al. 2024), gyrochronology (e.g., Barnes
2007; Curtis et al. 2019), kinematic and traceback ages (e.g.,
Miret-Roig et al. 2020; Kerr et al. 2022a), lithium depletion
(boundary) measurements (e.g., Basri et al. 1996; Binks & Jef-
fries 2014; Martin et al. 2018), or lithium equivalent widths (e.g.,
Jeflries et al. 2023). However, these methods all share a “special-
ist” limitation, in that they may only be suited for specific age,
temperature, or mass ranges, require precise, work-intensive ob-
served parameters, or can only be applied to either individual
stars or ensembles. (see, e.g., Table 1 in Soderblom 2010).

Contrasting these rather specialized methods with narrow ap-
plication ranges is an approach often praised for its generalistic
nature — isochrone fitting. Based on variants of the Hertzsprung-
Russel diagram, particularly the color-absolute magnitude dia-
gram (CMD), it is a popular estimation technique with only min-
imal observational data requirements. As a result of Gaia provid-
ing photometry and astrometry for billions of sources, isochrone
fitting has become perhaps the most used approach to age de-
termination to date. Because of its connection to the HRD, the
method is widely applicable across stellar age and mass ranges,
for example from 0.5 Myr to 10 Gyr for M. = 0.01 — 1.4 M,
(Baraffe et al. 2015) or 10 Myr to 12.5 Gyr for M, = 0.09—-14 M
(Nguyen et al. 2022). There are two major drawbacks to fit-
ting isochrones, though: On the one hand, it heavily relies on
the specific physics considered when modeling the theoretical
isochrones. As the different physical processes of stellar evolu-
tion are highly complex and vary between different stellar ages
and masses (de Boer & Seggewiss 2008), this translates into a
large number of free parameters, which can produce systematic
errors in age estimates across different stellar evolution mod-
els and prior assumptions. Given the many different available
stellar evolution codes for model isochrones, such as BHAC15
(Baraffe et al. 2015), DSEP-magnetic (Feiden 2016), BT-Settl
(Allard 2014), PARSEC (Bressan et al. 2012; Marigo et al. 2017;
Nguyen et al. 2022), MIST (Choi et al. 2016; Dotter 2016) and
BaSTTI (Hidalgo et al. 2018; Pietrinferni et al. 2021; Salaris et al.
2022), this dependence has a profound impact on age estimates
found in literature. On the other hand, the fitting technique of
the isochrones to the CMD data itself can strongly impact the
results. From the observational side, measurement errors and in-
complete or contaminated cluster member data are drivers of age
uncertainties (de Boer & Seggewiss 2008).

Additionally, observational cluster CMDs include an un-
known amount of unresolved binary stars. The extent of this con-
taminating population has been estimated to range from about
29 to 50 % (Li & Shao 2022), and equal mass unresolved bina-
ries reside at the maximum possible displacement of —0.753 mag
above the main sequence. Additionally, reddening effects of non-
equal mass unresolved binaries have been found to cause a shift
of the corresponding data points closer, or right onto, the equal
mass binary sequence (e.g., Hurley & Tout 1998; Li et al. 2020).
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Consequently, it often appears disproportionately enlarged com-
pared to the expected number of equal mass binaries. The pres-
ence of such a well-defined locus of contaminants harbors an-
other challenge to isochronal age determination. However, the
impact of the binary sequence on the empirical isochrones pre-
sented in this work has been specifically addressed and quanti-
fied (see Appendix E.

Consequently, it is challenging to verify age estimates ob-
tained through different age estimation methods or to establish
a uniform age for an object using the literature (see, e.g., the
comparison tables in Mamajek & Bell 2014; Miret-Roig et al.
2020; Kerr et al. 2022b). In the following paragraphs, we ex-
amine this situation’s implications, focusing on isochrone fit-
ting. For a more detailed explanation of the age determination
methods discussed here, readers can refer to the review works of
Soderblom (2010); Soderblom et al. (2014).

2.1. Age ambiguity

The apparent ambiguity of stellar ages derived with different
methods is at least in part caused by their use of different age
indicators. For instance, dynamical traceback ages, which mea-
sure the time since a group of stars was most concentrated in
space, seem to systematically underestimate the ages compared
to other techniques, such as isochrone fitting or lithium depletion
boundary measurements, of young stellar agglomerates (< 50
Myr). A possible explanation for this observation could be that
they already existed for a few Myr without significant expan-
sion, which would not be reflected in the kinematic age indicator
(Miret-Roig et al. 2024). Another example concerns very young
clusters, whose lithium depletion boundary ages have been re-
ported to systematically be about 50 % greater than those de-
termined from their main sequence turn-off points (Soderblom
2010, and references therein).

In contrast to methods based on different age indicators, the
strong dependence of the results on the individual model as-
sumptions causes isochrone fitting to produce significant age dif-
ferences even though the overarching determination technique
remains the same. This seriously impacts the reliability and the
reproducibility of isochronal ages, as highlighted by Kerr et al.
(2022a,b). They compare isochronal ages from three stellar evo-
lution codes, namely PARSEC (Chen et al. 2015), BHACI15
(Baraffe et al. 2015), and DSEP-Magnetic (Feiden 2016), on dif-
ferent stellar groups and find age disparities of up to a factor of
~ 2.6 between the different models.

Further investigations show that even employing theoretical
isochrones from the same model and the same member selection
can lead to extreme age differences, as in the case of the Pleiades
cluster depicted in Fig. 1. The plot shows the DR2 member se-
lection of the cluster by Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020)', along
with theoretical isochrones based on two published sets of age,
metallicity, and extinction values, which were determined via in-
terpolation of a parameter grid of PARSEC V1.2S isochrones.
Both the theoretical isochrones displayed in the figure (Bossini
et al. 2019; Dias et al. 2021, denoted as B19 and D21)? present
a good fit to the observations over almost the entire populated

! In the original selection of the authors, an artifact appears in the form
of a vertical line of data points at the color index zero. It disappears
when cross-matching their membership list with DR3 data.

2 The authors used different parameter grids and Gaia passband cor-
rections. They report a similar cluster extinction (Ay, pi,s = 0.168,
Ay, Bossini = 0.14); however, Dias et al. (2021) treated the cluster metal-
licity as a free parameter (Zp;,s = 0.032), while Bossini et al. (2019)
assumed solar metallicity for the Pleiades.

Pleiades data — 131 Myr (D21)

-5

86 Myr (B19)

Mg (mag)

14

Ggp — Grp (mag)

Fig. 1. Comparison between two different isochronal ages for the
Pleiades cluster. The data points correspond to the Gaia DR2 cluster
selection of Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020) , and the isochrones were
produced with PARSEC, using the parameters calculated in the respec-
tive works (Bossini et al. 2019; Dias et al. 2021), indicated by B19 and
D21 in the figure legend, respectively.

dynamical range between ca. 0 and 10 absolute G-band magni-
tudes. However, their absolute age difference amounts to 45 Myr,
which is around a 50 % deviation of the lower age estimate. Yet,
they are almost indistinguishable from each other, with the ex-
ception of the faint mass end of the sequence (Mg = 11 mag),
where neither isochrone presents a good fit to the data, and the
the upper main sequence, which lacks observations.

The fact that such inconclusive age estimates exist even for
one of the nearest, best-studied open clusters in the solar neigh-
borhood, which is moreover a popular benchmark for empirical
estimation methods, illustrates the extent of uncertainty that can
be accrued when using isochrone fitting.

2.2. Isochrone blindspot

As shown in the example of the Pleiades cluster, theoretical
isochrones can appear almost indiscernible over a large portion
of the main sequence, despite being associated with significantly
deviating ages (see also, e.g., de Boer & Seggewiss 2008; Squic-
ciarini & Bonavita 2022). This effect is particularly evident for
clusters in an age range around ~ 100 — 500 Myr and is preva-
lent across several photometric bands, not only for the specific
set of Gaia passbands. Moreover, it is not even restricted to the
optical wavelength range, but can for example also be observed
in the infrared J, H and Ky filters. It should be noted, that the
dynamical range affected by the blindspot varies depending on
the passbands used in the CMD.

Regarding the Gaia photometric system, the overlapping of
the theoretical isochrones commences as soon as their main se-
quences’® do no longer appear flatter and shifted to redder colors
like those of very young clusters (< 30 Myr). To illustrate this
issue, Fig. 2 shows a set of PARSEC isochrones calculated with

3 In this context we refer to the lower main sequence as roughly Mg
10 mag, and to the upper main sequence when Mg < 2 mag.
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Fig. 2. Depiction of the largely featureless region, dubbed the “isochrone blindspot.” It covers an age span of approximately 100 — 500 Myr
and roughly 0 — 12 G magnitudes in the Gaia passbands. The plot features PARSEC isochrones (Bressan et al. 2012) with default parameters.
The dashed line indicates the upper main sequence region where observed sources are rare, while the dash-dotted line delineates the lower main
sequence, which is a region of interest regarding the information gained through empirical isochrones.

default metallicity and extinction values for this age range in the
three Gaia DR3 color variations. The ambiguity of the main se-
quence across large parts of the CMD requires the isochronal age
determination to hinge on available sources located in the upper
main sequence and beyond (dashed line), where the isochrones
start to deviate again. However, the main sequence turn-off and
evolved star regions only begin to get well populated for very
evolved clusters, meaning no reliable information for the de-
picted age range is usually available for isochrone fitting. In ad-
dition, according to simulations and observational trends, mas-
sive stars are more likely part of binary or multiple systems (e.g.,
De Rosa et al. 2014, and references therein). If such a system was
observationally unresolved, the age determination could be seri-
ously influenced. The same holds for possible field star contami-
nants around the turn-off region, simply because of the typically
low number of observations in this crucial region for isochrone
fitting.

In short, from the point at which young clusters are no longer
separated from older populations via their shifted, flatter main
sequence until the time at which the main sequence turn-off has
shifted to lower stellar masses and becomes more populated for
evolved clusters, there are no decisive features in the shapes of
theoretical isochrones over a sizeable dynamical range — result-
ing in the appearance of an “isochrone blindspot.” Physically,
this blindspot is a consequence of the very stable and long-
lasting burning processes occurring during the main sequence
phase of lower mass stars (e.g. Barnes 2007; Squicciarini &
Bonavita 2022), that results in only minute variations of the lu-
minosity and temperature, or color, over their main sequence
lifetimes. What is more, the blindspot does not only exist for the-
oretical isochrones but also partly occurs when considering other
age determination methods for stellar populations. For instance,
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gyrochronology only works for single, solar-type stars, whereas
lithium depletion boundary measurements or kinematic model-
ing apply only to young groups of < 200 Myr and < 30 Myr,
respectively (Soderblom et al. 2014).

A possible workaround of the blindspot problem would be
to consult the lower main sequences of clusters, below the dash-
dotted line in Fig. 2. As can be seen, for this region the model
isochrones are again better distinguishable; however, as depicted
in the lower right panel of Fig. 1 for the Pleiades, models often
do not capture the observations in enough detail to permit an
age estimation using only this part of the CMD with theoretical
isochrone fitting. Empirical isochrones, on the other hand, very
precisely match the shape of the lower main sequence of a CMD,
provided there are observations of faint stars available for a given
cluster. Comparing empirical lower main sequence isochrones
thus provides an additional piece of information to be leveraged
when deciding on an absolute age estimate, or can even be suf-
ficient for a relative bracketing or ordering of observed stellar
population ages (Sect. 6.2).

2.3. Empirical isochrones — A largely untapped potential

Despite current limitations in technology and physical knowl-
edge concerning stellar evolution modeling, the recent rise in
precision and quantity of stellar photometry and astrometry is
opening up a new, data-driven approach for using isochrones as
a decisive age indication tool: in an empirical form. Both empir-
ical and theoretical isochrones have a fundamental connection
to the HRD, which renders almost all aspects of stellar evolu-
tion accessible from a 2D representation. Consequently, empiri-
cal isochrones do not suffer from the problem of being too “spe-
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cialist” compared to other age determination methods discussed
in this section. However, in contrast to theoretical isochrones,
the empirical curves directly originate from the CMD, mean-
ing they are purely observation-based. Thus, in creating the em-
pirical isochrone archive, we avoid the caveats and drawbacks
associated explicitly with the model dependency of theoretical
isochrones, while still taking advantage of the extensive applica-
bility of the constructs of isochrones in general. Since the CMD
comprises only three easily accessible observational parameters,
empirical isochrone extraction profits from a tiny list of require-
ments and no physical complexity compared to the models nec-
essary for computing theoretical isochrones.

The value of empirical isochrones has already been rec-
ognized among the scientific community, and (semi)-empirical
isochrones have been extracted using different techniques and
published for individual case studies or small groups of popu-
lations by, for example, Sarro et al. (2014); Bouy et al. (2015);
Herczeg & Hillenbrand (2015); Olivares et al. (2018b); Miret-
Roig et al. (2019); Olivares et al. (2019); Li et al. (2021); Oli-
vares et al. (2021, 2023). We now want to take this effort a
step further and create an archive of empirical isochrones for
a large sample of open clusters in the solar neighborhood, us-
ing purely observational data combined with a homogeneous ex-
traction method based on statistical analysis and machine learn-
ing tools. By sacrificing the ability of absolute age quantifica-
tion, we can decouple isochrones from their strong associated
model dependencies and still have a relative age determination
method that is entirely based on observational data. This ap-
proach is also independent of any assumptions regarding extinc-
tion or metallicity. By comparing new and known clusters, our
archive can provide insights into cluster evolution and the prop-
erties of large-scale structures in the galaxy. Extracting and an-
alyzing empirical isochrones may lead to the discovery of new
features in their shapes, particularly regarding the lower main se-
quences, and provide calibration data for stellar evolution mod-
els, improving their quality and broadening our understanding of
stellar evolution.

3. Data

In the following paragraphs, we outline the surveys and clus-
ter member lists that we consulted for creating the empirical
isochrone archive. As their specific membership determination
method often influences our choice of applied quality cuts, we
briefly describe the applied techniques used by the respective
data source.

3.1. Survey data

The observational information for the archive clusters is col-
lected almost exclusively from the data products of the Gaia mis-
sion (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016). Specifically, the extraction
algorithm was built on input from the early third data release
(EDR3, Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021), as well as the full DR3
(Gaia Collaboration et al. 2022), which contain identical astro-
metric and photometric measurements. To facilitate comparisons
to pre-DR3 works, we additionally include isochrones based on
Gaia DR2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018b) in our archive.*

We chose the Gaia survey as our primary data source mainly
due to its unprecedented size and precision. Its latest data re-
leases include five-parameter astrometric solutions for 1.2 and

4 All CMDs using Gaia passbands shown throughout this work depict
Gaia DR3 data unless explicitly indicated otherwise.

1.5 billion sources, respectively. Profiting from a homogeneous
source of photometric and astrometric measurements for all
archive clusters, we greatly reduce the need for gathering data
across multiple sources (Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018), which has
been reported to cause discrepancies in the results of cluster an-
alyzes of different authors (e.g., Netopil et al. 2015). Further-
more, the low parallax uncertainties of 0.1 mas for sources with
G < 18 mag, and the sub-millimagnitude photometric uncertain-
ties in the color measurements ( < 13 mag) provide the best pos-
sible conditions for creating sharp color-magnitude diagrams of
star clusters. Finally, due to its homogeneous nature and vast
source catalog, the Gaia releases have been established among
the most commonly used optical surveys for performing cluster
membership and isochronal age determinations.

Alongside the Gaia data, we also draw on data from the
Two Micron All Sky Survey (Skrutskie et al. 2006, 2MASS)
J,H, Kg photometric system, as well as the Panoramic Survey
Telescope And Rapid Response System (Chambers et al. 2016,
Pan-STARRS) u, g,r,i,z,y bands for the two nearby clusters
IC 4665 and the Pleiades. We do this to test the code on pho-
tometric systems other than the one it was designed on and to
study empirical lower main sequences down to the mass level of
brown dwarfs.

The required parameters for the extraction of empirical
isochrones are constrained to apparent magnitude or flux mea-
surements in at least two passbands for calculating the color in-
dices, and stellar distances, to infer the absolute magnitudes via
the distance modulus. The distances are computed via an inver-
sion of the parallax, rather than for example using a Bayesian
method, such as the one proposed by Bailer-Jones (2015), or the
systematic parallax offset described in Lindegren et al. (2018).
To justify this choice, we analyzed the fractional parallax errors
of all datasets where we performed the distance estimation our-
selves, meaning the Gaia DR2 and DR3 source catalogs. We
found that only for 0.03 % of all DR3 sources and 0.42 % of all
DR2 sources do those errors exceed 10 %. Therefore, distance
calculation via parallax inversion is a viable approach. However,
we note that in case of using datasets with typical parallax errors
larger than 10 %, we recommend an alternative way of distance
estimation when calculating absolute magnitudes.

3.2. Cluster data and membership lists

We collect cluster memberships from various sources found in
contemporary literature, under the consideration of two global
quality cuts: First, the mean cluster distance is limited to d <
500 pc, and secondly, the number of high fidelity cluster mem-
bers is required to be N, > 100. By “high fidelity” we group the
probability or stability scores calculated by different methods, as
can be seen in the fifth column of Table 1.

The first cut is justified from an observational point of view,
as sources grow increasingly faint as a function of the clus-
ter distance, resulting in an ever-increasing under-representation
of low-mass sources in the CMDs of more distant clusters. At
the same time, Gaia parallax errors increase disproportionately
when moving out to farther distances. For instance, Cantat-
Gaudin & Anders (2020) state that the uncertainty in the proper
motion measurements of DR2 starts to contribute significantly to
the scattering of the cluster members already at distances around
~ 500 pc; hence we pick this distance as our cutoff value.

The member number limit originates from the extraction
method’s perspective: Empirical isochrones should ideally rep-
resent a significant portion of a cluster’s stellar initial mass func-
tion (IMF) and trace its population over a wide dynamical range.
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Table 1. Overview of the catalog contents, mean cluster parameters, and the applied quality cuts.

Member Cluster(s) Mean distance Member stars Probability Age ref. Further cleaning
selection (pc) N, or score
Catalogs
(1) 64 135 — 498 96 — 1749 p=05 (a), (b) Ql
2) 10 137 - 402 321 — 1828 no (a) Ql
3) 16 106 — 177 150 — 1196 stability > 6 © Q2; Gperr < 0.05 mag
Single clusters
4) Hyades 67 972 no (a) Q1
(5) Coma Berenices 86 181 no (d) Q1
(6) Meingast 1 135 1366 stability > 0.24 (a) Q1
(7) IC 4665 (DANCe) 356 819 PGaia > 0.7 or ppance > 0.5 (a) i > 13 mag; r > 9 mag
(8) Pleiades (DANCe) 136 1483 p: > 0.84 (a) ¢; < 0.3 mag, z > 0 mag

References. Member selections. (1) Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020); (2) Meingast et al. (2021); (3) Ratzenbock et al. (2022); (4) Meingast, priv.
comm.; (5) Fiirnkranz et al. (2019); (6) Ratzenbock et al. (2020); (7) Miret-Roig et al. (2019); (8) Olivares et al. (2018a); Ages. (a) Cantat-Gaudin
et al. (2020); (b) Dias et al. (2021); (c) Ratzenbock et al. (2023); (d) Curtis et al. (2019)

Notes. All distances rounded to integer values. Numbers and quality criteria referring to DR3 data.

Quality filter 1 (Q1): @ > 0, RUWEpg; < 1.4

Quality filter 2 (Q2): @ > 0, RUWEpg; < 1.4, fidelty_v2 > 0.5, G < 0.007 mag, Grperr < 0.03 mag (Ratzenbock et al. 2022, 2023).

As clusters age, low-mass members may be dynamically ejected,
leading to a depletion in the low-mass region of the main se-
quence. However, while this mass loss and its treatment in differ-
ent membership determination methods are noteworthy, the gen-
eral abundance of low-mass stars, owing to the shape of the IMF,
ensures a well-populated lower main sequence. Consequently,
the proposed empirical isochrone extraction is not significantly
affected by a slight change of the mass distribution in the low-
mass regime.

Another motivation of the member number cut stems form
the fact that the extractions are performed with statistical meth-
ods, which require a sufficiently large set of data points for each
cluster to yield reliable results. From heuristic trial-and-error
experiments, we determined that a member list of at least 100
sources provides adequate CMD populations in the overwhelm-
ing majority of the cases.” Depending on the sharpness of the
CMD of an observed population, one could also relax this crite-
rion, but it would come with the stipulation of having to inspect
each case individually manually.

We accumulate 100 membership lists corresponding to 88
individual star clusters. The discrepancy between the number
of memberships and actual clusters in the archive arises from
a twofold overlap: On the one hand, the selection of 10 clusters
from Meingast et al. (2021) corresponds to a subset of the sam-
ple collected from Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020). On the other
hand, for the two clusters IC 4665 and the Pleiades, we addition-
ally collect data from the Dynamical Analysis of Nearby Clus-
ters (DANCe) survey (Olivares et al. 2018a; Miret-Roig et al.
2019) along with the Gaia observations. Concerning the mem-
ber selections based on the Gaia passbands, only the selection of
Ratzenbdck et al. (2022) was performed on DR3 data, whereas
all others used DR2 data. Since the third data release gener-
ally comprises more accurate measurements, we cross-match the
DR2 selections with their DR3 counterparts.

Due to quality concerns regarding the empirical isochrones
that the algorithm calculated in isolated cases, we excluded five
clusters from our original sample (details in Sect. 3.3), bringing
the number of archive clusters to 83 in total. A summary of the

5 After the cross-matching and data cleaning, a cluster occasionally
ends up with less than 100 members. These variations of a maximum
+5 % are allowed within our cut.
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cuts and mean cluster parameters of our final selection, divided
into their respective source catalogs, can be found in Table 1. The
following provides a brief overview of the literature sources and
a short description of their membership determination processes.

3.2.1. Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020) selection

Our primary source is the extensive open cluster catalog by
Cantat-Gaudin & Anders (2020), who created membership lists
for 1481 clusters in the Milky Way. After applying the global
quality cuts, with high fidelity sources being defined as p > 0.5
on the probability score determined by the authors, we ob-
tain membership lists for 67 open clusters, hereafter referred
to as Catalog I. Of these, 59 were first determined in Cantat-
Gaudin et al. (2018) with the unsupervised, two-step UPMASK
procedure (Unsupervised Photometric Membership Assignment
in Stellar Clusters, Krone-Martins & Moitinho 2014). Their
method consisted of clustering stars based on astrometric proper
motion and parallax measurements (@, U, , ts) of Gaia DR2,
and subsequently validating each cluster by comparing its den-
sity to that of a random distribution. In doing so repeatedly
with values drawn from the astrometric parameter distributions,
a membership probability was determined for each star in their
input sample (Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018). Catalog I further in-
cludes 5 UPK clusters (Sim et al. 2019), for which Cantat-
Gaudin & Anders (2020) also provide membership lists calcu-
lated with UPMASK. Finally, 3 of the 67 groups are UBC clus-
ters found by Castro-Ginard et al. (2018), who used DBSCAN
(Ester et al. 1996) in combination with artificial neural networks
on the 5D astrometric parameter space of Gaia DR2 data to per-
form their selection. It should be noted that Castro-Ginard et al.
(2018) did not compute membership probabilities for their clus-
ters, and thus the probability column provided in Cantat-Gaudin
& Anders (2020) equates to one for all UBC clusters.

3.2.2. Meingast et al. (2021) selection

For a subset of Catalog I, namely the ten open clusters a Per
(Melotte 20), Blanco 1, IC 2602, IC 2391, NGC 2451A,
NGC 2516, NGC 2547, NGC 7092, Platais 9, and the Pleiades
we also collect alternative membership lists from Meingast et al.
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Fig. 3. Spatial distribution and relative sizes of the archive clusters, determined by the different source catalogs. The cluster positions included in
Catalog II are not displayed to avoid duplication of Catalog I sources. The marker colors correspond to the estimated cluster ages from literature

(Table 1).

(2021), hereafter referred to as Catalog II. These authors deter-
mined cluster membership based on deprojected proper motion
measurements, which enabled them to not only retrieve mem-
bers in the cluster cores but also in sub-field-density stellar coro-
nae that can extend several 100 pc from the central region. As
a result, comparatively more members were detected, especially
down to the low-mass end of the main sequence. With their clus-
tering method, no membership probability was assigned to the
members of the clusters.

We use this subset of open clusters as main sample for test-
ing and refining the extraction algorithm. Furthermore, as the
lower main sequences of their clusters are generally better pop-
ulated than those of the Catalog I clusters, they are well suited
for studying the information gain via empirical isochrones in the
very faint regions (see Sect. 6.2.2).

3.2.3. Ratzenbdck et al. (2022) selection

To extend the empirical isochrone archive toward young clus-
ters, we consult the work of Ratzenbock et al. (2022), who re-
cently extracted 37 co-moving star clusters in the nearby Sco-
Cen star-forming region. To determine the cluster memberships,
Ratzenbock et al. (2022) employed the Significance Mode Anal-
ysis (S1GMA) tool to Gaia DR3 data in a box around the molec-
ular cloud complex. SiGMA works by identifying modal regions
in the 5D astrometric parameter space of the observational data.
It first estimates the data density and performs a graph-based
gradient hill climb to identify local density peaks. The multi-
ple resulting preliminary clusters are then iteratively merged us-
ing a modality test to measure the significance of the separating
density dip. Instead of membership probabilities, the algorithm
assigns each cluster member a stability value between zero
and 100, though a given cluster may have a maximum stability
of less than 100. We choose a generous threshold of stability
> 6 for high fidelity members. Furthermore, we apply the qual-
ity cuts listed in Ratzenbock et al. (2023) (see Table 1) and set a
stricter quality cut in the blue passband error Gp e < 0.05 mag
to remove outliers from the lower left region of the CMD. As a
result, we retain 18 of their determined clusters, which we here-
after refer to as Catalog III.

3.2.4. Hyades and Coma Ber clusters

To complement the clusters of Catalog I, we collect member-
ship lists for the Hyades (Melotte 25) and the Coma Berenices
(Melotte 111) cluster. The two well-known OCs are absent from
the works of Cantat-Gaudin et al. (2018); Cantat-Gaudin & An-
ders (2020), as their proximity makes those clusters incompat-
ible with their membership selection method. Regarding Coma
Ber, we use the membership selection published by Fiirnkranz
et al. (2019), who performed a wavelet decomposition to single
out stellar overdensities in velocity space and subsequently em-
ployed DBSCAN to identify cluster members without the use of
a probability or score measure. For the Hyades, the clustering
method is the same that was employed for the clusters of Cata-
log IT (Meingast, priv. comm.).

3.2.5. Meingast 1 stellar stream

The Meingast 1 stream (Meingast et al. 2019; Curtis et al. 2019;
Ratzenbock et al. 2020; Roser & Schilbach 2020, also referred
to as Pisces-Eridanus stream) is not a classical open cluster, but
rather a large, spread-out stellar group of co-moving objects,
which traverse the solar neighborhood at roughly a distance of
100 pc. At a length of more than 400 pc and width of 50 pc, it is
speculated to be the remnant of a tidally disrupted cluster or OB
association. The stream was initially identified via a wavelet de-
composition of the 3D velocity space of stars in the solar neigh-
borhood (d < 300 pc) by Meingast et al. (2019). In a later work,
Ratzenbock et al. (2020) revisited the object and determined
new memberships based on the five-dimensional DR2 position
and velocity space («, 0, @, Uy, Us) clustering of a supervised
one-class support vector machine (OCSVM, Cortes & Vapnik
1995). Similar to the clusters of Catalog III, possible member
stars were assigned a stability parameter, albeit normalized
and provided as percentages for the stream. Of the two filter cri-
teria proposed by Ratzenbock et al. (2020) (stability > 4 %
or stability > 24 %), we apply the stricter one.

As the stream members are still thought to be of a common
origin, displaying a narrow main sequence very similar to the
Pleiades (Ratzenbock et al. 2020), we also choose to test our
isochrone extraction algorithm on this object. We further com-
pare the empirical isochrones of the stream with those of OCs
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of a similar evolutionary state in Sect. 6.2.2 to analyze the im-
pact of empirical isochrones on the lower main sequence in the
isochrone blindspot region.

3.2.6. DANCe data for IC 4665 and the Pleiades

The data for the clusters IC 4665 and the Pleiades was collected
as a part of the DANCe survey (Bouy et al. 2013; Olivares et al.
2018a; Miret-Roig et al. 2019). As such, the measurements for
the clusters were gathered from different observatories and in-
struments and contain observations in near-infrared passbands.
Since their data do not include parallaxes, these values need to
be substituted. For IC 4665, Miret-Roig et al. (2019) already cal-
culated a median parallax value from the portion of cluster mem-
bers visible in Gaia DR2. Concerning the Pleiades, we adapt the
distance from the cluster parallax denoted in Cantat-Gaudin &
Anders (2020). Regarding the membership determination meth-
ods, Miret-Roig et al. (2019) used an algorithm that models a
field and a cluster component, respectively, based on an initial
member list (Sarro et al. 2014; Olivares et al. 2019). Their ap-
proach is of Bayesian nature, and a membership probability is
provided for the clustered sources. The membership determina-
tion for the Pleiades was undertaken with a similar, but more
computationally expensive, Bayesian-based technique, consist-
ing of a generative mixture model and a Markov Chain Monte
Carlo method for calculating the posterior distributions of the
parameters. A probability score for cluster members was created
by adding the Bayesian membership probability and its sensitiv-
ity to the cluster parameter for each star in their sample. Their
probability threshold was defined at p, = 0.84 (see Table 1),
which we adopt for the high fidelity sources.

Including the two clusters in our selection offers a convenient
way to accomplish studying the shapes and added value of em-
pirical isochrones regarding the faint, low-mass end of the main
sequence of star clusters. Additionally, it permits exploring the
extension of the method toward different photometric systems.

3.3. Final cluster selection and general archive properties

After applying our method to all 88 clusters described in the pre-
vious section and visually inspecting the results and the respec-
tive cluster CMDs, we had to perform a final cut on our archive
selection. This is because, for a few select sources, no physically
meaningful isochrones could be extracted from their CMDs due
to either a severe distribution scattering or concerns regarding
their member selections. The concerned objects include the three
clusters L1641 S, IC 348, and RSG 7 from Catalog I, as well as
the two groups p Oph/L1688, and Lupus 1 — 4 from Catalog III.

Three of the excluded clusters are estimated to be very young
(L1641 S ~ 3Myr; Da Rio et al. 2017, p Oph/L1688 ~ 3.1 Myr,
and Lupus 1 — 4 ~ 4.5 Myr; Ratzenbock et al. 2023), which is
likely the reason for their scattered CMDs.

On the other hand, with an estimated age of ~ 12Myr
(Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2020), the cluster IC 348 does not fall be-
low the apparent lower age threshold of the archive. However, its
estimated extinction of Ay = 1.91 — 2.3 mag exceeds that of the
second highest reported extinction (UBC 17a, Ay = 0.8 mag)
by almost a factor of two (references from Table 1). The region
was for example studied by Olivares et al. (2023), who further
determined that the extinction varies significantly over the dy-
namical range of the cluster CMD and discussed its extinction
law. We note that along with Ay and Ry distributions, the au-
thors also provide empirical, extinction-free isochrones derived
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Fig. 4. Histogram depicting the logarithmic age distribution of the
archive clusters, according to the literature values listed in Table 1.
Due to visualization purposes, the ordinate is scaled logarithmically.
The ages are binned using Knuth’s rule, as is implemented in astropy
(Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013, 2018).

with a similar method for IC 348 and five other Perseus groups
in their work.

In contrast to the other excluded clusters, RSG 7 is not char-
acterized by any extreme values concerning either age or ex-
tinction. Still, following our quality cuts, its CMD displays two
distinct populations along the main sequence, directly contrast-
ing the sharp, well-defined age sequence one would expect for
a young, bound cluster. As both subbranches are comparable in
member numbers, it is impossible to distinguish between con-
taminants and actual cluster members without further investiga-
tion. Therefore, we exclude this cluster.

Figure 3 displays the spatial distribution of the final 83 clus-
ters selected for the archive in a heliocentric Cartesian coordi-
nate system. The number of cluster members, determined by
the respective source catalog, is reflected in the relative size of
the position markers. The clusters are color-coded according to
the estimated ages found in the literature. The references for the
cluster ages are provided in the rightmost column of Table 1. For
the cases of Catalog I, we preferably use the ages from Cantat-
Gaudin et al. (2020) and only consult the work of Dias et al.
(2021) as a secondary source for clusters not covered by the for-
mer. A histogram showing the age distribution of the archive
clusters is displayed in Fig. 4. As can be seen, the bulk of the
archive clusters are younger than 100 Myr, and only very few
clusters are older than one Gyr, whereas the lower age limit is
around 7 Myr. The displayed age caps indicate a reliable age
range for a representative cluster catalog and correspond to nat-
ural limits in open cluster observations. After all, very young
clusters (< 5 Myr) are at least partly obscured and reddened by
their parental dust cloud, rendering them invisible to Gaia or
badly scattered, as discussed above. Very old clusters (> 1 Gyr),
on the other hand, are naturally rare due to infant mortality (Lada
& Lada 2003, and references therein).

4. Methods

In search of an isochrone extraction routine, we tested several
methods, some of which have their roots in data analysis, while
others originate from the research field of image processing. In
addition, we investigated various preprocessing strategies. After
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evaluating their respective performance on the clusters of Cata-
log II, we decided on a combination of Support Vector Regres-
sion (SVR) and Principal Component Analysis (PCA) as the fi-
nal procedure. Not only did this combination yield the best re-
sults, but it also conforms to an important applicability aspect,
as it is very adaptive toward the many different CMD shapes in
our sample. Thus, it can be easily applied to CMD distributions
reflecting various evolutionary states of the corresponding clus-
ters and diagrams created from different passband combinations
or photometric systems, without requiring extensive manual pa-
rameter tuning. We employ PCA as preprocessing step to pro-
vide continued functional dependency of the cluster data, partic-
ularly concerning evolved clusters. SVR is then used to perform
the actual extraction of the empirical isochrones. While other
authors have also started providing empirical isochrones for in-
dividual case studies of open clusters, to the best of our knowl-
edge, we are the first to design an approach utilizing SVR and to
derive empirical curves for a large, age-representative sample of
clusters in a homogeneous manner. For comparison, Bouy et al.
(2015); Miret-Roig et al. (2019); Olivares et al. (2019) for in-
stance employ a version of the Principal Curves technique first
described by Hastie & Stuetzle (1989), which we also tested but
ultimately discarded due to the loss of some key characteristics
of the isochrones. Both PCA and SVR are implemented in the
Python library scikit-learn (Pedregosa et al. 2011) in their
nonlinear extensions, which we use for our algorithm.

4.1. Requirements and possible pitfalls

Despite the major benefit of model independence, one should be
aware of some potential pitfalls when relying on observational
data to produce isochrones. For instance, a low signal-to-noise
ratio in the measurements can lead to a large scatter in the star
positions in the CMD. This makes it difficult to derive the finer
characteristics of the isochronal curve empirically. Another com-
mon occurrence in observational data concerns outliers. In clus-
ter CMDs, they often appear in the form of unresolved main se-
quence binaries (see Sect. 2). Unresolved binary pairs of main
sequence stars with evolved objects such as red giants or white
dwarfs can induce further scatter both above and to the right, as
well as below and to the left of the main sequence in a CMD
(Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018a). Field stars can cause addi-
tional contamination of the member selection, either assuming
random positions in the CMD or forming a distinct sequence
(e.g., RSG 8 in Fig. A.1). Furthermore, all observational data
are associated with measurement errors, which in the case of
Gaia DR3 are readily available and should be considered in the
isochrone extraction. A final caveat arises from the fact that the
extraction technique is based on data analysis, which generally
requires a functional dependency between the variables one is in-
terested in. Common isochrone characteristics such as the main
sequence turn-off, white dwarf regions, or even a relatively verti-
cal distribution of upper main sequence stars directly counteract
such a functional dependency in the original CMD parameter
space and must be accounted for in the algorithm design.

4.2. The algorithm

To counteract the described possible caveats, the cluster data
need to be preprocessed in a way that preserves information
while simultaneously ensuring a continued functional relation-
ship between the input variables. Furthermore, the isochrone
extraction needs to be robust against outliers assuming various

forms and needs to be able to incorporate measurement errors.
Hence, the workflow of creating a robust empirical isochrone
from observational data with our developed method consists of
the following main steps:

1. Preprocessing via PCA transformation of the cluster data.

2. SVR hyperparameter tuning via gridsearch and cross-
validation.

3. Extraction of a preliminary empirical isochrone with the
tuned SVR model and the weights calculated from measure-
ment errors.

4. Generation of a set of resampled isochrones via iterative
bootstrapping (oot = 1000).

5. Calculation of the median, the 5% and 95 percentile values
from the collection of resampled and reverse-transformed
isochrones.

In the following paragraphs, each step of the workflow is dis-
cussed in more detail.

4.2.1. Preprocessing: Principal component analysis

Principal component analysis is an adaptive data analysis tech-
nique (Jolliffe & Cadima 2016), whose variables are always de-
fined by the specific input dataset instead of a priori. Thus, it
is well suited for an isochrone extraction algorithm that needs
to perform on a versatile input cluster CMDs. Briefly put, PCA
transforms the input parameters, in this case the color index and
absolute magnitude of a cluster CMD, into new, uncorrelated
variables that successively maximize the variance in the data. It
can be shown that this maximization can be reached by defining
the new variables as a set of mutually orthogonal linear com-
binations of the input variables, together with the eigenvectors
corresponding to the largest eigenvalues of the data. These com-
binations are commonly referred to as “principal components.”
For an introduction to the basic principle of the method, we re-
fer readers to works such as Tipping & Bishop (1999); Jolliffe &
Cadima (2016). A detailed description of the application of the
technique to the problem at hand can be found in Appendix C.
We use PCA to rotate the reference frame into the direction
of the principal components spanned by the new variables (see
Eq. C.1). The purpose of this data transformation is illustrated
in Fig. 5 on the example of the Pleiades cluster. The left panel
shows a regular CMD, overlaid by two colored bars indicating
the extent of the principal components, which have been scaled
by their corresponding variance. The arrows represent the di-
rection of the eigenvector associated with the respective compo-
nent and therefore span the axes of the PCA space. Due to the
source distribution in most CMD configurations, which mostly
comprises stars populating the diagonally or vertically inclined
main sequence region, the variance in the direction of the ab-
solute magnitude axis is much larger than the one for the color
axis. This physical fact is accurately represented in the ratio of
the principal components; it can be seen that the second prin-
cipal component is much smaller than the first one, and the su-
perimposed arrow denoting the direction of its eigenvector has
been magnified by a factor of 50 for better visibility. The PCA-
transformed cluster data can be seen in the right panel of Fig. 5.
A look at the y—axis of the PCA space shows that the absolute
data scatter is much smaller in that direction than for the CMD.
In preprocessing the cluster data with PCA, we circumvent two
of the pitfalls of observational data discussed in Sect. 4.1: Firstly,
projecting the data into PCA space concentrates the variance on
the first component instead of distributing it between the two in-
put variables, which is beneficial for the isochrone extraction.
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Fig. 5. Illustration of a PCA transformation of CMD data on the exam-
ple of the Pleiades cluster. Left: Extent and orientation of the principal
components. The first component (green) is much larger than the second
one (magenta), reflecting the different orders of magnitude of variance
in the observation matrix. The directions of the PCA space axes are de-
noted by black arrows, with the second one magnified by a factor of 50
for better visibility. Right: Transformed cluster data in PCA space, with
the new axes pointing in the direction of the two principal components.

Secondly, the functional dependency between the two variables
is preserved for all shapes and evolutionary stages of cluster
CMDs.

4.2.2. Curve extraction: Hyperparameter tuning and
weighted support vector regression

The central component of the algorithm, meaning the method
governing the generation of empirical isochrones, is based on
the machine learning technique of support vector regression. The
sparse, memory-efficient approach originates in statistical learn-
ing theory (Smola & Scholkopf 2004) and was, for example de-
scribed by Bishop (2006), to whom interested readers are re-
ferred for a more detailed description. The procedure’s working
principles are outlined in Appendix D, based on its implementa-
tion in sklearn.

The general benefits of the method include its straightfor-
ward implementation, low computational cost, and small number
of hyperparameters, meaning variables not subjected to analyti-
cal optimization. Instead, they can be defined somewhat arbitrar-
ily and impact the resulting regression to varying degrees. The
hyperparameters of SVR originate at different points of the for-
mal derivation of the method (see Appendix D for a detailed dis-
cussion). The first two, epsilon and C, are defined via the char-
acteristic loss function of the regression (Eqs. D.2—D.5). The
former determines the number of support vectors, meaning the
size of the subset of training data at which the kernel function is
evaluated. By adjusting its value we can enhance the method’s
sensitivity for outliers, particularly regarding the unresolved bi-
nary sequence. The latter parameter, also called the penalty, de-
termines the leniency toward considering points far away from
the main distribution in the regression. Lastly, for our algorithm
we use a radial basis function as kernel, adding a final hyper-
parameter called gamma, which is connected to the variance of
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the input data. Due to the many possible CMD shapes, the hy-
perparameters must be tuned once for a given CMD variation of
a cluster at the beginning of a regression. However, they do not
need to be re-established after the isochrone has already been
calculated for a specific CMD or group of similar CMDs. We
tune the hyperparameters on a predefined parameter grid using a
gridsearch and 5-fold cross-validation within the sklearn pack-
age. For a detailed analysis of the influence of each hyperparam-
eter and a description of the tuning process, readers are referred
to Appendix D.2.

Once the hyperparameters for a given CMD configuration
have been determined, the tuned SVR model is fitted to the en-
tire transformed cluster data, corresponding to the whole set of
observations. This is done as we are not predicting further points
but instead want to generate a regression curve representing the
observed data as accurately as possible. Using the trained model
to predict the response variable, meaning the PCA Y data, yields
a regression curve that can then be easily transformed back into
the original parameter space, where it corresponds to an empir-
ical isochrone, akin to the data transformation shown in Fig. 5.
A benefit of the SVR implementation of scikit-learn (Pe-
dregosa et al. 2011) is its ability to incorporate a weight param-
eter for each data point, which is subsequently used to multiply
the penalty parameter C. Large weights urge the SVR model to
include a data point in the regression, whereas small weights al-
low more lenience. Hence, we can solve the problem of incorpo-
rating measurement errors, if they are available, by turning them
into one-dimensional weights for each data point. To this end,
we convert the photometric and astrometric measurement uncer-
tainties into scalar values using the root sum of squares (RSS),
as well as Gaussian error propagation (details in Appendix D.3).

4.2.3. Empirical isochrones and uncertainty regions

The last two steps of the algorithm workflow are designed to cre-
ate a more reliable empirical isochrone than can be achieved by a
single regression. Therefore, we bootstrap the PCA-transformed
cluster data to create a slightly different input array for training a
new SVR model with the predetermined hyperparameters. To get
a robust result, we create 1,0 = 1000 bootstrapped datasets for
training SVR models and calculate the regression curves in PCA
space by predicting the original PCA dataset. We then use the set
of resampled curves to determine the empirical isochrone as the
median of the values for each color index of the original data.
We further compute the 5™ and 95" percentile values, respec-
tively. They correspond to an uncertainty region around the em-
pirical isochrone and represent its reliability or trustworthiness
locally along the data distribution in the CMD. The bootstrap-
ping and the median or percentile array calculations are under-
taken in PCA space before the results are inversely transformed
into the original CMD space using the transformation matrix de-
fined for the original cluster data.

The process is visualized in detail for two example clusters
in Fig. 6, using only nper = 100 bootstrapped curves for better
visibility. For well-sampled clusters, such as the one in the top
row of the figure, the individual curves are generally in excellent
agreement and largely overlapping. As a result, the uncertainty
regions are very narrow over the whole populated sequence. On
the other hand, if the cluster distribution is more scattered or
exhibits sparsely populated regions, as in the case of the young
beta Sco group, those areas are characterized by larger uncer-
tainty bounds, which tend to broaden toward the upper and lower
limits of the empirical isochrone.
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Fig. 6. Illustration of the bootstrapping and resampling process. The
procedure is shown for the well-behaved cluster NGC 2422 (top row),
and the more scattered beta Sco group (bottom row). The orange lines
in the left column of the figure indicate 100 resampled SVR isochrones
created via bootstrapping of the PCA cluster data. The center column
depicts the same lines projected into the respective cluster CMD. The
right column shows the median (red line), 5 and 95" percentile bound-
aries (black lines) calculated from the resampled set.

5. Results

We derived empirical isochrones for the three CMD color com-
binations of Gaia DR2 and DR3 for all 83 clusters in the final
source catalog (Sect. 3.3). The tables containing the results and
the calculated uncertainty bounds are available online; an exam-
ple of their contents can be seen in Appendix B.

The results based on the third Gaia data release are displayed
in Fig. 7 and color-coded according to the estimated cluster age
found in the literature (Table 1), akin to the spatial distribution
shown in Fig. 3. An interactive version of the summary fig-
ure, in which isochrones can be selected arbitrarily and studied
in more detail, or their evolution may be visualized by succes-
sively adding them to the diagram using a slider corresponding
to their estimated ages, is also available online and can be ac-
cessed via the link in the figure caption. Besides the summary
plot, figures A.1 and A.2 provide a separate view of the results
for each cluster, using a Ggp — Ggrp color-magnitude diagram and
the corresponding empirical isochrone and uncertainty bounds.
The panels displaying the clusters are sorted in ascending order
of their estimated literature ages.

From the individual cluster CMDs, it is apparent that the
SVR-generated isochrones generally trace the respective stellar
distributions very well. They even preserve specific details, such
as the knee-like bend in the upper main sequence (Mg ~ 4 mag,
Ggp — Grp ~ 1 — 1.5 mag) characteristic for young stellar pop-
ulations, in many cases, even though this part of the CMD is
often sparsely populated. Regarding the lower main sequence
region, the empirical isochrones pass through the most densely
populated part of the stellar distribution, which we assume to be

the most reliable indicator of the true distribution of the clus-
ter stars, that they would assume without the scatter induced
by observational errors. Another characteristic captured by the
empirical isochrones is the arc toward the upper right of the
CMD of evolved clusters. This feature is reminiscent of a main-
sequence turn-off, albeit not as intricate as ones available from
model isochrones due to the lack of observable sources at this
evolutionary stage. Likewise, the empirical indicator of a main
sequence turn-off is only present when our cluster selection in-
cludes observed members in the red giant region. This is why
some evolved clusters with similar literature ages do not exhibit a
turn-off in the empirical isochrones while those in adjacent pan-
els of Fig. A.2 do. This circumstance should also be considered
when looking at the number of main sequence turn-offs visible
in the summary figure.

Overall, Fig. 7 displays a generally good agreement between
the distribution of the empirical isochrones and the cluster ages
found in literature, as indicated by the mostly smooth color gra-
dient visible between the isochrones depicting clusters that were
determined to be young and those portraying ones that have been
estimated to be older. Looking at the evolved clusters for which
we do recover a main sequence turn-off indicator, we also re-
port a good agreement between the model-determined ages and
the empirically determined ones based on the evolution of the
turn-off point positions, although a few disagreements are also
apparent. For instance, the Stock 2 cluster has a lower empiri-
cal isochrone turn-off, which indicates a more evolved state than
its literature age suggests. On the opposite end of the age range,
it can be observed that the empirical isochrones corresponding
to the youngest clusters in our sample successfully and unan-
imously capture the relative shift of the lower main sequence
toward the upper right of the CMD.

Overall, the good agreement in the comparison between the
literature cluster ages determined via model fitting and the purely
observation-based empirical isochrones provides an important
mutual verification for both approaches. Apart from possible
systematic errors, model-dependent cluster ages from isochrone
fitting do indeed often represent the stellar evolution of clusters
very well. On the other hand, our archive of empirical isochrones
proves to cover an extensive range of evolutionary phases of
clusters. Both facts are apparent from the correlation between
the cluster age from literature, indicated by their color, and the
locations of the corresponding empirical isochrones in Fig. 7.
Regardless, this strong correlation breaks down for individual
clusters.

5.1. Validation using Sco-Cen clusters

To assess the practical feasibility of using the empirical
isochrone archive as an age-scaling ladder, we validate our re-
sults against the clusters of Catalog III. The dataset offers the
best testing conditions of our source catalogs, as its populations
all originate from the same star-forming region, and their ages
have been determined homogeneously. Additionally, of the 16
considered groups, only beta Sco has a reported mean extinction
greater than zero (Ay = 0.5 mag). Thus, the validation is nei-
ther biased against different age estimation methods nor against
differing general parameters between the various groups. More-
over, with estimated ages between circa 7 and 20 Myr, the CMD
distributions of the cluster isochrones are expected to show a sig-
nificant shift of the lower main sequence toward the upper right,
which should make them clearly distinguishable from one an-
other. At the same time, their low absolute age spread means that
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Fig. 7. Summary plot of all Gaia empirical isochrones calculated for the 83 archive clusters, shown for the three different color indices Ggp — Grp,
Ggp — G, and G — Ggp. The color coding of the isochrones corresponds to the estimated cluster age found in the literature (see Table 1 for details).

An interactive version of the figure is also available here.

they would provide a very fine grid for a possible age-scaling of
young, unknown stellar populations.

Figure 8 displays the calculated empirical isochrones for the
Sco-Cen groups, with the different colors again indicating their
respective estimated ages (Ratzenbock et al. 2023). As for Fig. 7,
a strong correlation between the locations, meaning the evolu-
tionary phases, of the empirical isochrones and the associated
ages of the populations is visible for the entire sample. By build-
ing up the plot sequentially, we found that in the region between
~ 4 and 11 G magnitudes, where the uncertainty bounds of the
empirical isochrones are the narrowest, there is even a perfect
agreement between the isochrone position and age sequence.
The trend also holds true in the upper main sequence (< 2 mag)
for most of the groups, except for the sigma Sco and the Antares
clusters. A visual inspection of the CMDs of the two populations
showed that their distributions exhibit a higher apparent scatter
in their upper main sequences than the other Sco-Cen groups.
As a result, the algorithm cannot derive a physically meaningful
upper main sequence region for the two clusters.

From the favorable correlation, we conclude that the Sco-
Cen empirical isochrones may indeed be used as an age-scaling
grid or ladder for determining relative ages of other, unknown
populations with similar ages. Given the excellent verification
between literature and empirical isochrone positions in Fig. 7,
the principle can be extended to the whole archive, though extra
care needs to be taken when comparing between clusters with
ages determined by different authors, as those estimates might
be biased again by their respective isochrone fitting or model
choices.
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5.2. Isochrone blindspot as traced by empirical isochrones

Another interesting comparison that can be made using the
empirical isochrones of the archive concerns the isochrone
blindspot between 100 and 500 Myr that was initially introduced
in Fig. 2. The isochrones corresponding to the lower and upper
age limits of said region are outlined in black in the panels of
Fig 9 for the different Gaia color combinations, again using the
PARSEC code with default parameters, no extinction and solar-
like metallicity. Along with the theoretical isochrones, the figure
shows all empirical isochrones of the archive clusters whose es-
timated ages coincide with the blindspot age range.

It can be observed that the region where the theoretical
isochrones overlap to form the isochrone blindspot is not as
narrow when empirical isochrones are concerned. This broad-
ening is most likely caused by the influence of the extinction
and metallicity values for each cluster, thereby again highlight-
ing the high dependence of the model-dependent isochrone fit-
ting method on these two input parameters. Another reason for
the observed broadening could be the uncertainty of the empir-
ical isochrones around the main sequence turn-off locations of
the clusters at the upper end of the blindspot age range. In cases
where only a few select sources are observed in the red giant
region, the empirical isochrones may divert from the main se-
quence earlier than theoretically predicted for the corresponding
age. Finally, it is also possible that some of the oldest clusters
in the figure may have their ages underestimated in literature, as
their empirical main sequence turn-off points seem lower than
theory would suggest.
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Fig. 8. Summary plot of empirical isochrones derived for the 16 clusters
out of the 34 groups discovered in the Sco-Cen complex (Ratzenbock
et al. 2022), which are in the empirical isochrone archive. The lines are
color-coded in accordance with the estimated ages published in Ratzen-
bock et al. (2023). The age sequence constitutes an almost perfect fit to
the empirical isochrone shapes and positions within the CMD.

Nonetheless, we report a region between ~ 5 — 9 absolute G
magnitudes, where the empirical isochrones emulate their theo-
retical counterparts in forming a very narrow section of overlap-
ping curves — in a reduced form, the blindspot remains visible,
even using empirical isochrones.

Apart from the broadening of the upper main sequence, there
is another critical feature mapped by the empirical isochrones in
the plot, which concerns the lower main sequence (below the
dash-dotted line): Both the model isochrones and the empiri-
cal ones start to diverge from one another again at this point.
However, the empirical curves systematically assume a different
shape and curvature than the models, which is especially pro-
nounced for the Gaia Ggp — Grp and Ggp — G color indices. The
color coding again shows an evolutionary sequence for the em-
pirical lines. The discrepancy between models and observations
is discussed further in Section 6.2.1.

5.3. Performance on different photometric systems

To gauge the aspired flexibility and adaptive properties of the
PCA-SVR algorithm toward different CMD shapes and photo-
metric systems other than Gaia, we applied our method to the
DANCe dataset of the two clusters IC 4665 and the Pleiades
(Olivares et al. 2018a; Miret-Roig et al. 2019). Figure 10 dis-
plays the results for six different passband combinations. The

isochrones calculated from these CMDs are also available on-
line (see Appendix B for details).

As can be seen, the algorithm demonstrated an impressive
performance on all tested CMDs, indicating great flexibility to-
ward different kinds of input data. Even for the mostly vertical
CMD and characteristic knee-shaped kink of the distribution of
the Mj vs. J — K combination, reliable empirical isochrones that
recover the distribution shape in detail were found.

Compared to most of the results using Gaia data, the edges of
the uncertainty bounds and the isochrones are considerably less
well-behaved for the new photometric systems, even describing
abrupt turns in some cases. However, they penetrate the very
faint regions close to the observation limit, which is why few
sources are available for the fit. At the same time, the data scat-
ter is considerably more prominent than in most Gaia CMDs. In
light of these complications, the performance of the algorithm is
commendable. Even more, an adaptation of the hyperparameters
to the new photometric systems was not necessary.

6. Discussion

In this section, we first address general quality aspects of using
and interpreting our empirical isochrones and possible limita-
tions of the algorithm before outlining concrete application sce-
narios of the archive as age-scaling ladder or age brackets. As
most of the new information gained from empirical isochrones
concerns the lower main sequence, we mainly focus on this re-
gion. Furthermore, the performance and information gain of em-
pirical isochrones are compared with several popular models.

6.1. Empirical isochrone quality

The quality of the extracted empirical isochrones is evaluated
in a two-pronged manner: First, via comparison to the observed
stellar distribution in the CMD and considering the shape and
width of the uncertainty bounds and second, via the more gen-
eral viewpoint regarding the sensitivity of the extracted curves
on variations in the key observational parameters from which
the CMD is created.

Regarding the former, it can be seen from the cluster CMDs
in Figs. A.1 and A.2 that the isochrone extraction with PCA and
SVR yields accurate representations of the apparent shape of
the cluster distributions. In general, there is little fluctuation be-
tween the various resampled isochrones, and the uncertainty re-
gions indicated by black lines are very narrow. The results show
a successful hyperparameter tuning and the general good appli-
cability of the machine learning procedure to the extraction task.
The central parts of the cluster main sequences are exception-
ally well-defined for almost all archive clusters. The only regions
where the uncertainty bounds are larger are the edge regions.

Regarding the latter, we identified five key parameters that
may impact the CMD of a stellar population itself, and by exten-
sion also the empirical isochrone: the measurement uncertainties
in photometry and parallaxes, fraction of unresolved binaries,
(differential) extinction, and field contamination. We performed
a detailed exploration of the sensitivity of our proposed method
to those parameters in Appendix E. To this end, we defined a pa-
rameter range holding three values for each key parameter and
constructed a full factorial parameter grid consisting of 243 com-
binations. We then evaluated each grid point on three represen-
tative archive clusters by creating synthetic CMDs that incor-
porated the respective uncertainties in the key parameters at the
given grid point and extracting empirical isochrones from them.
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Fig. 9. Visualization of empirical isochrones compared with theoretical ones for the previously described isochrone blindspot (~ 100 — 500 Myr).
The black lines correspond to model isochrones delineating the edges of the blindspot region, using PARSEC with default parameters. The colored
lines are all empirical isochrones belonging to clusters with estimated ages in this age range.

We calculated an average deviation score between newly calcu-
lated and original isochrones using a nearest-neighbor distance
metric. By heuristically determining thresholds for acceptable
deviations between original and re-computed isochrones, we de-
termined parameter ranges for reliable results based on our anal-
ysis (see Sect. E.2). We briefly summarize our findings in the
following paragraphs.

6.1.1. Edge regions

For a few clusters, the upper ends of the empirical isochrones
start to diverge and flatten toward the left of the populated area
instead of matching the brightest stars of the clusters. Prominent
examples include the sigma Sco, Antares, nu Cen, UPK 422,
and NGC 2516 clusters in Figs. A.1 and A.2, respectively. This
usually happens for a specific combination of CMD proper-
ties: Firstly, the upper main sequence only includes few and
sparse sources, creating an exceptionally high gradient in pop-
ulation density between the upper and the lower mass end. Con-
sequently, the bootstrapping process is even less likely to draw
sources representing the upper main sequence than the general
bias that the initial mass function imposes. Secondly, the bright-
est sources are associated with larger errors, usually in their par-
allax measurement, and therefore smaller weights in the regres-
sion. As a result, the machine learning algorithm tends to avoid
those data points, but as it is designed to create a curve encom-
passing the entire dynamical range of the cluster, it creates the
previously described artifacts. Often, these are already indicated
by larger uncertainty bounds, but there are exceptions (see, e.g.,
UPK 422). When working with such isochrones, one should con-
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sider removing the empirical line’s final entry to have a more
reliable representation of the cluster.

6.1.2. Measurement uncertainties in photometry and parallax

Our sensitivity analysis showed, that neither photometric nor
parallax measurement uncertainties have significant influence on
the extracted isochrone. We purposefully used extreme assump-
tions for the errors in attributing the chosen uncertainties to ev-
ery star in a cluster instead of drawing different values from a
Gaussian distribution. Even so, we found that viewed individu-
ally, their respective impact on the isochronal shape is negligible.
For the photometric uncertainty, we report an average deviation
between old and re-computed isochrone of less than 1 % for pho-
tometric uncertainties < 0.03 mag for each star. The same holds
true for a fractional parallax error of 5 % for each star. For a
fractional parallax error of 10 %, the average deviation between
the original and a re-computed isochrone is around 2 % using a
Ggp — Ggp passband combination in the CMD, ca. 1 % using a
Ggp—G CMD and below one percent for the G—Ggp CMD (Tab.
E.3). Nevertheless, we again note that in case of fractional paral-
lax errors larger than 10 %, our approach to distance estimation
via parallax inversion would not be applicable anymore.

When assuming the simultaneous presence of uncertainties
in all parameters, we could extract reliable isochrones for more
than 50 % of the tested parameter combinations for parallax un-
certainties up to 5 % in the Ggp — Grp color combination. For
the photometric uncertainties and other passband combinations,
the fraction was typically lower than 50 %.
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Fig. 10. Empirical isochrones calculated for the clusters IC 4665 and the Pleiades for six CMD variations using DANCe data.

6.1.3. Unresolved binary sequence and field star
contamination

Concerning field star contaminants and the unresolved binary
sequence, our extraction method, in theory, should be robust
against outliers as long as their number does not exceed that of
(resolved) cluster members. For the archive clusters, this was
only the case for the discarded RSG 7 cluster. We achieve this
robustness by regulating the e-tube of the SVR (Appendix D.2).

We verified this assumption in our sensitivity analysis in Ap-
pendix E by including both the unresolved binary fraction and
field star contamination as parameters in our grid. When averag-
ing over all three clusters and viewing the parameter influence
in isolation, meaning with all other parameter influences set to
zero (Tab. E.3), we verified that 30 % binaries pose no prob-
lem to the reliability of the empirical isochrones in any of the
passband combinations. On the other hand, the presence of 50 %
unresolved binary contamination exceed the reliability thresh-

old, an expected outcome given the theoretical limitations of our
method. As for the field fraction, contamination up to 50 % has
no impact on the reliability of the extracted isochrones, when
acting in isolation.

We found that in the presence of other parameter un-
certainties, disregarding photometric uncertainties, empirical
isochrones for the Ggp — Grp passband combination could be
produced for more than 50 % of the grid points up to an un-
resolved binary fraction of 35 to 40 % for the three test clus-
ters. For the other passband combinations the thresholds are not
reached for all clusters, thus not permitting a general statement.
Interestingly, we find that artificially adding field contamination
to the data can statistically have beneficial effects on intermedi-
ate age and old clusters, as they mostly add to the same locus as
the cluster (lower) main sequence stars. Due to its dependence
on the cluster age, the influence of field contamination on the
isochrone reliability in the presence of other uncertainty factors
cannot be simply generalized.
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6.1.4. Extinction

Observational data can be affected by interstellar extinction,
which would shift the position of an empirical isochrone to-
ward lower magnitudes and redder colors. Such mispositioning
could potentially cause problems concerning the application of
empirical isochrones as age-scaling ladders. However, extinction
can be determined by using several sets of extra measurements,
such as stellar spectra, inference methods such as Gaia Apsis
(Fouesneau et al. 2023), or as a model parameter, for example
via isochrone fitting. As a result, similarly to cluster ages, one
can find a vast array of different extinction values for the archive
clusters when consulting various works of literature (Bossini
et al. 2019; Cantat-Gaudin & Anders 2020; Dias et al. 2021).
Adjusting the empirical isochrones for extinction would there-
fore contradict the central focus of the isochrone archive of re-
maining model-independent and free of any priors, as we would
have to place preference on one of the different approaches for
extinction determination.

Still, the effects of the extinction parameter on the isochrone
quality in our specific use case need to be evaluated. As a first
step, we calculated the extinction vector using the coefficients
determined by Wang & Chen (2019). Since they only provide
values for the second Gaia data release, we use this data as well,
as it is enough for a qualitative picture of the situation. Fig. 11
shows a CMD of all sources included in our selections of Cata-
log I and Catalog III, respectively.® The extinction vector in the
Gaia DR2 G band is displayed alongside the data. It aligns well
with the orientation of the bulk of the main sequence locus of
stars in both test cases, meaning that any extinction present in
the individual clusters would only result in a slight downward
shift along the main sequence. We further note that according to
literature (Bossini et al. 2019; Cantat-Gaudin & Anders 2020;
Ratzenbdck et al. 2023), the highest estimated extinction of a
cluster in the archive corresponds to Ag = 0.6312 mag (Ay = 0.8
mag) for UBC 17a.” Any shift would therefore only have a maxi-
mum length of around two-thirds of the indicated extinction vec-
tor.

We validated our assumption that the extinction values for
the clusters in the archive are negligible in our sensitivity anal-
ysis in Appendix E. We created synthetic CMDs for three rep-
resentative archive clusters, assuming a flat extinction level of
either Ag = 0.25 mag or Ag = 0.75 mag, and calculated the de-
viation between the original and the newly computed isochrone
and compared the results to empirically derived threshold values
for each CMD passband combination and cluster, respectively.
Viewed in isolation, we also found that for all but the G — Ggrp
CMD, an extinction value of Ag = 0.25 mag causes deviations
well below the threshold value; however, this does not hold true
for the larger extinction value of 0.75 mag (Tab. E.3).

Given the presence of uncertainties in the other examined
parameters, the median isochronal deviation lies within the ac-
cepted range for Ag < 0.3 mag in the Ggp — Ggp CMD. For the
other tow combinations, only values well below 0.1 mag extinc-
tion should be considered in the presence of further significant
parametric uncertainties.

 As in Fig. 1, the vertical line of data points in the CMD of Catalog I
only appears in their DR2 selection and vanishes when using DR3 data.
7 Dias et al. (2021) report extinction values Ay > 0.8 mag for
NGC 1662 (Ay = 1.214 mag), Alessi 20 (Ay = 1.002 mag) and
Collinder 350 (Ay = 0.981 mag). However, these values are between a
factor of 1.67 to 2.76 higher than those reported by both Cantat-Gaudin
& Anders (2020); Bossini et al. (2019).
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Fig. 11. Scope and direction of the extinction vector, visualized on Gaia
DR?2 data of the Catalog I and Catalog III selections using coeflicients
published by Wang & Chen (2019). For both cases, the extinction vector
is almost parallel to the general orientation of the main sequence.

We also approximated the effects of differential extinction on
the isochrone extraction method (see Appendix E.3) by adding
Gaussian noise to the flat extinction values and fixing the other
investigated parameters to plausible values®. Given these as-
sumptions, the reliability threshold for a flat extinction assump-
tion lies around 0.35 - 0.6 mag for the Ggp — Grp CMD and
around 0.2 - 0.3 mag for the Ggp — G CMD. We found that for
extinction levels < 0.5 mag and standard deviations o4, < 1
mag, the same thresholds apply as for the flat extinction level.

‘We conclude, that for our archive clusters, we should be able
to produce reliable isochrones in the Ggp — Grp passband combi-
nations for almost all cases, even taking their estimated extinc-
tion into account. The third quantile and maximum of our ref-
erence extinction values are Ag = 0.377 mag and Ag = 0.6312
mag, respectively. The former lies within the reliability threshold
range defined in Appendix E.3, while the latter is slightly above
the upper limit. However, the actual uncertainties are likely to
be below the assumptions of the simulations, which are overes-
timating the errors especially for the photometric and parallax
uncertainties compared to a realistic distribution of uncertain-
ties. As the sensitivity to extinction seems to scale with cluster
age and/or distance, we searched the archive clusters for candi-
dates with similar properties as the test case NGC 752, meaning
d > 400 pc and an age of > 1 Gyr and checked whether their es-
timated extinction exceeds the reliability threshold for NGC 752
of 0.3 mag. We then did the same search for clusters similar to
Blanco 1, that is d > 200pc and age > 100 Myr, with an ex-
tinction larger than the threshold value of 0.5 mag. None of the
clusters in the archive corresponding to said properties have re-
ported extinction values exceeding the respective threshold. The
same applies to the Ggp — G CMD thresholds. For the G — Ggp
passband combinations, we can only make the definitive state-
ment that we can produce reliable empirical isochrones for flat

8 Photometric uncertainty of 0.01 mag in all source, fractional parallax
uncertainty of 1% in all sources, 30 % unresolved binary fraction and
25 % field contamination fraction.
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extinction levels up to Ag = 0.25 mag, disregarding the presence
of uncertainties in other parameters.

It should be noted that users may subtract the extinction con-
tribution from the empirical isochrones themselves in the case of
uniform extinction at any time. In future works, we might also
provide empirical isochrones considering the extinction param-
eters inferred by Gaia Apsis.

6.2. Lower main sequence analysis: Case studies

The lower main sequence of clusters is an important region for
various reasons. First and foremost, low-mass stars are known to
be the most numerous stars in the galaxy. Their properties have
rendered them high-interest objects in the search for exoplan-
ets (see, e.g., Reiners et al. 2018), which in turn makes estima-
tions of their respective ages and masses paramount for further-
ing our understanding, especially regarding planetary formation
and habitability research. Another vital aspect of why we should
care for lower main sequence stars is that it is often an essential
discriminating feature of younger populations (> 50 —200 Myr),
as they often have no observable turn-off yet, and fall into the
blindspot region. As Fig. 9 showed, the lower main sequence of
such clusters can be empirically resolved and aid the correct age
ordering of such populations.

6.2.1. Theoretical vs. empirical isochrones down to the
brown dwarf limit for IC 4665

Modeling the dense and cool objects making up the faint end of
(nearby) stellar population CMDs with stellar evolution codes
involves complex physics. For instance, correct representations
of nonideal effects within the stellar equations of state, as well
as for nuclear reaction processes, and accurate stellar atmo-
sphere models that account for the effects of molecular opac-
ity (Chabrier & Baraffe 1997; Baraffe et al. 1998) are needed.
A particular obstacle to the successful modeling of the evolu-
tion of low-mass objects is posed by atmospheric convection or
other stellar mixing processes such as overshooting (Weiss &
Heners 2013). Convection, at least in the mixing length theory
formalism, reportedly still has some limitations, for instance, in
mapping the thermal properties of convectively unstable atmo-
spheres (Baraffe et al. 2015). Despite the overall reported good
agreement between models and observations, especially in the
optical bands, there is still often some visible disagreement re-
garding the lower main sequence of stars that appears over dif-
ferent models found in literature (e.g., Chen et al. 2014; Herczeg
& Hillenbrand 2015).

The disagreement between theory and observations for the
faint end of the main sequence has already been shown in Fig. 9
for the archive clusters. Now instead, we want to demonstrate the
sensitivity of stellar evolution models to different input physics
and how they compare to reality when applied specifically to
the very low-mass end of a population. To this end, we dis-
play a m; vs. i — K CMD of DANCe data of the IC 4665 clus-
ter in Fig. 12. We note that this plot displays apparent magni-
tudes instead of the usual absolute magnitudes on its y—axis. The
left panel additionally displays model isochrones from BHAC15
(Baraffe et al. 2015), BT-Settl (Allard 2014), and PARSEC’
(Bressan et al. 2012), corresponding to the age (30 Myr) and
extinction (Ay = 0.72 mag, transformed into the used bands

° For this comparison, we chose the OBC bolometric correction in-
stead of the default choice of YBC+Vega, as OBC matches the obser-
vations more closely.
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Fig. 12. Comparison between theoretical and empirical isochrone per-
formances in the lower main sequence of the cluster IC 4665. Left:
Three theoretical isochrones corresponding to an age of 30 Myr and
using solar metallicity, corrected regarding the estimated cluster extinc-
tion (Miret-Roig et al. 2019). Right: Empirical isochrones determined
in this work (red line) and by Miret-Roig et al. (2019) (orange line).

using tables from Wang & Chen 2019) values used in Miret-
Roig et al. (2019). It is immediately obvious that neither of the
three theoretical isochrones presents an accurate match for the
data, but even more astonishing is the fact that they are in such
stark disagreement with one another. The PARSEC isochrone
does not penetrate the very faint magnitudes and has the least re-
semblance to the observations. The BHAC15 isochrone does not
match the population very well, either. The best fit is achieved
with the BT-Settl isochrone, but it still misses the sources at the
faint end. Our findings support the age variations between dif-
ferent models already reported in the introduction in Sect. 2.1.
But even more, we emphasize that these isochrones are not only
supposed to represent the same age but also identical metallicity
and extinction values.

In the right panel of the figure, the empirical isochrone de-
rived by Miret-Roig et al. (2019), and the one calculated in this
work are displayed. Both are much better fits than their theoret-
ical counterparts for IC 4665. The differences between our and
the DANCe isochrones are a consequence of the different extrac-
tion methods and the fact that the DANCe isochrone traces the
lower left edge of the distribution, whereas we decided to de-
rive the curve from the densest part, but the differences are less
pronounced than for the model isochrones. In the areas with less
scatter in the data, both empirical curves are in excellent agree-
ment and accurately trace the sequence down to the faintest mag-
nitudes.

The case study on IC 4665 shows that our observational
data are good enough to map the observed distribution in detail,
meaning that empirical isochrones could be important for con-
straining stellar evolution models. We anticipate that our results
will provide reliable calibration data, specifically in the lower
mass regime, where the physics gets increasingly complex, al-
beit they could also serve for calibration purposes along the rest
of the main sequence.
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Fig. 13. Age bracketing of the Meingast 1 stream with empirical isochrones, whose corresponding cluster CMDs are shown in the right column
of the figure. The gray points indicate the combined data of all three clusters, and the population connected to the plotted isochrone is overlaid
in blue. By comparing the empirical isochrone of the stellar stream (yellow line) with similar archive isochrones, we bracketed the stream and, in
extension, its relative age, by the Pleiades (magenta line) and by the Blanco 1 cluster (green line).

6.2.2. Age-bracketing of the Meingast 1 stream

We illustrate the idea behind the relative age determination us-
ing empirical isochrones on a type of stellar conglomerate dis-
covered fairly recently — the stellar stream Meingast 1 (Meingast
et al. 2019). As a relatively unfamiliar object with a well-defined
CMD member selection and an estimated age right inside the
blindspot region, it presents a particularly interesting case study
for assessing the usefulness of the empirical isochrone archive.
The first discovered example of its class, the stream is a
prime example of how easily isochronal ages can be distorted
by nonmember stars at crucial points such as the turn-off re-
gion: Upon its discovery, the stream was estimated to be around
1 Gyr (Meingast et al. 2019), due to the presence of a single
evolved star right at the top of the member selection in the CMD.
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Subsequent works and age determinations using gyrochronology
(Curtis et al. 2019), a lithium-rotation connection in low-mass
members (Arancibia-Silva et al. 2020), isochrone fitting with
an updated member selection (Ratzenbock et al. 2020; Roser
& Schilbach 2020), lithium abundance measurements (Hawkins
et al. 2020), and empirical lithium equivalent widths (Jeffries
et al. 2023) have revised the original estimate and settled on an
age around 110 — 120 Myr.

However, apart from the discovery paper, all literature works
have compared the stream to the Pleiades cluster, and almost all
estimates even rest almost solely on this fact. For instance, its
gyrochronological age was determined based on its similarity to
one of only three benchmark clusters referenced as 120 Myr, 670
Myr, and 1 Gyr, respectively. Similarly, the age estimate from
lithium abundance measurements for both the Pleiades and the
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Fig. 14. Comparison of the difference between the empirical isochrones
in the lower main sequence region with theoretical isochrones across
a realistic extinction and metallicity range.Left: PARSEC model
isochrones with different possible extinction and metallicity values
found for the Pleiades and the stream in literature. Right: Zoom-in of
the lower main sequence region of the age bracket of the Meingast 1
stream shown in Fig. 13.

stream has only very broad constraints of ~ 120 — 200 Myr and
stems from comparing the stream data with measurements from
the Pleiades, the Hyades, and the galactic disk. While the results
indeed show that an apparent similarity exists between the two
populations that can be traced by different indicators, a compar-
ison between so few objects, though necessitated by lack of fur-
ther observations, does not permit the determination of precise
(relative) age limits.

Once again, one has to fall back onto model-dependent ap-
proaches to get more precise age estimates. But for the Mein-
gast 1 stream, even this strategy is hampered as it, along with the
Pleiades, lies squarely inside the isochrone blindspot (Sect. 2.2).
This is also reflected in literature, where it is reported that
PARSEC isochrones for the stream and the Pleiades show no
significant differences between the 80 and 130 Myr (Curtis et al.
2019), or 100 and 150 Myr (Roser & Schilbach 2020).

We, on the other hand, now have ample empirical informa-
tion in the blindspot region, specifically in the lower main se-
quence, thanks to the empirical isochrone archive. Hence, we
could select the ones best resembling the stream and deter-
mine relative “age brackets” for the stream, which are shown in
Fig. 13: The upper bracket is provided by the Pleiades, whereas
the Blanco 1 cluster forms the lower bracket. For our subsequent
analysis, we focus exclusively on the regions where the uncer-
tainty regions (dashed lines) and the isochrones themselves are
indistinguishable to minimize uncertainties brought on by the
quality limitations of the empirical isochrones (Sect. 6.1).

Similarly to the other literature works, we find a close re-
semblance between the Pleiades and the stream over almost the
entire blindspot region. But we also see a clear shift of the em-
pirical lower main sequences of the two populations starting
around Mg = 9 mag and continuing until the broadening of
the uncertainty bounds. Judging from only the lower main se-
quence, the Pleiades would therefore be slightly younger than

Table 2. Different age estimates for the clusters bracketing the Mein-
gast 1 stream. Since there is a general disagreement on which of the
clusters is the older one, providing a relative age estimate for the stream
is the best possibility.

Reference Blanco 1 Pleiades
Isochronal log(age)
Bossini et al. (2019) 7.975 7.973
Cantat-Gaudin et al. (2020) 8.02 7.89
Dias et al. (2021) 8.012 8.116
Empirical lithium EW log(age)
Jeftries et al. (2023) 7.86 7.97

Meingast 1. However, this is partly contested by literature (Ta-
ble 2) and also not supported by the upper main sequence of the
empirical isochrones.

However, we find that along the lower main sequence the
Meingast 1 stream isochrone matches the one of the Blanco 1
cluster almost exactly. The stream and Blanco 1 are both lo-
cated below the galactic plane in the direction of the galactic
south pole, indicating that their extinction should be negligible.
In contrast, the Pleiades are often attributed a low but not zero
extinction, although its value, when derived via isochrone fitting,
is affected by the same uncertainties as the age estimates due to
the strong parameter degeneracy.

Another factor to consider in this difference between the
isochrones is metallicity: Investigations of Ratzenbock et al.
(2020) indicate a slight difference between the stream’s and
the Pleiades’ metallicity values of AZ =~ 0.002. To determine
whether the shift between the empirical isochrones of the two
populations could be a result of either of the two parameters,
we calculate PARSEC isochrones using the highest estimated
extinction for the Pleiades found in our literature sources (Dias
et al. 2021, Ay = 0.18 mag), and stellar metallicity values rang-
ing from solar to Z = 0.018. The results of this qualitative analy-
sis are displayed in Fig. 14. As can be seen from the comparison
between the left and the right panel, the theoretical isochrones
do not disperse enough to account for the apparent differences
in the isochrones. In other words, the shift in the lower main se-
quence between the Pleiades and the stream cannot be explained
solely by the combined effects of extinction and metallicity.

Judging from the results of the empirical lower main se-
quence analysis, we propose that the age of the Meingast 1
stream is between that of Blanco 1 and the Pleiades, with slightly
more resemblance to the former population, than to the latter.
Alas, comparing literature ages of those two populations yields
a disagreement on which one is actually older and which is
younger (see Table 2). Again, this highlights how flimsy model
age determination can be.

Despite the disagreements in literature on which of the
bracketing clusters actually corresponds to the lower and up-
per age limit, respectively, we can still provide a quite narrow
relative age range of the stream. Given its position relative to
the Pleiades in the lower main sequence, it seems as if it were
a few Myr younger, even after factoring in possible extinction.
From this perspective, it also seems as if the Blanco 1 cluster
were indeed older than the Pleiades. This trend does seem re-
versed in the upper main sequence, but we again highlight that
the regions with diverging uncertainty bounds should be inter-
preted with much more care than those with narrow uncertainty
regions.
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7. Summary and conclusions

The new era of high-precision astrometric and photometric data
provided in large quantities by all-sky surveys such as Gaia al-
lows us to find new synergies between astronomy and data sci-
ence. In doing so, we were able to add new, purely observation-
based information to the complex topic of stellar age determina-
tion.

We developed a fast, flexible algorithm based on machine
learning and statistical analysis tools that produces empirical
isochrones for a multitude of CMD shapes and evolutionary
stages of clusters. Its only inputs are the photometric and as-
trometric data needed to create any arbitrary color-magnitude
diagram of a cluster or stellar population. By applying our al-
gorithm to different recently published cluster member catalogs,
we created an archive of empirical isochrones that includes 83
clusters within 500 pc representing an age range between 7 Myr
and 3 Gyr. We draw the following conclusions from our results
and subsequent analyses:

1. When observing the general, larger trends, isochronal age
determination is in good agreement with the empirical
isochrone positions (Fig. 7).

2. Validation against the Sco-Cen data of Catalog III (Fig. 8)
shows that it is possible to create a fine grid for relative
age determinations and that for homogeneously determined
groups and ages there exists a one-to-one correlation be-
tween the estimated absolute ages and the distribution of the
empirical isochrones.

3. The algorithm works for different photometric systems and
CMD configurations (Fig. 10), even though it was developed
using only Gaia data.

4. The empirical isochrones are overall detailed and accurate
CMD representations. High data scatter and sudden source
drops are the limiting factors in the isochrone quality (Sect.
6.1).

5. A d)etailed sensitivity analysis concluded that, viewed in iso-
lation, the empirical isochrones are reliable against at least a
photometric measurement uncertainties of 0.03 mag, a frac-
tional parallax uncertainties of 10 %, a binary contamination
of 30 %, an extinction level of 0.25 mag Ag'’, and a field
contamination fraction of 50 %. A more detailed analysis of
the effects of extinction concluded, that under the assump-
tion of 0.01 mag photometric uncertainty, 1 % parallax un-
certainty, 30 % unresolved binary fraction and 25 % field
contamination, empirical isochrones remain reliable given a
mean extinction of 0.3 - 0.6 mag, depending on the clus-
ter age, in the Ggp — Grp CMD, depending on the inspected
cluster. For the Ggp — G CMD, this value range shifts to 0.2
- 0.3 mag. When considering combined uncertainty effects,
the reliability may vary depending on the specific uncertainty
values (Sect. E).

6. Empirical isochrones add considerable information toward
the hard-to-model lower main sequence. This is especially
important in the isochrone blindspot region.

7. There is still ample room for improvement when compar-
ing model isochrones with observations, specifically at low
stellar masses (Sect. 6.2). We are aware that modeling the
physics of low-mass stars is particularly challenging and an-
ticipate that our empirical isochrones could serve for calibra-
tion purposes in this regard (Fig. 12).

8. The archive of isochrones can be used as age-scaling ladder
for determining relative ages via empirical isochrone brack-
eting. We showed this in a case study of the newly found

10" Except for the G — Ggp passband combination.
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Meingast 1 stream, which is closely bracketed by not only
the Pleiades cluster as established in the literature but also
shares a lot of resemblance with the Blanco 1 cluster (Fig.
13).

In the future, we aim to expand the empirical isochrone
archive toward an even larger sample of nearby open clusters and
look for loci of empirical lines that can be connected to similar
global attributes of open clusters.
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Fig. A.1. CMDs of the individual archive clusters (1-40), along with their calculated empirical isochrones and uncertainty bounds. The clusters

are ordered according to their literature ages in ascending fashion.

Appendix A: Cluster CMDs

To demonstrate the general quality of the empirical isochrones
derived in this work, we showcase the results for all 83 clusters in
our selection in the Gaia G vs. Ggp—Ggrp CMDs in Figs. A.1 and
A.2. The clusters are arranged in ascending order based on their
estimated ages (see Table 1). The empirical isochrone is shown
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in red, while the 5™ and 95" percentile boundaries, calculated
from 1000 bootstrapped curves, are represented by black lines.
It can be seen that while there is generally a good agreement
between the literature ages and the evolution of the empirical
isochrone shapes, there are also some obvious differences in the
ordering, especially when inspecting rather evolved clusters with
stars populating the giant region.
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Fig. A.2. Continuation of Fig. A.1 for the remaining archive clusters (41-83).
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Table B.1. First ten table entries sorted by cluster name, showing only the columns concerning the Ggp — Grp combination of Gaia DR3, as well
as the reference age used in this work. The columns correspond to the lower (Ib) and upper (ub) uncertainty bounds, as well as the empirical
isochrone (iso) calculated for each cluster with ny,, = 1000.

Cluster BPRP_Ib_x BPRP_lb_y BPRP_iso_x BPRP_iso_y BPRP_ub_x BPRP_ub_y .. ref_age
ASCC_127 0.0311 0.5926 -0.0110 0.6027 -0.3193 0.6772 7.26
ASCC_127 0.0876 1.2667 0.0397 1.2782 -0.0328 1.2957 ... 7.26
ASCC_127 0.1387 1.5687 0.0660 1.5863 0.0296 1.5951 ... 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2099 2.1380 0.1213 2.1594 0.0958 2.1655 .. 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2123 2.1846 0.1260 2.2055 0.1004 22116 ... 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2165 2.2862 0.1362 2.3056 0.1113 2.3116 ... 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2472 2.8702 0.2128 2.8785 0.1932 2.8832 .. 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2517 2.9404 0.2226 2.9475 0.2038 2.9520 ... 7.26
ASCC_127 0.2610 3.0639 0.2366 3.0698 0.2196 3.0739 ... 7.26

ASCC_127 0.2767 3.1764 0.2504 3.1828 0.2318 3.1873 7.26

Notes. The full table will be made available at the CDS.

Appendix B: Empirical isochrone tables

In the following, we show an excerpt of one of the result ta-
bles for the empirical isochrones, as it may be found online.
Table B.1 displays the first ten entries of the first archive clus-
ter for the Gaia DR3 Ggp — Ggrp passbands (the full table is
available online). The same information is available for the
Ggp — Grp and Ggp — Ggrp passband variations for all archive
clusters. There are two distinct isochrones per passband combi-
nation available for the ten clusters appearing in both Catalog I
and Catalog II, between we distinguish by assigning the empir-
ical isochrones corresponding to the second catalog the suffix
“C2.” Our adopted reference age estimates in this manuscript
can be found in the last column of Table B.1. Similar tables are
available for the same passband combinations using Gaia DR2
and for the DANCe CMDs shown in Fig. 10, respectively.
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Appendix C: Preprocessing the data with PCA

Although the concept of PCA was already developed more than
a century ago, (Pearson 1901; Hotelling 1933), its practical fea-
sibility only started thriving with the emergence of computers.
Since then, PCA has received recognition primarily as a dimen-
sionality reduction method that unifies the ideas of increasing
data interpretability and minimal information loss. Its working
principle is based on creating new, uncorrelated variables, which
successively maximize the variance from the original dataset,
thereby retaining as much statistical information as possible.
Consequently, PCA variables are always defined by the specific
input dataset (Jolliffe & Cadima 2016). The basic principle of
the method, as given for example in Tipping & Bishop (1999);
Jolliffe & Cadima (2016) can be applied to the problem at hand
as follows:

We start with a set of n observations, corresponding to the
number of member stars N, observed for an arbitrary open clus-
ter. For each of these stars, p variables of interest are measured,
which yields an n X p observation matrix X as our input data.
In our case, only the color index and the absolute magnitude are
needed for creating a CMD, meaning the formalism simplifies to
p = 2. We now seek linear combinations of the two columns of
the observation matrix

2

Z a;xX; = Xa,

i=1

(C.1)

where a = (a1 az)T denotes a vector of constants that maxi-
mize the variance
Var(Xa) = a’Sa, with aTa=1. (C2)
In the last line, S denotes the covariance of the observation ma-
trix, and the equation is subjected to a unity restriction of the vec-
tor a. Using this constraint is a common approach for achieving
a well-defined analytical solution for PCA. The representation
of the problem and its restriction in Eq. (C.2) can now be rewrit-
ten in terms of a Lagrangian formulation L(x, 1) = f(x) — 1g(x).
Here, the function f represents the function of the variance, g
denotes the imposed constraint, and A indicates a Lagrangian
multiplier (see Tipping & Bishop 1999, Appendix E for more
details). Thus, the original equation is transformed into its dual
form and can be treated as a maximization problem

max [aTSa— A(aTa—1)]. (C.3)
Performing the derivation with respect to the vector a and setting
the result to the zero vector yields

Sa-la=0< Sa = Ala. (C4

From the new form of the equation, we see that a must be a unit-
norm eigenvector with the corresponding eigenvalue given by A.
In PCA, one is generally interested in the largest eigenvalues,
since they also correspond to the largest variance of the linear
combinations defined by their respective eigenvectors. This can
be shown easily using Eqs. (C.2) and (C.4)
Var(Xa) = a"™Sa = 1aTa = A. (C5)
Therefore, by setting a to the eigenvector corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue, we define the first principal component. The
covariance matrix S is always a real, symmetric matrix, which
means that it has exactly p real eigenvalues. In our case its two
corresponding eigenvectors can be defined as an orthonormal

vector set alTaz = 0. It can further be shown that the full set
of eigenvectors of S are the solutions to obtaining the new, un-
correlated variables defined by the linear combinations seen in
Eq. (C.1), which successively maximize the variance (Jolliffe
2002). Here, the uncorrelatedness is founded in the fact that the
covariance of two such linear combinations Xa;, Xa, given by
the eigenvectors a; and a, are zero:

a/Sa; = dafa; = 0. (C.6)
In other words, further principal components can be evaluated by
iteratively choosing the next direction that maximizes the pro-
jected variance and is orthogonal to the ones already chosen as
principal components (Tipping & Bishop 1999). The linear com-
binations of the observations matrix X and the eigenvectors ay
are what is commonly referred to as “principal components.” In
its original form, PCA only describes linear transformations of
data, thereby limiting its applicability. For this reason, various
amendments to the method have been proposed to add a more so-
phisticated, nonlinear character to it (see, e.g., Tipping & Bishop
1999).

In the common use case of PCA for dimensionality reduc-
tion, one can further show that using a centered form of the ob-
served variables xj‘ = x;; — X;, PCA is equal to a Single Value
Decomposition and use this fact for creating principal subspaces
and retaining only the most important parameters (Jolliffe &
Cadima 2016). However, in our case, we do not require an actual
dimensionality reduction but instead use PCA to rotate the ref-
erence frame into the principal components spanned by the new
variables defined in Eq. (C.1). In doing so, we not only reduce
the scatter in the data, but also preserve a functional dependency
between the input variables for the support vector regression for
clusters across all evolutionary stages and with all possible CMD
morphologies (see Fig. 5 in the main text).
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Appendix D: Curve extraction with SVR

SVR is used to extract empirical isochrones from the PCA-
transformed observational data. It also represents the step in
the algorithm where the most computational time is required;
most of it can be attributed to the tuning of the hyperparame-
ters. Furthermore, measurement errors can also be incorporated
at this point in the workflow. In the following paragraphs, we
first discuss the theory of the method before going into more
detail about the hyperparameter influence on the shapes of the
empirical isochrone, as well as the tuning process itself. Lastly,
the calculation of the weight parameter, which we use to account
for measurement errors during the regression, is discussed.

D.1. The basic method

Similar to other machine learning models, the basis for SVR is
given by a regression problem regarding a function y(x) of an
n-dimensional observations vector X, which can be written as

y(X) = wip(x) + b,

with the variable ¢ denoting a fixed feature space transformation
of x. To perform a regression, the weights w and the intercept b
are optimized by minimizing a regularized loss function

1 A
= - — 2
L= > n; E(yn, ty) + 2||W|| , D.1)

which describes the differences (y, — t,), with n = 1,...N, be-
tween the target values #, and the estimated values y, = y,(X).
There are many popular loss functions, such as least squares or
Huber loss. However, SVR is founded on a function specifically
designed to create sparse solutions. Its so-called e-insensitive
loss function takes the form

ng{o for |y, -t <e

D.2
lyn — sl — & otherwise, (D.2)

meaning that it equals zero for all values that differ up to a thresh-
old of & from their target values, the so-called e-tube, whereas
values exceeding this threshold are penalized. To describe the
upper and lower margins of the loss function outside the &-tube,
“Slack variables” &, > 0 and &, > 0, for all n = 1,...N are intro-
duced:

&>t —y,—e "below" the e-tube (D.3)
5,, >y, —t,—& "above" the e-tube (D.4)

Using the new variables, the primal problem of SVR can be writ-
ten as follows:

N
min |C " (& + &)+ %nwu2 : (D.5)

w,b.&E

n=1

Here, the parameter C regulates the penalty assigned to values
not included in the regression, although their loss does not equate
to zero. The properties of the loss function of Eq. (D.2) are effec-
tively contained within the Slack variables. To solve the problem
under consideration of the restrictions imposed by Egs. (D.3)-
(D.4) and &, 3,1 > (0, it is customary to formulate the dual prob-
lem using Lagrange multipliers, similar to what was done for
PCA in Sect. C, and subsequently optimize it. Following them
leads to the formulation of an equation for predicted values

N

y(x) = Z (af —a;)K(x,x,) +b.

n=1

(D.6)
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The equation now includes the Lagrangian multipliers ¢} > 0
and @, > 0, which describe the two conditions of the previ-
ously used Slack variables, as well as a kernel function K. As a
given data point can never be both above and below the regres-
sion curve, one of the « variables always equates to zero for the
same index n. Support vectors are points that contribute to the
predictions generated by Eq. (D.6), meaning those for which ei-
ther @ or a, is greater than zero. The coefficient b can be either
calculated using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions (for details
see, e.g., Bishop 2006, and references therein) or approximated
numerically. As a kernel function, we choose the scikit-learn
radial basis function kernel

K(x,X) = exp(-yllx - x|*), (D.7)
where y is conventionally tied to the variance o of the observa-
tion vector X viay = TLZ

D.2. Hyperparameter influence and tuning

Following the derivations of the previous section, one can ob-
serve that there are three variables that are not subjected to ana-
lytical optimization but need to be tuned separately according to
the input data. The first of these, epsilon, stems from the def-
inition of the loss function of Eq. (D.1) and corresponds to the
width of the tube around the regression curve, within which no
penalty is assigned. The second hyperparameter is the penalty C
found in Eq. (D.5), which controls the amount of data that the
regression curve may ignore. The third and final hyperparame-
ter is given via the gamma variable appearing in Eq. (D.7) and is
specific to the chosen kernel function. Its value determines the
inverse radius of influence of each data point.

To visualize the effects of the different hyperparameters on
the empirical isochrone shapes, Fig. D.1 displays a parameter
variation matrix of the three SVR hyperparameters on the ex-
ample of the PCA-transformed data of the NGC 1662 cluster.
Each row of the figure corresponds to the variation of one of the
variables, while the remaining two parameters are kept fixed to
the default values implemented in sklearn (C=1.0, epsilon =
0.1, gamma = ’scale’ = nmm{esgz ). In Fig. D.2, the same matrix is
shown, but the data and regression curves have been transformed
back into the CMD parameter space.

The panels in the first row of the figures illustrate that a larger
value for C results in increasingly complex and longer regres-
sion curves, as missing data points with the regression curve is
penalized more strongly. In an astrophysical context, this means
that for high penalty parameters, more emphasis is placed on in-
cluding the sparsely populated upper main sequence and main
sequence turn-off regions than otherwise. In the second row, the
gamma parameter is varied. As it is inversely tied to the influ-
ence radius of each data point, small values tend to result in
a strong smoothing of the regression curve, while large values
lead to overfitting. In Fig. D.1, it can be seen that for both the
variations of gamma and C, the amount of support vectors iden-
tified by the model varies only slightly. This changes upon in-
spection of the last row of the figure, as the epsilon parameter
mainly controls the number of support vectors used to build the
regression model. For very small values of epsilon, all data
are considered by the model, whereas for extremely large values
no support vectors are defined at all. As shown in Fig. D.2, the
epsilon parameter plays a vital role in the correct positioning
of the empirical isochrone, meaning the ability of the algorithm
to deal with outliers or strong scatter. Especially for populations
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Fig. D.1. Impact of different hyperparameter values on the shape of the SVR curve in PCA space on the example of NGC 1662. The data points
used as support vectors are depicted as colored dots in each plot, whereas the other data are visible as black dots.

with a strong unresolved binary sequence, as for example the se-
lected example NGC 1662, the default value of the e-tube imple-
mented in sklearn is too lenient a choice, as the placement of
the isochrone is then biased toward the binary sequence. Taken
together, the strong changes that different values for the hyper-
parameters have on the shape and positioning of the empirical
isochrone, particularly the sensitivity to unresolved binaries, de-
mands that we perform a hyperparameter tuning.

The main drawback of hyperparameter tuning is that it needs
to be performed individually for every cluster in the archive
and may even be necessary when switching between different
CMD filter combinations. However, the tuning process can be
greatly sped up by using an automated parameter gridsearch im-
plemented in scikit-learn. We use a 5-fold cross-validation
on the scaled data and perform the gridsearch on a parameter grid
ranging from epsilon € [0.01,0.0317] and C € [0.01, 100], with
20 logarithmically spaced step. We determined these bounds af-
ter running an exploratory parameter search on a significantly
larger grid for a few test clusters. There are different gridsearch
options available at scikit-learn. Figure D.3 displays the ef-
fects of using three different methods, namely (GridSearchcCV,
HalvingGridSearchCV, and BayesSearchCV) for the auto-
mated hyperparameter tuning, compared with the default SVR

parameters, which are illustrated in the leftmost panel. Com-
pared to the regression using default parameters, all three grid-
search methods produce superior results. However, likely due to
a degeneracy between at least two of the hyperparameters, not
all searches unambiguously reach the same optimized values.
The GridSearchCV finds a larger penalty value and thus also
traces the two most evolved sources in the CMD of NGC 1662
that are ignored by the other two regression curves. As indi-
cated by the colored data points in the top row of the fig-
ure, the number of support vectors varies as well, with the
HalvingGridSearchCV method determining the most support
vectors and the BayesSearchCV relying on the fewest. Despite
their different values for the hyperparameters, it is vital to note
that for all well-populated areas of the CMD of NGC 1662, the
empirical isochrones generated by the different gridsearch meth-
ods are all in agreement. The only significant differences occur
at the very bright end of the distribution, where sources grow
sparse in any case. In this region, the uncertainty of the empiri-
cal isochrones may grow quite large regardless of the employed
search algorithm (see Sect. 6.1). We therefore argue that all three
methods are valid for our purposes and selected the computation-
ally fastest and most stable one, namely the GridSearchCV.
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Fig. D.2. Impact of different hyperparameter values on the shape of the empirical isochrone, along with the reverse-transformed CMD data of

NGC 1662.

D.3. Weights

If measurement errors for a given cluster CMD are available,
they are considered during the isochrone extraction in the form
of scalar weights associated with each data data point in the dia-
gram. The weight parameter is multiplied with the tuned penalty
parameter of the SVR model to adjust the regression according
to the observational errors.

To transform the errors into weights, we employ a simple
Gaussian error propagation formula. First, the error in the abso-
lute magnitude AM is calculated by using Gaussian error propa-
gation on the equation for the distance modulus

_ 5 ’ 2
M= \/(m ‘A“) +(Am
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where @ denotes the parallax, Aw indicates its associated mea-
surement uncertainty, and Am is the measurement error in appar-
ent magnitude. The error in the color index is calculated as the
RSS of the associated errors in apparent magnitudes

AGmy —my) = /(Amy)* + (Amy)?,

with the subscripts X and Y denoting the respectively chosen
passbands for the CMD color axis. Subsequently, we combine
the calculated errors by re-evaluating their root sum of squares
and pass this value to the SVR model for each star during the
model fitting and prediction process. We opt for this kind of
error treatment as, especially considering Gaia DR2 and DR3
data, the reported measurement uncertainties for sources within
the applied distance cut of 500 pc are commonly within a neg-
ligible mmag and milli-arcsecond regime (Gaia Collaboration
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et al. 2018b, 2021). We note, that the magnitude errors are
assumed to be Gaussian in this case, although they are in truth

Gaussian in the flux. As the magnitude uncertainties Am in the
data catalogs used in this work are in the order of mmag, the
log-norm can be approximated by a Gaussian. In case of larger
magnitude errors, we recommend to verify the validity of the
Gaussian approximation.

To test the validity of our approach, we calculated binned
errors for all clusters of Catalog II. Figure D.4 displays the re-
sults for the Blanco 1 cluster. The left panel of the figure de-
picts errorbars created by dividing the cluster members into 12
equidistant bins, defined between the minimum and maximum
absolute magnitudes of the cluster distribution, and calculating
the mean errors in both variables for each bin via Gaussian error
propagation. The errorbars have been shifted to the left side of
the member distribution in the plot. In the right panel of the fig-
ure, the errors have been multiplied by a factor of 5 to enhance
their visibility and to qualitatively highlight the trend of increas-
ing measurement uncertainty toward the fainter end of the CMD
distribution of the cluster. We studied plots as the one shown in
Fig. D.4 for all clusters of Catalog II and conclude that the errors
are minuscule compared to the general scatter in the cluster data
and the approach of using simple Gaussian error propagation to
turn them into weights seems justified.
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Appendix E: Quantification of the influence of
measurement uncertainties

We systematically explored the methodological sensitivity of our
data-driven extraction approach to uncertainties in key observa-
tional parameters. We identified the following factors as partic-
ularly influential to the empirical isochrone of a cluster CMD:
measurement uncertainties in photometry and parallaxes, frac-
tion of unresolved binaries, (differential) extinction, and field
contamination. The goal of our analysis was to quantify the sen-
sitivity of our method to each of these factors and to establish
intervals where biases are negligible.

We performed the analysis for three clusters from the
archive, which we chose as representatives for the different ages,
distances and member numbers of archive clusters. Their param-
eters are given in Tab. E.1. We further treated each of the three
possible Gaia passband combinations as separate cases.

Table E.1. Sample clusters for the sensitivity analysis of the empirical
isochrones.

Cluster  Estimated age (Myr) median distance (pc) N*
delta Sco 6.8 142 430
Blanco 1 105 237 839
NGC 752 1170 440 225

We also distinguish between two possible extinction scenar-
10s: First, we assume a flat extinction level for all stars in a clus-
ter, which is generally valid for our cluster selection, as they are
older than = 6 Myr and are not notably reddened (e.g., Cantat-
Gaudin et al. 2020). We discuss this scenario in a full factorial
parameter exploration in Sect. E.1 and define parameter ranges
of minimal impact on the results in E.2. The impact of differen-
tial extinction is estimated in Sect. E.3.

E.1. Full factorial analysis

For each of the five identified key parameters, namely the pho-
tometric uncertainty Am, parallax uncertainty fraction fas, un-
resolved binary fraction fi;,, constant extinction level Ag, and
field contamination fraction fjeq, we define a value range (see
Tab. E.2) and construct a parameter grid, consisting of a total of
243 combinations. At each grid point, we then

1. generate synthetic CMD points from the original isochrone.

2. add the parameter uncertainties in the order: Am, faw, foin,
AG. ffeld-

3. re-compute an empirical isochrone from the new CMD and
compare it to the original.

For the purpose of our analysis, we added the photometric and
parallax uncertainties to each star of the synthetic CMD, induc-
ing the maximum possible perturbation of the data. This means,
that error contributions are rather overestimated instead of un-
derestimated. The specifics of the routine are outlined in the fol-
lowing paragraphs.

E.1.1. Parameter grid

The value ranges for the parameters of interest are listed in Tab.
E.2. The first value of a given parameter range is an idealized
minimum value, whereas the maximum value represents an edge
case given the chosen source data. The maximum value for the
photometric uncertainty approximates the highest photometric
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errors typically found in the Gaia DR3 catalog for faint sources
within 500 pc. The chosen fractional parallax uncertainty ap-
proximately represents the 90 percentile of fractional parallax
errors in the Gaia source catalog within 500 pc. It also corre-
sponds to about the maximum uncertainty where distance ap-
proximation via inversion of the parallax is justified in our cho-
sen distance cut. For the binary fraction, we include typical val-
ues from the literature (Li & Shao 2022, 30 - 50 % expected
binary fraction in simulations). For the Ag range we consult the
second quantile of the reported cluster extinctions in the archive
(Q1: 0.03 mag, Q2: 0.22 mag, Q3: 0.377 mag) as well as a value
higher than the maximum reported extinction of the archive clus-
ters (UBC 17a, Ag =~ 0.6312 mag). For the field fraction, we
evenly cover the parameter range between 0 and 50 %.

Table E.2. Parameter grid for the quantification of the effects that mea-
surement uncertainties can have on the extracted empirical isochrone.
The grid is evaluated at each point, resulting in a total of 243 combina-
tions.

minimum intermediate maximum
Am 0 0.01 0.03
Jaw 0 0.05 0.1
Join 0 0.3 0.5
Ag 0 0.25 0.5
Shield 0 0.25 0.5

E.1.2. Generation of synthetic CMD data

We start from the discrete values of a calculated empirical clus-
ter isochrone I of a given cluster CMD, which correspond to
the color index and absolute magnitude parameters listed in B.1,
respectively. In order to include photometric and parallax uncer-
tainties, the absolute magnitude is converted back into apparent
magnitudes via the distance modulus, using the mean cluster dis-
tance as approximation.

The photometric uncertainty Am impacts the color axis mea-
surement as well as the absolute magnitude measurement of a
given star. Regarding the former, the only information available
to us from the empirical isochrone is the scalar value of the color
index, which we cannot resolve into the individual passbands
without further assumptions. Therefore, we have to substitute the
true photometric uncertainty of the individual passbands, which
will generally not be identical, with one calculated from the color
index value. Within this simplified scenario, we can distinguish
between four cases:

1. The uncertainty is added in both passbands.

2. The uncertainty is subtracted in both passbands.

3. The uncertainty is added to the first passband and subtracted
from the second.

4. The uncertainty is subtracted from the first passband and
added to the second.

Both the first and second case result in a net change of zero along
the color axis. The third case causes an increase of twice the un-
certainty value, while the fourth case yields a decrease of twice
the uncertainty value. We randomly assign one of the four cases
to each source in the CMD. It should be noted, that when calcu-
lating the photometric uncertainties with the information of the
two passbands instead of the color index, the shift along the color
axis will not always be symmetric as each color measurement is
associated with an individual measurement error. However, we
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purposely chose a very high photometric uncertainty, which def-
initely accounts for the true expected scatter in a CMD even with
the simplified scenario. To incorporate the simulated photomet-
ric uncertainty into the absolute magnitude measurements, the
uncertainty Am is randomly either added to or subtracted from
the apparent magnitude measurement for each star. The same
is done for the parallax uncertainty, which is calculated using
the mean cluster parallax as proxy, before the absolute magni-
tudes are calculated again. We note, that this way of simulating
photometric and parallax uncertainties constitutes only a rough
approximation. Nonetheless, combined with our choice of large
uncertainty values, we generate a maximal source dispersion,
which is what we are interested in for our sensitivity quantifi-
cation.

Next, we add artificial unresolved binaries to the simulated
CMD by increasing the absolute magnitude of a randomly drawn
fraction f;, of the CMD stars by -0.753 mag. This shift mainly
assumes equal mass binaries, but also accounts for the reported
shift of non-equal binaries on the binary sequence (see Discus-
sion in Sect. 4.1). By randomly drawing stars across the CMD,
we disregard the mass-multiplicity relation. However, we argue
that high-mass binaries, with a statistical probability of up to
80% of having a binary are mostly located at the uppermost end
of the main sequence in Gaia CMDs, which is almost vertical.
Hence, they are shifted almost only vertical in any case, justify-
ing our assumptions.

Afterwards, we add a constant extinction level Ag to the
CMD data in both absolute magnitude and color index. For the
former, the extinction level is directly added. In case of the color
index, the color excess is calculated by first multiplying the
Gaia DR3 extinction coefficients, which we approximated using
Draine (2003), an extinction law of Ry = 3.1 and the assuming a
flat SED, with the extinction level, and then subtracting them.
Lastly, we randomly sample a contaminating field fraction fseiq
of stars from the full Gaia DR3 catalog within 500 pc and add
them to the cluster CMD.

E.1.3. Re-computation and similarity evaluation of the
isochrones

From the new CMD that now encompasses all uncertainties at a
given grid point, we re-compute an empirical isochrone /* using
the procedure outlined in Section 4.2 and np,,; = 100 resam-
plings. We then compare it to the original isochrone / by inter-
polating 100 equally spaced points i for I and 10° points i* for
I'". For each i, we calculate the distances dl.loo to the 100 nearest

neighbors on I* and take the average d;. Summing over all aver-
aged distances and dividing the result by the number of interpo-
lated points n = 100 yields a final, scalar value Ajs ave. It can be
interpreted as the average deviation between the original empir-
ical isochrone and the newly calculated one at any given point
in units of magnitudes. We opt for this method instead of calcu-
lating Euclidean distances or the Area between the isochrones
for two reasons: First, our technique ensures translational in-
variance, meaning it is insensitive to whether the isochrones
cross each other. Second, by choosing a large number of points
along I* versus a small number of points along I, we effectively
only compare the dynamical range in the CMD covered by both
curves.

The deviation score is calculated for each grid point. As
the empirical isochrone calculation procedure subjected to small
fluctuations due to the many resamplings, the deviation score
should be calibrated against them. Thus, we perform ten calcu-

lations of Ay ayvg between the original isochrone and one recal-
culated with all investigated parameters set to zero, and use the
median value as zero-point for the calibration of all deviation
scores of the parameter grid.

We then visually compare the recomputed isochrones to the
original ones and determine a heuristic threshold #4004, at which
the recomputed isochrones still closely match the original ones,
for each CMD type:

Ggp — Ggrp : Tgo0d <0.1 mag,

Ggp — G : fg00a < 0.04 mag,

G — GRp : fgo0d < 0.03 mag.

To give a qualitative example of what CMDs below and above
the set thresholds look like, Fig. E.1 shows six recomputed
CMDs, two for each cluster and CMD type, respectively. The

top row displays CMDs that we define as reliable, while the bot-
tom row holds CMDs that surpass the threshold.

below threshold

‘Aiso,avg =0.01 mag Ajso,avg =0.03 mag Ajso,avg =0.09 mag

N

original

synthetic stars new

above threshold
Ajso,ave =0.11 mag

Aiso,ave =0.09 mag  Ajso,ave =0.22 mag

0
v
> 5 N\ \ &
10
delta Sco\\\ Blanco 1 NGC 752 \
0 20 2 1 2 3

G —Gpgp Gpp—G Ggp — Grp

Fig. E.1. Example synthetic CMDs for the three test clusters in different
passband combinations. The top row shows the comparison between the
original (magenta) and the newly computed isochrone (orange) for the
chosen threshold values, whereas the bottom row shows the comparison
for values exceeding the threshold.

E.1.4. Sensitivity analysis

To analyze how each investigated parameter affects the shape of
the isochrone, we create boxplots of the deviation scores Ajgoavg
for each specific grid point of each parameter. These boxplots
illustrate the range of isochronal deviation when uncertainties in
all other investigated parameters are taken into account. We also
create a lineplot showcasing only the median deviation scores
at each grid point, to track the overall trends across the param-
eter ranges. The results are shown as boxplot-lineplot combi-
nations for each of the three clusters in Figs. E.2-E.4. The x-
axis denotes the grid point values for the respective parameter,
whereas the y-axis represents the average deviation scores. The
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color-coding corresponds to the different color combinations in
the CMD color axes. The black lines indicate the upper thresh-
olds for the respective CMD types.

The average deviations between the original and the recom-
puted isochrones range between 0 and 0.3 mag for all three in-
spected clusters. Outliers to the boxplots are marked by empty
circles. Generally, the Ggp — Grp passband combination displays
higher deviation scores across all grid points, while other combi-
nations are less affected. We estimate that this discrepancy stems
from the larger color range this CMD type occupies on the color
axis. For all three clusters, the median deviation scores of the
Ggp — Grp isochrones lie below the reliability threshold for at
least two of the three investigated grid points. For the other two
CMD passband combinations, the median deviation scores ex-
ceed their respective reliability thresholds for the two younger
clusters in all but the lowest grid points for binary fraction and
extinction. Only for NGC 752 do they adhere to the threshold
values or drop below them for at least two of the three investi-
gated grid points.

It can be observed that for all three example clusters, pho-
tometric uncertainty has a negligible influence on the isochronal
shape. This outcome is expected because, although the values
chosen for the parameter grid are relatively large given the gen-
erally very low photometric errors of Gaia DR3, their overall
impact on stellar positions in the CMD is minor compared to the
magnitudes of the shifts induced by unresolved binaries or ex-
tinction. For delta Sco and Blanco 1, there exist slightly positive
gradients in the median plots with increasing uncertainty values,
whereas for NGC 752 the line is completely flat. For the former
two clusters, the median deviation scores for the Ggp—Ggrp CMD
lie very close to the empirical reliability threshold, whereas for
the other two passband combinations they are always above the
respective threshold boundary. For the oldest test cluster, the
Ggpp — Grp trendline is below the threshold over the entire pho-
tometric uncertainty parameter grid and the Ggp — G trendline is
exactly at the threshold limit.

The plots indicate that, similar to the photometric uncer-
tainty, the parallax uncertainty does not affect the deviation
score, remaining roughly constant across the grid. There exists
only a slight linear increase of the deviation score with increas-
ing parallax uncertainty for all clusters. The Ggp — Grp median
line crosses the threshold after 5 % fractional parallax errors in
the cases of delta Sco and Blanco 1.

Regarding the binary fraction, one can observe a small in-
crease of the deviation score between zero and 30 % unresolved
binaries that does not push any of the median lines above the
threshold for the Ggp — Ggp CMD. From 30 % to 50 % simu-
lated binary contamination, the increase is stronger and pushes
past the threshold for delta Sco and Blanco 1. This is an expected
result due to the nature of the SVR algorithm, which requires the
amount of reliable data to be larger than the amount of outliers
to correctly establish its support vectors. The influence of the
contaminating binary sequence may however be alleviated by
the simultaneous addition of field stars in cases where the field
star locus coincides with the main sequence locus of the cluster,
meaning for blindspot clusters and older. In those cases, the field
stars actually bolster the main sequence population of the cluster
and generate a better fit, which would explain both the smaller
impact of the high binary fraction on the old NGC 752 cluster,
and the slightly negative correlation between field fraction and
deviation score apparent for NGC 752 and Blanco 1.

The extinction parameter now has the strongest influence on
the isochronal shapes in all three cases, with the Ggp — Ggp color
combination being affected the most out of the three passband
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combinations. One can also observe a stronger than linear in-
crease in deviation scores with rising extinction levels. There ap-
pears to be a connection between increasing cluster age and/or
distance and a stronger sensitivity to extinction. For instance,
for delta Sco all five key parameters produce roughly the same
spread in deviation scores. For NGC 752 on the other hand, the
uncertainties induced by extinction clearly dominate the overall
isochronal deviation from its original shape.

The field fraction shows an inverse relation between devia-
tion score and higher field star content for the two older clusters,
as well as a more complex pattern for the younger delta Sco,
whose main sequence is significantly above that of the blindspot
region. There appears to be a minimum at 25 % field contamina-
tion, the reasons for which are unclear.

E.2. Parameter ranges of minimal deviation

Comparing the point of intersection between the median lines,
or boxplots, and the threshold line for each parameter, we can
analyze the reliability of the calculated empirical isochrones in
the simultaneous presence of measurement uncertainties in all
investigated parameters. For the Ggp — Grp color combination,
we determine that we can produce reliable isochrones for more
than 50 % of our parameter combinations for parallax uncertain-
ties up to 5 %, binary fractions up to around 35% and extinction
levels up to ~ 0.3 mag, globally across the representative clus-
ters. Regarding the field fraction, all three clusters are below the
threshold at 25 % field contamination, but the behavior of the
trend lines is age-dependent and hence cannot be easily general-
ized. The behavior of the photometric uncertainty median lines
is too heterogeneous for generalization as well. For the remain-
ing two CMD color combinations, the thresholds are not unani-
mously met in any case.

In isolation, meaning with all other parameters set to zero,
the deviation scores of the individual parameters are much
smaller. The isolated values for each cluster, as well as for the
average over all clusters, are listed in Tab. E.3. For the averages,
values exceeding the defined reliability thresholds are marked in
bold.

The results show that, viewed in isolation, empirical
isochrones remain reliable for all intermediate parameter values
from Tab. E.2, except for the G — Grp combination, which ex-
ceeds the set threshold already at an extinction of Ag = 0.25
mag. Furthermore, regarding the photometric uncertainty, frac-
tional parallax uncertainty and field contamination, even the set
maxima of the parameter ranges induce changes below the reli-
ability thresholds in all tested cases. The high binary fraction of
50 % causes the deviation to exceed the reliability threshold in all
cases, as expected due to the nature of the extraction algorithm.
Similarly, the high extinction level of 0.75 Ag magnitudes, which
strongly perturbs the original CMD, leads to unreliable results as
well.

E.3. Differential extinction

Under the assumption of differential extinctions, stars in a cluster
present a distribution of extinction values instead of a constant
value. The shape of this distribution is generally unknown as the
dust distribution causing it can be arbitrary. It can also be caused
by both dust inside the cluster and in the foreground along the
line of sight to the observer. To model it for our purposes, we
follow the simple approach described by Hosek et al. (2020):
We first assume a flat extinction level Ag, as for the full factorial
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Fig. E.2. Sensitivity analysis of the empirical isochronal shapes in dependence on the parameters Am, fas, foin» A, and fiea for the representative
young cluster delta Sco, with a median distance of ~ 142 pc and an estimated age of ~ 7 Myr (Ratzenbock et al. 2023). Top row: Boxplots
illustrating the effects of the systematically varied factors on the averaged deviation score Ajsaye, analyzed through a full factorial design. Each
boxplot represents the deviation scores of all grid points containing the indicated value on the corresponding x-axis tick label. Bottom row: Same
as the top row, but this time only showing the evolution of the median Aj, 4y, at each grid point, along with the 95 % confidence interval estimation.
The color coding corresponds to the different Gaia passband combinations. The black lines mark the empirical thresholds determined for each
passband, respectively.
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Fig. E.3. Same as Fig. E.2, but for the representative intermediate age open cluster Blanco 1, with a median distance of ~ 237 pc and an estimated
age between ~ 94 — 105 Myr (Bossini et al. 2019; Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2020).

passband combinations separately. Instead of evaluating a full
grid, we fix the four already investigated parameters Am = 0.01
mag, faz = 0.01, foin = 0.3, and fieg = 0.25 to typical clus-

analysis. Then, we add a Gaussian noise component € to the flat
extinction level, which is drawn from a normal distribution with
mean u = 0 and standard deviation o ,,, yielding an individ-

ual extinction value Ag, for each star. In case the new extinction
value is negative, we set it to zero. We again use the three rep-
resentative clusters as test cases and analyze the different CMD

ter values. For the flat extinction level, we define 10 grid points
Ag €10.1,0.25,0.5,0.75,1,1.5,2,3,4,5, 10] mag. For the stan-
dard deviation characterizing the Gaussian noise o4, we test six
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Fig. E.4. Same as Fig. E.2, but for the representative old open cluster NGC 752, with a median distance of ~ 440 pc and an estimated age between

~ 1.17 — 1.52 Gyr (Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2020; Dias et al. 2021).

different values o4, € [0.25,0.5, 1,2, 3, 5]. We follow the same
workflow as in Sect. E.1, with the exception that we now calcu-
late two empirical isochrones: One for the case of a flat extinc-
tion level for all stars in the synthetic CMD, as in the case of the
full factorial grid, and the second for the simulated differential
extinction case. The deviation scores with regard to the original
isochrone are calculated for both curves as before. Figure E.5
shows the result over the entire grid, while Fig. E.6 displays a
zoom-in into the region between 0 and 1 mean Ag magnitudes.

The general trend shows, that the curve corresponding to a
flat extinction level (red line) often produces higher deviation
scores than the addition of Gaussian noise. Furthermore, due to
the Gaussian approximation of differential extinction and the re-
quirement that all extinctions are > 0, the influence of larger o4,
values only comes into full effect at sufficiently large extinction
levels. One can observe spikes in Ajq, avg OVer the flat extinction
level curve around ~ 3 mag and a general increase after ~ 5
mag, but in general, the flat extinction level curve encompasses
the differential extinction distributions well up until 5 mag. As
seen already in the full factorial sensitivity analysis, the older
and farther away NGC 752 cluster is most strongly affected by
extinction than its younger and nearer counterparts, especially
when looking at the zoom-in plots. There, one can also discern
that for extinctions < 0.5, the flat extinction level assumption
is generally lower than the differential extinction assumptions.
For extinction levels between 0.1 and 1 magnitude, the flat ex-
tinction curve reaches the threshold around 0.3 - 0.6 mag for the
Ggp—Ggrp CMD, depending on the inspected cluster. The thresh-
old is met around 0.2 - 0.3 mag for the Ggp — G CMD. For the
G—Ggrp CMD, the threshold is never reached. The lines denoting
the differential extinction assumptions show versatile behaviors.
However, for cases with o4, < 1, the same statements as for
the flat extinction level trendline hold true. Therefore, we con-
clude that for moderate differential extinction, we can produce
reliable isochrones up to the threshold imposed by the flat ex-
tinction level in any case.
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Fig. E.5. Evolution of the isochrone deviation score in dependence of
the mean extinction level, for different Gaussian noise additions with
mean zero and standard deviations o4,. The evolution given a flat
extinction level is indicated by the red line. The different rows and
columns showcase the plots for the different example clusters and CMD
passband combinations, respectively. The empirical reliability thresh-
olds are indicated by the black lines in each panel.
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Table E.3. Isochronal deviation scores for all tested clusters and pass- BP-RP BP-G G-RP
band combinations, with all but one parameter set to zero, respectively.
The values were rounded to the third decimal point. The bottom section delta Sco

lists the averaged isochronal deviation scores over all three clusters. Val-

ues exceeding the defined reliability thresholds are indicated in bold. 0.2 é
0.0 “ s

Aiso,avg (mag)
Parameter Value | Ggp —Grp Gpp— G G - Ggp =
delta Sco =) Blanco 1
Am 0.01 | -0.001 -0.001 0.000 g 0o
0.03 | 0.001 -0.002  -0.001 S s/é;
0.05 | 0.002 0.002 0.002
oo 0.1 | 0.031 0.020 0.001 <00 @5
‘ 0.3 | 0.025 0.035 0.028 :
Join 0.5 | 0.170 0089  0.053 NGC 752
A 0.25 | 0.032 0.022 0.027
G 0.75 | 0.116 0.087 0.106 0.2
0.25 | 0.020 0.023 0.021
frela 0.5 | 0.056 0.054 004 7 e
Blanco 1 0.0
A 0.01 | -0.001 20.00 __0.000 05 10 05 1.0 05 10
n 0.03 | 0.000 20.003  -0.003 mean Ag (mag)
faw %015 88(1)3 88?8 600%33 Fig. E.6. Zoom-in of Fig. E.5, showing the parameter space between a
: ) : ’ mean extinction level of 0.25 and 1 mag for all o7y, values.
4 0.3 | 0.024 0.023 0.025
Join 0.5 | 0.125 0.072 0.049
A 0.25 | 0.039 0.019 0.027
0.75 | 0.142 0.083 0.106
0.25 | 0.015 0.017 0.003
Jiela 0.5 | 0.022 0.020 0.006
NGC 752
A 0.01 [ -0.001 -0.001 -0.001
0.03 | -0.003 -0.003 -0.002
0.05 | 0.001 -0.002  -0.002
oo 0.1 | 0014 0001  0.003
A 0.3 | 0.037 0.022 0.015
Join 0.5 | 0.091 0.040 0.042
A 0.25 | 0.075 0.032 0.044
0.75 | 0.252 0.124 0.160
0.25 | 0.001 0.004 0.001
frela 05 | 0.002 0001 0.002
Average
Am 0.01 | -0.001 -0.001 0.000
0.03 | -0.001 -0.003 -0.002
0.05 | 0.002 0.000 -0.001
Jaw 0.1 | 0.021 0.010 0.003
4 0.3 | 0.028 0.027 0.022
Jiin 0.5 | 0.129 0.067 0.048
A 0.25 | 0.049 0.024 0.033
G 0.75 | 0.170 0.098 0.124
0.25 | 0.012 0.015 0.008
Jiela 05 | 0.027 0025 0014

Notes. The results listed here correspond to the values of a single eval-
uation of the entire parameter grid. Due to the resampling strategy of
our extraction method, small changes in the values may occur between
runs, but they were found to be on the order of mmag.
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