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ABSTRACT

Context. The coldest metal-poor population made of T and Y dwarfs are archaeological tracers of our Galaxy because they are
very old and have kept the pristine material. The optical properties of these objects are important to characterise their atmospheric
properties.
Aims. We aim at characterising further the optical properties of ultracool metal-poor population with deep far-red optical images and
parallax determinations.
Methods. We collected deep optical imaging of 12 metal-poor T dwarf candidates and the only potential metal-poor Y dwarf, a.k.a.,
the Accident using the 10.4-m Gran Telescopio Canarias, the 8.2-m European Southern Observatory Very Large Telescope, and the
Dark Energy Survey. We have been monitoring the positions of five metal-poor T dwarf candidates using Calar-Alto 3.5-m telescope
for two years to infer their distances. We compared these objects with a known subdwarf benchmark and solar-metallicity dwarfs in
colour-magnitude and colour-colour diagrams, as well as with state-of-the-art theoretical ultracool models.
Results. We solve trigonometric parallaxes of the five metal-poor T dwarf candidates. We obtain z′-band photometry for the other 12
metal-poor T dwarf candidates, increasing the sample of T subdwarfs with optical photometry from 12 to 24. We report a 3-σ limit
for the Accident in five optical bands. We confirm three more T subdwarfs and show that the Accident is subluminous compared to the
current Y dwarf limit. Additionally, we propose two more Y subdwarf candidates. We emphasise that the zPS 1 −W1 colour combining
with the W1 −W2 colour could break the metallicity-temperature degeneracy for T and possibly for Y dwarfs. The zPS 1 −W1 colour
shifts redward when metallicity decreases for a certain temperature, which is not predicted by models. The Accident has the reddest
zPS 1 −W1 colour among our sample. The zPS 1 −W1 colour will be useful to search for other examples of this cold and old population
in upcoming and existing deep optical and infrared large-area surveys.

1. Introduction

Substellar objects formed at early times of our Milky Way are
valuable tracers of the original chemical composition of our
Galaxy. With masses below the hydrogen burning limit, which
ranges from 0.075M⊙ for solar metallicity (Chabrier et al. 2023)
to 0.092M⊙ for zero metallicity (Saumon et al. 1994), they could
not establish a stable hydrogen fusion and, thus, they retain most
of their pristine metal-poor material. Due to their old age, they
have emitted away most of their gravitational contraction energy.
They have been cooling down to extremely low temperatures,
and hence have very late spectral types: T type (Burgasser et al.
2002, 2003b) and Y type (Delorme et al. 2008; Cushing et al.
2011). They normally possess high proper motions and high ra-
dial velocities, which are typical kinematics associated with the
halo or the thick-disk population of our Milky Way (Gizis et al.
1997; Zhang et al. 2017).

Since the first two unambiguous brown dwarfs, Teide 1 and
Gliese 229B, were discovered three decades ago (Rebolo et al.
1995; Nakajima et al. 1995), more than a thousand of substel-
lar objects with a wide range of properties have been found.
On the other hand, the first metal-poor brown dwarfs, or sub-

⋆ e-mail: jzhang@iac.es

dwarfs, were announced eight years later with the discovery of
the first L subdwarf (Burgasser et al. 2003a). Later on, dozens of
L subdwarfs have been found and classified (Sivarani et al. 2009;
Cushing et al. 2009; Burgasser et al. 2009; Lodieu et al. 2010;
Kirkpatrick et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2017, 2018). Few metal-
poor T dwarf candidates have been revealed in the last ten years
(Burningham et al. 2010; Scholz 2010; Murray et al. 2011; Mace
et al. 2013b; Pinfield et al. 2014; Burningham et al. 2014; Kel-
logg et al. 2018; Schneider et al. 2020; Greco et al. 2019; Zhang
et al. 2019; Meisner et al. 2020b, 2021; Schneider et al. 2021;
Brooks et al. 2022; Burgasser et al. 2024). The classification of
the T subdwarf population is still under development. The only
metal-poor Y dwarf candidate to date, known as ’the Accident’,
was announced just recently by Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b).

Most cold substellar objects, whether metal-poor or not, are
primarily characterised in the infrared (IR) wavelengths where
their spectral energy distributions peak, in accordance with their
temperatures and Planck’s radiation law. Our previous work
(Zhang et al. 2023) demonstrates that the far-red optical window
can provide a unique window for constraining the metallicity of
this cold population, while Martín et al. (2024) shows that the
coldest population of Y dwarfs are actually brighter in the opti-
cal than what models predict.
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Table 1: List of metal-poor T and Y dwarf candidates in our work separated by astrometric and photometric samples. They are
ordered by right ascension. The coordinates are in degrees under equinox J2000. MJDs are the Modified Julian dates of these
coordinates. MJD = JD − 2400000.5. If not specified, all the information is from the same references as those of the targets. In the
rest of the paper, we subsequently use Whhmm as abbreviations for these objects.

For astrometry:
Full name α, δ (deg) MJD µα cos δ, δ (mas/yr) Sp.T. Parallax (mas)

(1)WISEA J000430.66−260402.3 (12)1.127859, −26.067652 (12)57234.57 (12)+1 ± 4, −244 ± 4 sdT2.0,(12)T4.0 (12)33.1 ± 4.7
(1)WISEA J030119.39−231921.1 (12)45.331221, −23.322665 (12)57262.58 (12)+234 ± 3, −119 ± 4 sdT1.0 (12)37.3 ± 3.8
(2)WISEA J042236.95−044203.5 65.656712, −4.702669 58467.54 +1150 ± 53, −695 ± 55 T8.0 ± 1.0
(2)WISEA J155349.96+693355.2 238.445876, +69.567907 58358.98 −1684 ± 56, +1348 ± 53 (2)T5.0 ± 1.0, (3)sdT4.0
(3)CWISE J221706.28−145437.6 (13)334.278402, −14.912140 (13)59826.03 (13)+1257 ± 44, −986 ± 44 esdT5.5 ± 1.2

For photometry:
Full name α, δ (deg) MJD µα cos δ, µδ (mas/yr) Sp.T. Parallax (mas) Notes

(4)CWISEP J015613.24+325526.6 29.0568626, +32.9235107 58419.89 +1138 ± 84, −373 ± 84 sdT
(5)CWISE J021948.68+351845.3 (14)34.9528878, +35.3125796 (14)57095.63 +673.2 ± 46.4, −504.4 ± 57.0 T9.5 ± 1.5 (15)57.33 ± 0.04 Ross 19B

(4)CWISEP J050521.29−591311.7 76.3403687, −59.2215888 58448.04 +461 ± 36, −1003 ± 35 T6.5
(6)CWISE J052306.42−015355.4 (14)80.7767575, −1.8987457 (14)57392.63 (14)+511.6 ± 53.6, −39.9 ± 55.9 esdT0.0 ± 1.0
(7)WISEA J071121.36−573634.2 (14)107.8390823, −57.6092955 (14)56557.08 +18 ± 10, +990 ± 90 sdT0 ± 1
(3)CWISE J073844.52−664334.6 (14)114.6855096, −66.7262825 (14)57258.48 (14)+768.4 ± 32.0, −445.1 ± 29.8 esdT5.5 ± 1.2

(4)CWISEP J090536.35+740009.1 136.4033148, +74.0008111 58494.02 +465 ± 67, −1490 ± 71 T6.0
(1)WISEA J101944.62−391151.6 (14)154.9352802, −39.1974770 (14)57156.08 −472.2 ± 28.0, +222.7 ± 26.4 sdT3.0
(8)WISEA J153429.75−104303.3 233.621873, −10.721775 57645.36 −1253.1 ± 8.9, −2377.0 ± 7.0 esdY? 38.5 ± 8.4 The Accident
(9)WISEA J200520.35+542433.6 (16)301.333016, +54.408501 (16)56658.00 (16)−1154.4 ± 1.2, −900.4 ± 1.2 T8 (17)59.91 ± 0.55 Wolf 1130C

(10,19)WISE J201404.13+042408.5 (18)303.516175, +4.402821 (18)57326.30 (18)−611.3 ± 1.5, +313.4 ± 1.5 (19)T6.5 (12)45.5 ± 2.4
(11)WISE J210529.08−623558.7 (14)316.3716241, −62.5999392 (14)55961.60 (14)765.0 ± 15.7, −1507.2 ± 15.0 T1.5

(2)WISEAR J220746.67−503631.7 331.9449276, −50.6122455 58503.19 +108 ± 99, −1380 ± 98 T7.5

References. (1): Greco et al. (2019); (2): Meisner et al. (2020b); (3): Meisner et al. (2021); (4): Meisner et al. (2020a); (5): Schneider et al. (2021)
(6): Brooks et al. (2022); (7): Kellogg et al. (2018) (8): Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b); (9): Mace et al. (2013b); (10): Kirkpatrick et al. (2012) (11):
Luhman & Sheppard (2014) (12): Best et al. (2020); (13): Zhang et al. (2023); (14): CatWISE, Marocco et al. (2021); (15): Parallax of the primary
Ross 19A (Schneider et al. 2021); (16): Kirkpatrick et al. (2019); (17): Parallax of the primary Wolf 1130A (Mace et al. 2018); (18): Kirkpatrick
et al. (2021a); (19): Mace et al. (2013a).

In this paper, we present the results from two-year ground-
based parallax measurements of five metal-poor T dwarf can-
didates. We expand our previous work (Zhang et al. 2023) by
obtaining z-band photometry of an extra 12 metal-poor T dwarf
candidates, increasing the size of the metal-poor T dwarf sample
from 12 to 24. We also present photometric constraints in five
optical bands on the Accident. Section 2 describes the sample
selection, the observation logs, and data reduction procedures.
Section 3 analyses and discusses the data. Section 4 provides a
summary and gives a prospective of the impact of this research.

2. Observations and data reduction

2.1. Astrometry

2.1.1. Sample

We selected six metal-poor T dwarf candidates to mea-
sure their trigonometric parallax: WISE0004 and WISE0301
(Greco et al. 2019), WISE0422 and WISE1553 (Meis-
ner et al. 2020b), WISE2217 (Meisner et al. 2021), and
WISEA J181006.18−101000.5 (Schneider et al. 2020). They all
have z-band photometry from our previous work (Zhang et al.
2023). WISE1810 was measured to be the closest metal-poor
brown dwarf with a distance to our Solar system of 8.9+0.7

−0.6 pc
(Lodieu et al. 2022). In this chapter we focus on the remaining
five objects, with their details listed in the upper part of Table 1.

2.1.2. Astrometric observation details

We used Omega2000 (Bailer-Jones et al. 2000; Baumeister et al.
2003; Kovács et al. 2004) on the 3.5-m telescope at the Calar

Alto Observatory in Andalucía, Spain. Omega2000 is an im-
ager in the near-infrared (NIR) range equipped with a single
2048 × 2048 HAWAII-2 HgCdTe detector, covering a field of
view (FoV) of 15′.5 × 15′.4. Its optics has very low dispersion,
which allows accurate astrometry.

We carried out a observing campaign with a baseline of two
years from 2021 to 2022 (Table 2). We observed in the J band,
under a monthly cadence, with a maximum seeing of 1′′.2, a
maximum airmass of 1.8, and no constraint on the moon phase
(programme numbers H20-3.5-020, F21-3.5-010, 22A-3.5-010,
22B-3.5-010; PI N. Lodieu). We set 9 to 10-point dithering pat-
tern (and repeated it as necessary) for sky subtraction in the NIR,
with different single exposure times for each observing block
(OB) depending on the brightness of the object. The total expo-
sure times were adjusted several times according to the results
obtained in the previous semester.

2.1.3. Astrometric data reduction

We reduced the J-band images using the Image Reduction and
Analysis Facility (IRAF; Tody 1986, 1993). We bias and flat-
corrected all the individual exposures using the master bias and
master sky flat frames of the same night. We created the sky
frame for each dithering point by median combining all the im-
ages of the other dithering positions in the same dithering cycle
using the task imcombine, with scale parameter set to ’mode’.
We subtracted the sky from each image using the task imarith.
All the sky-subtracted images of the same epoch were then aver-
aged via imcombine, taking into account the offsets. The pixels
with the highest and the lowest deviating counts were rejected.
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Table 2: Logs of the Omega2000 observations of five metal-poor
T dwarf candidates. The data with notes ’bad’ or ’no detection’
are not used to solve the astrometry.

Name MJD Fil. Exp. Notes
W0004 59396.16 J 30s×18

59423.15 J 30s×18
59478.01 J 30s×9
59506.89 J 30s×9
59774.15 J 30s×9
59802.10 J 30s×9
59829.01 J 30s×9
59856.89 J 30s×9

W0301 59242.78 J 30s×9
59269.78 J 30s×9
59423.16 J 30s×18
59478.15 J 30s×9
59507.07 J 30s×9
59598.77 J 30s×9
59626.78 J 30s×9
59802.17 J 30s×9
59830.09 J 30s×9

W0422 59242.78 J 150s×10 bad
59269.79 J 150s×10
59297.82 J 150s×10
59480.16 J 150s×20
59507.09 J 150s×20
59598.79 J 150s×20
59626.81 J 150s×20 bad
59830.16 J 150s×20

W1553 59242.78 J 150s×10
59297.82 J 150s×10
59325.14 J 150s×10 bad
59395.96 J 50s×100
59506.83 J 150s×20
59571.22 J 150s×20
59598.22 J 150s×20
59627.19 J 150s×20
59716.08 J 150s×20
59746.06 J 150s×20
59772.85 J 150s×20
59801.87 J 150s×20
59828.86 J 150s×20
59856.82 J 150s×20

W2217 59396.12 Ks 30s×60 no det.
59423.01 J 150s×20 bad
59477.97 J 150s×20
59480.04 J 150s×20
59506.85 J 150s×20
59716.14 J 150s×20
59746.12 J 150s×20
59774.11 J 150s×20
59802.06 J 150s×20 bad
59828.90 J 150s×20 bad
59856.85 J 150s×20

We used the task daofind with a threshold of 10 σ, an av-
erage full width half maximum (FWHM) of point source, and
an average background fluctuation of each image to extract the
point sources with high signal-to-noise-ratio (S/N). These high-
S/N point sources are key to determine the shift, rotation, mag-
nification of the field, as well as the distortion. Our targets, on
the other hand, are normally faint, so we used imcentroid to
locate the target if it was not extracted with the 10-σ thresh-
old. We then used the task xyxymatch to match all the extracted
high-S/N sources (about a hundred) between the reference epoch
and each other epoch. In the next step, we used geomap to fit

the pixel-level transformation between epochs, which applied a
third-order polynomial in x and y, and computed linear terms and
distortions terms separately. It is an iterative process so sources
deviate from the fit (e.g., defects, high-parallax stars, sources at
the edges) will be discarded. We then used geoxytran to trans-
form the target pixel coordinates of the different epochs to the
reference frame of the reference epoch (0.0 year in Fig. A.1). At
the end, we obtained the absolute differences of the target coor-
dinates in pixels between epochs, and we multiplied them with
the pixel scale. The pixel scale of Omega2000 obtained for the
images of W1810 (449.45 ± 0.45 mas/pix; Lodieu et al. 2022)
was used for all the five sources studied in this paper. The er-
rors in both axes are the quadratic sums of the centroid error and
the residuals from the fitting of the task geomap. We note that
our measurements are free from uncertainties associated with
individual-epoch astrometry. No correction from relative to ab-
solute parallax was applied since we statistically created good
references using sufficient amount of bright distant sources. We
verified for all the five targets, most of their reference sources
have Gaia parallaxes averaging about 1 mas with approximately
1 mas of standard deviation. The corrections would be much
smaller than the error budgets.

The difference of the coordinates in RA α and Dec δ should
follow

∆α · cos δ = µα cos δ (ti − t0) +ϖ
(

f αi − f α0
)
+ kα;

∆δ = µδ (ti − t0) +ϖ
(

f δi − f δ0
)
+ kδ,

where t is the time in year, 0 and i stand for the reference epoch
and the i-th epoch, µ is the proper motion in mas/yr, ϖ is the
parallax in mas, f α and f δ are the parallax factors for the right
ascension and declination. The parallax factors were computed
using the Earth geocenter as obtained from the JPL DE441 so-
lar system ephemeris (Park et al. 2021), and object coordinates
from Table 1. k is a small offset in both axes that allows better
statistical solutions. We solve the astrometry by applying a max-
imum likelihood estimation method. We visualise the fitting in
Fig. A.1, and the results including the reduced chi-square values
χ2
ν are given in Table 3. We report three completely new par-

allaxes for metal-poor T dwarf candidates: W0422, W1553, and
W2217. We note that W0422’s astrometry solution is rather poor
and has a high χ2

ν value. Our results for the two brightest ob-
jects, W0004 and W0301, are consistent at the 1-σ level with
the values obtained by Best et al. (2020) shown in Table 1. For
these two objects, we will use our parallax determinations for
the remainder of the analysis, noting that using Best et al. (2020)
values will not alter the following conclusions.

Table 3: The astrometry solutions of five metal-poor T dwarf
candidates.

Name µα cos δ (mas/yr) µδ (mas/yr) ϖ (mas) χ2
ν

W0004 −6 ± 12 −248 ± 10 32 ± 10 0.47
W0301 253 ± 17 126 ± 17 26 ± 10 0.85
W0422 +1286 ± 35 −708 ± 50 47 ± 24 4.21
W1553 −1527 ± 12 +1258 ± 13 39 ± 8 0.94
W2217 +1352 ± 23 −844 ± 24 48 ± 13 0.64
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Table 4: Logs of new optical observations of the Accident and the other 11 metal-poor T dwarf candidates.

Name MJD Seeing Moon Instrument Filters On-source integration time
The Accident 60466.07 0′′.8 Dark GTC/HiPERCAM u′g′r′i′z′ 60.5s×124=7502s
The Accident 60473.98 0′′.8 Grey-Dark GTC/HiPERCAM u′g′r′i′z′ 60.9s×180=10962s

W0156 60565.35 0′′.6 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×24=2880s
Ross 19B 60565.30 0′′.5 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×24=2880s
W0505 60578.21 0′′.7 Grey VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×20=2400s
W0523 60227.20 0′′.8 Grey GTC/OSIRIS+ z′ 60s×48=2880s
W0711 60565.38 0′′.6 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 60s×8=480s
W0738 60407.13 0′′.6 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×16=1920s
W0905 60606.19 1′′.0 Bright GTC/OSIRIS+ z′ 60s×48=2880s
W1019 60468.06 0′′.7 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 60s×8=480s

Wolf 1130C 60210.97 0′′.8 Grey GTC/OSIRIS+ z′ 60s×48=2880s
W2014 60562.22 0′′.9 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×16=1920s
W2207 60622.16 0′′.7 Dark VLT/FORS2 zGunn 120s×24=2880s

2.2. Optical photometry

2.2.1. Sample

Our sample for far-red optical photometry consists of 12 metal-
poor T dwarf candidates from the literature, complementing the
12 metal-poor T dwarf candidates in our previous work (Zhang
et al. 2023):

– W0156, W0505, and W0905 were identified because of their
red J − ch2 and blue ch1 − ch2 Spitzer colours (Meisner
et al. 2020a). A red J − ch2 colour suggests low temperature
(Schneider et al. 2015; Meisner et al. 2023c). W0505 has a
large reduced proper motion and a high tangential velocity
(Meisner et al. 2023c). W0905 also has a high proper motion
(Meisner et al. 2020a).

– W0219 (Ross 19B) was discovered by the Backyard Worlds:
Planet 9 citizen science project (Kuchner et al. 2017) to be a
comoving companion to Ross 19A, which is an M3.5 subd-
warf with a metallicity of [Fe/H]= −0.40±0.12 dex (Schnei-
der et al. 2021). Ross 19B has an estimated spectral type of
T9.5±1.5 (Schneider et al. 2021), though spectroscopic con-
firmation is still lacking.

– W0523 was discovered by Goodman (2021) and Brooks
et al. (2022) and was classified as an extreme T subdwarf
candidate based on its distinctive infrared colours and high
proper motion. Its locus in the W1−W2 versus J−W2 colour-
colour diagram is similar to those of extreme T subdwarf
W1810 and WISEA J041451.67−585456.7 (Schneider et al.
2020).

– W0711 was discovered by the AllWISE2 Motion Survey as
a possible thick-disk early-T subdwarf, with a tentative low
metallicity (Kellogg et al. 2018).

– W0738 was discovered by Meisner et al. (2021), based on
its large motion and also colours similar to those of the two
extreme T subdwarf W1810 and W0414 (Schneider et al.
2020).

– W1019 was identified as an early T subdwarf together with
W0004 and W0301, by Greco et al. (2019) based on their
blueish NIR spectrum.

– The benchmark late-type T8 subdwarf W2005 (Wolf 1130C)
belongs to the triple system Wolf 1130. Wolf 1130A is a M
subdwarf and Wolf 1130B is an ultramassive white dwarf,
tidally locked with Wolf 1130A. This system is old (> 3.7
Gyr) and metal-poor, with a subsolar iron abundance derived
from the M subdwarf Wolf 1130A, although with a discrep-
ancy from −0.62±0.10 to −1.22±0.24 dex (Woolf & Waller-

stein 2006; Mace et al. 2013b; Newton et al. 2014; Mace
et al. 2018).

– W2014 was discovered by Mace et al. (2013a) in WISE
and it has a suppressed K-band spectrum. Its IR colour just
falls outside the extreme T subdwarf IR colour-colour crite-
ria (Meisner et al. 2023c).

– W2105 was discovered as a thick-disk or halo early T dwarf,
although its Y JH-band spectrum does not show an obvious
signature of low metallicity (Luhman & Sheppard 2014).
Meisner et al. (2023c) shows that it lies outside but next to
the extreme T subdwarf IR colour-colour criteria. It is worth-
while to have the optical photometry done to see its optical-
IR colour behaviour.

– W2207 was identified by Meisner et al. (2020b) as potential
subdwarf owing to its high kinematics, and red J−ch2 colour.

We also include the enigmatic brown dwarf
WISEA J153429.75−104303.3 (a.k.a. "The Accident", Meisner
et al. 2020b; Kirkpatrick et al. 2021b). Thanks to its extremely
high proper motion, it was recently found by citizen scientist
Dan Caselden in the Near-Earth Object Wide-field Infrared
Survey Explorer Reactivation Mission (NEOWISE; Mainzer
et al. 2014) data. It possesses peculiar NIR colours compared
to normal Y dwarfs discovered so far. With robust parallax
measurements (distance 16.3+1.4

−1.2 pc), its absolute J, W2, and
ch2 magnitudes are in line with the coldest known Y dwarfs but
the W1 and ch1 bands are abnormally bright (Kirkpatrick et al.
2021b). It is suspected to be the first and the only metal-poor Y
dwarf to date: it is cold, with an effective temperature of Teff =
400 – 550 K, while the T/Y transition temperature is Teff ≈ 485
K for solar-metallicity dwarfs (Leggett et al. 2021); and is low
in metallicity, likely to be lower than −1.0 dex (Kirkpatrick et al.
2021b; Meisner et al. 2023c). All metal-poor T and Y dwarf
candidates with optical photometry are also listed in Table 1.

2.2.2. Photometric observation details

We downloaded co-added z-band images of W0505, W2105,
and W2207 from the Dark Energy Survey (DES; Abbott et al.
2021) archive. However, there are no detection for W0505 or
W2207.We requested deeper imaging of these two objects, de-
scribed in the following paragraphs. For W2105, the motion is
clearly seen in the different epochs. We adopted the DR1 zDES
magnitude (Abbott et al. 2018), since in the DR2 catalogue
W2105 was recognised as three different objects in the multi-
epoch co-added images.
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We collected z-band images of three metal-poor T dwarf
candidates in the northern hemisphere: W0523, W0905 and
Wolf 1130C with the upgraded Optical System for Imag-
ing and low-Intermediate-Resolution Integrated Spectroscopy
(OSIRIS+) on the GTC (programmes GTC13-23B & GTC31-
24B; PI J.-Y. Zhang). OSIRIS+ is an imager and spectrograph
for the optical wavelength range, an upgraded version of OSIRIS
(Cepa et al. 2000), located in the Cassegrain focus of GTC. It is
equipped with a 4096 × 4096 deep-depleted e2v CCD231-842
(astro-2 coating) detector, with an unvignetted field of view of
7′.8 × 7′.8 and a 2 × 2-binned pixel scale of 0′′.254/pix.

We also collected z-band images of eight objects: W0156,
Ross 19B, W0505, W0711, W0738, W1019, W2014 and
W2207 using the FOcal Reducer/low dispersion Spectrograph
2 (FORS2; Appenzeller et al. 1998) mounted on the Cassegrain
focus of the 8.2-m Antu Unit Telescope (UT1) of the European
Southern Observatory (ESO) Very Large Telescope (VLT) at
Cerro Paranal, Chile, through ESO programme 113.2688 (PI J.-
Y. Zhang). FORS2 is an optical imager, polarimeter and spectro-
graph. It is equipped with a mosaic of two 2048× 4096 MIT/LL
CCID-20, backside illuminated, AR coated CCDs: chip 1 and
chip 2. We used the high resolution collimator which produces
an FoV of 4′.25 × 4′.25 and a pixel scale of 0′′.125/pix with the
standard 2 × 2 binned readout modes. We always put the target
on the chip 1 of FORS2. We used the zGunn filter, which is similar
to the Sloan z′ filter.

We requested a four-point dithering pattern (only one cycle)
with several contiguous exposures at each point. For the GTC we
set the single exposure time to 60s and for the VLT we set it to
120s to avoid saturation because of the sky background. Except
for W0711 and W1019, we set an single exposure time of 60s on
the VLT and without dithering to save the overheads, since they
are clearly detected in a single exposure.

We collected photometry of the Accident simultaneously
in the u′g′r′i′z′ bands using the High PERformance CAMera
(HiPERCAM; Dhillon et al. 2021) on the 10.4-m Gran Telesco-
pio Canarias (GTC) at Roque de los Muchachos Observatory
on the island of La Palma, Spain, programme GTC51-24A (PI
J.-Y. Zhang). HiPERCAM is a quintuple-beam, high-speed op-
tical imager equipped with four dichroic beamsplitters and five
custom-made Teledyne e2v CCD231-42 detectors. Each detec-
tor has an FoV of 2′.8×1′.4, or 3′.1 in diagonal and a pixel scale of
0′′.081/pix without binning. We requested in total five OBs under
service mode of GTC. The total on-source exposure time is 5.1h.
We set a four-point dithering pattern with 15 exposures of 60s at
each point for each OB, with a 2 × 2 binning. The dithering was
set specially for the sky subtraction in the z band while saving
as much overheads as possible. Our weather constraints were set
to be seeing better than 0′′.9, dark nights, and clear sky. The first
two OBs were executed on the first-half of the night on June 4,
2024 and three more OBs were executed on the first-half of the
night on June 11, 2024. All the photometric observations details
are listed in Table 4.

2.2.3. Photometric data reduction

The individual HiPERCAM exposures were bias and flat-field
corrected by the HiPERCAM pipeline. For each band, we cre-
ated a supersky frame by median combining a third of all the
frames (around 100 frames) with lowest counts and without the
position offsets using the imcombine task of IRAF. The zero
offset was set to be the mode value of all the counts. The su-
persky was subtracted from each frame using the task imarith.
We stacked all the sky subtracted frames and rejected the two

highest- and two lowest pixels using imcombine, with the zero
offset set to be the mode value. The dithering position offsets
were manually measured through the imexam task.

The individual OSIRIS+ images were bias and flat-field cor-
rected manually using IRAF. The individual FORS2 exposures
were bias and flat-field corrected by the FORS pipeline run in
the EsoReflex environment (Freudling et al. 2013). First, the sky
frame of each position in the four-point dithering pattern was
created by mode-scaling and median-combining all the images
at the other three positions, but two-thirds of the highest counts
were rejected. The corresponding sky frame was then subtracted
from all the images. Finally, all the sky-subtracted images were
aligned and average-combined, but the two highest and two low-
est pixels were rejected.

2.2.4. Object recognition

We created the world coordinate system (WCS) for all reduced
images using Astrometry.net (Lang et al. 2010), which extracts
stars and solves the WCS by matching subsets of four stars to
the pre-computed 4200 series index with the 2MASS catalogue
as reference. For W2207, because there are not many bright
2MASS stars in the field, we built our own index file based on
the Dark Energy Survey (DES; Abbott et al. 2021) catalogue.
We projected the expected positions of the objects in the images
based on their proper motions. Table 1 lists the proper motions
from the literature. We drew a circle with a radius equal to the
error centred on the expected position for each target, as shown
in Fig. B.1.

Table 5: Revised astrometry of W0156 and W0711 with the as-
trometry rms, the centroid errors, and the pixel sizes.

W0156 at MJD 60565.35
α, δ (deg) 29.058675, 32.923258

rmsX,Y (pix) 1.274, 0.920
errX,Y (pix) 0.239, 0.224

scale (mas/pix) 127.67
µα cos δ, µδ (mas/yr) +1020 ± 29, −155 ± 22

W0711 at MJD 60565.38
α, δ (deg) 107.840390, −57.606015

rmsX,Y (pix) 0.589, 0.725
errX,Y (pix) 0.030, 0.029

scale (mas/pix) 125.53
µα cos δ, µδ (mas/yr) +230 ± 9, +1076 ± 11

We detected all the objects at their expected positions, except
for W0156, W0711, and the Accident. We recognised W0711
using the DESI Legacy Survey DR10 image, and we attribute
the faint source next to the expected position of W0156 as its
true position. We indicated W0156 and W0711 using red arrows
in Fig. B.1. We revised their proper motions following the same
routine as we did in Zhang et al. (2023). The IRAF imcentroid
task was used to provide the centroid error in both axes. The as-
trometry residuals of both axes are the standard error of the mean
(SEM) of the pixel deviation between the index position and field
position of the matched reference stars (match_weight > 0.99) in
the corr.fits file generated by Astrometry.net. The revised proper
motion results are shown in Table 5.
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Table 6: New optical photometry and published IR photometry of the Accident, and other 12 metal-poor T dwarf candidates. If not
specified otherwise, the reference for the IR photometry will be the same as the one for the object in Table 1. The optical photometry
is in the AB magnitude system (Oke 1974). The JHK photometry uses the MKO filters and is in the Vega magnitude system.

Name u′ g′ r′ i′ z′ zDES zPS 1 Y J H K W1 W2
The Accident >28.7 >27.9 >27.6 >27.3 >26.2 >26.7 (1)>21.79 (2)24.5 ± 0.3 >18.58 Ks >17.85 18.18 ± 0.19 16.15 ± 0.08

W0156 24.70 ± 0.24 25.42 ± 0.31 (2)21.94 ± 0.06 21.46 ± 0.30 18.81 ± 0.42 16.06 ± 0.08
Ross 19B 25.10 ± 0.33 25.80 ± 0.40 (2)21.86 ± 0.06 21.14 ± 0.02 18.62 ± 0.20 15.81 ± 0.06
W0505 25.24 ± 0.36 ∗>23.4 26.09 ± 0.36 (2)20.74 ± 0.07 (2)20.62 ± 0.08 Ks >18.38 ∗∗17.64 ± 0.06 ∗∗16.13 ± 0.05
W0523 22.10 ± 0.03 22.74 ± 0.15 (2)19.14 ± 0.05 17.27 ± 0.06 15.91 ± 0.06
W0711 19.48 ± 0.03 20.09 ± 0.12 15.09 ± 0.03 14.63 ± 0.04
W0738 24.29 ± 0.19 25.23 ± 0.20 (2)21.37 ± 0.14 (2)20.73 ± 0.14 (2)21.44 ± 0.34 17.22 ± 0.04 15.82 ± 0.04
W0905 24.08 ± 0.09 24.97 ± 0.13 20.45 ± 0.14 18.25 ± 0.16 16.46 ± 0.09
W1019 19.27 ± 0.01 20.16 ± 0.08 (3)16.03 ± 0.10 (3)15.77 ± 0.13 (3)Ks 15.73 ± 0.27 15.65 ± 0.04 14.22 ± 0.04

Wolf 1130C 22.64 ± 0.05 23.50 ± 0.19 19.64 ± 0.09 19.57 ± 0.07 (4),†17.16 ± 0.04 (4)15.14 ± 0.02
W2014 21.52 ± 0.03 22.36 ± 0.5 (5)18.01 ± 0.02 (5)18.71 ± 0.30 (5)17.97 ± 0.29 (4)16.66 ± 0.04 (4)14.83 ± 0.03
W2105 19.49 ± 0.01 20.19 ± 0.02 (2)17.96 ± 0.03 (3)16.85 ± 0.14 (2)15.91 ± 0.03 (3)15.31 ± 0.15 (2)14.82 ± 0.01 (2)13.93 ± 0.02
W2207 24.23 ± 0.10 ∗>23.4 25.20 ± 0.12 >20.36 >18.98 Ks >18.38 (4)18.88 ± 0.27 (4)16.01 ± 0.07

References. (1): Meisner et al. (2023b) (2): Meisner et al. (2023c); (3): 2MASS point source catalogue (Cutri et al. 2003); (4): Profile-fit photom-
etry including motion from CatWISE catalogue (w1mpro_pm and w2mpro_pm column) (Marocco et al. 2021); (5): Best et al. (2021)
Notes: *: Single-epoch DES 3-σ z-band limit under the AB system, as inferred from the 10-σ limit 22.1 mag (Morganson et al.
2018; Abbott et al. 2021); **: From the WISE and DES images we notice that the WISE photometry may be slightly contaminated
by a background source. †: There are two CatWISE detections with similar proper motion values. We adopted the W1,W2 values
of the one with more profile-fit flux measurements with S/N no less than 3 in both bands (column names w1NM and w2NM).

2.2.5. Photometric measurement

We performed aperture photometry on these 11 detected metal-
poor T dwarf candidates using the Astropy package photutils.
The aperture radius was fixed to be 1′′, and the background resid-
ual after the sky subtraction is from the median absolute devi-
ation within an annulus with an inner and outer radius of 3′′.5
and 5′′.5, respectively. W0523, W1019 and W2014 were close to
other background sources, hence, we set a smaller aperture with
a radius of 0′′.5 for these three objects only. For these three, we
did a consistency check using a programme daofun1 (Quezada et
al. in prep.) which is an interactive adaption of daophot (Stetson
1987) to easily go through the daophot subroutines to perform
a point-spread-function (PSF) photometry. Using the GUI we
automatically picked brighter and isolated stars over the back-
ground noise and check by eye with the GUI each point spread
function to then create the PSF model. The PSF photometry is
based on the ALLSTAR subroutine of daophot also included in
the daofun GUI, we activate the variable PSF parameter, set the
FWHM of stars by 4 pixels, the fitting radius by 6 pixels and the
PSF radius by 12 pixels as the GUI recommended parameters.

For these 11 detected metal-poor T dwarf candidates, we
did differential photometry using an extra set of several nearby
sources from The Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Re-
sponse System (Pan-STARRS; Chambers et al. 2016), SkyMap-
per Southern Sky Survey (Onken et al. 2024), and the DES with
z magnitudes fainter than 16 mag in the AB system).

Since there are no detection of the Accident in any of the
HiPERCAM bands, we estimated a 3-σ detection limit by con-
servatively assuming a 3-σ signal would have a total flux inside
the 1.5-FWHM-radius (1′′.2) aperture of 3×σsky ×

√
Npix where

σsky is the fluctuation or standard deviation inside the aperture,
and Npix is the pixel number inside the aperture. For the g′r′i′z′
bands we did differential photometry using an extra set of sev-
eral nearby Pan-STARRS sources with magnitudes fainter than
16 mag. The 3-σ limits set in this way in the g′r′i′z′ bands are
very well consistent with the aperture photometry on the faintest
sources (S/N less than 10 σ) in the field. For the u′ band of
HiPERCAM we calculated the limit using the zero point value

1 https://pypi.org/project/daofun/0.2.0/

of 28.17 mag provided by the GTC2, since there is no u′-band
survey in this region.

For the T and Y dwarfs, a correction for each spectral type
must be applied to convert Sloan z′ magnitudes, or DES zDES
magnitudes to Pan-STARRS zPS 1 magnitudes, due to significant
difference between filter profiles longwards of 9300Å. Follow-
ing the procedure of Zhang et al. (2023), we applied the offsets
calculated from T dwarf standards and Y dwarf models. Table 6
lists the u′g′r′i′z′ and zDES photometry directly determined from
the observations and the zPS 1 after the correction. Other IR pho-
tometric measurements from the literature are also listed in that
table.

3. Discussion

3.1. Colour–magnitude diagrams

With trigonometric parallaxes, we could derive the absolute
magnitudes of subdwarfs and position them in colour-magnitude
diagrams. For the distance of two companions, i.e., Wolf 1130C
and Ross 19B, we used well-determined parallaxes from their
primaries, Wolf 1130A and Ross 19A, respectively. Both objects
have well-constrained spectroscopic metallicities derived from
their primary. Hence, they are benchmarks in our sample.

We plotted several colours of eight metal-poor T dwarf
candidates and the Accident against their absolute zPS 1 magni-
tudes in Fig. 1. For comparison, we also put another benchmark
object, the extreme T subdwarf W1810, in the diagrams. W1810
was claimed to be a subdwarf because it has a bolometric lumi-
nosity significant lower than that of an early-T dwarf, aligning
instead with the luminosity expected for solar-metallicity T8-9
dwarfs (Lodieu et al. 2022). It is spectroscopically classified
as an esdT3 dwarf lately (Burgasser et al. 2024). Subdwarfs
appear intrinsically fainter than their solar-metallicity coun-
terparts with the same spectral type, and the absolute zPS 1
magnitude is a proxy for the luminosity (Sanghi et al. 2023).
We over-plotted solar-metallicity field M, L, T dwarfs with
trigonometric parallaxes from Pan-STARRS1 (Best et al.
2018). We also overlaid several colder objects with z′-band

2 https://www.gtc.iac.es/instruments/hipercam/
hipercam.php
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Fig. 1: Colours vs. absolute zPS 1 magnitude diagrams of metal-poor T dwarf candidates (blue crosses), using trigonometric paral-
laxes obtained from this work and from the literature, zPS 1 photometry from this work and from Zhang et al. (2023) and infrared
photometry from the literature. The parallax of W1810 comes from Lodieu et al. (2022). For the Accident (black cross and ar-
row), the parallax is from (Kirkpatrick et al. 2021b). For comparison, field M, L, T dwarfs with trigonometric parallaxes from
Pan-STARRS1 3π survey (Best et al. 2018) are plotted as yellow stars, orange squares, and red dots, respectively. Y dwarfs with
zPS 1 photometry (corrected from z′) from Lodieu et al. (2013) and Martín et al. (2024), and parallaxes from Kirkpatrick et al. (2019)
are plotted as purple triangles. W1217 is a T9+Y2 system so it is plotted as a mixture of red dot and purple triangle.

magnitudes from GTC/OSIRIS (Lodieu et al. 2013; Martín et al.
2024) and trigonometry parallaxes (Kirkpatrick et al. 2019).
These include four Y0 dwarfs: WISE J041022.71+150248.4,
WISEP J173835.52+273258.9, WISE J205628.91+145953.2
(Cushing et al. 2011), and WISE J014656.66+423410.0 (Kirk-
patrick et al. 2012); a Y2 dwarf WISE J182831.08+265037.7
(Cushing et al. 2011); as well as a cold binary system,
WISE J121756.90+162640.8, which consists of a T9 dwarf
and a Y0 dwarf (Liu et al. 2012), supposed to be overluminous
compared to single T9 and Y0 dwarfs. We use motion-corrected
photometry from CatWISE catalogue (Marocco et al. 2021) for
all Y dwarfs.

From Fig. 1, we could infer the following points:

– The benchmark extreme T subdwarf W1810 has an absolute
zPS 1 magnitude ∼2 mag fainter than that of solar-metallicity
early-T dwarfs. It also has bluer zPS 1−J and W1−W2 colours
and redder zPS 1 −W1, J − H, J −W1 and J −W2 colours.

– The benchmark Wolf 1130C is most probably a T subd-
warf. Its absolute zPS 1 magnitude is located at the solar-
metallicity T/Y boundary which is ∼1 mag fainter than that
of the T8 dwarfs, confirming its low metallicity (from −0.6
to −1.2 dex). Its colours compared with the solar-metallicity
sequence follow the same trend as W1810, except in J − H
and J −W2, where it lies on the sequence.

– W1553 has an absolute zPS 1 magnitude slightly fainter than
that of solar-metallicity mid-T dwarfs. Its colours fall in be-
tween W1810 and the solar-metallicity sequence in all the
diagrams. It is most probably a T subdwarf but may not have

a metallicity as low as W1810, which has been shown via
NIR spectroscopy (Meisner et al. 2021).

– W2217 is most probably a T subdwarf. It again lies below the
faintest T dwarf in the solar-metallicity sequence, suggesting
it could be the coldest or most metal-poor object among the
three. Its colours follow W1810, except in the J − H and
J −W2.

– W0422’s absolute magnitude is 1.5-σ fainter than that of
the faintest solar-metallicity T dwarf, if we adopt the as-
trometric solution despite its high χ2

ν value. It suggests a
possible colder nature of W0422, or a probable slightly low
metallicity. However, its colours are not aligned with W1810,
W1553, W2217 and Wolf 1130C except in the W1 −W2.

– Ross 19B lies significantly below the T dwarf sequence. It
inherits the metallicity of −0.4 dex from its primary but
without a spectroscopic confirmation of the secondary itself.
Comparing with Wolf 1130C, which is also a late-type sub-
dwarf and with a much lower metallicity, the difference be-
tween the absolute zPS 1 magnitude of Ross 19B and those of
the T dwarf sequence seems to be too large. This suggests,
either Ross 19B is a colder object, or less likely that it has a
lower metallicity than the value from its comoving primary.

– W0004 and W0301 lie on top of the sequence of early-T
dwarfs in all the six colour-magnitude diagrams, which sug-
gests that they are not so metal-poor, as corroborated by their
optical spectra (Zhang et al. 2023) and slightly blue NIR
spectra (Greco et al. 2019), or they could be equal-mass bi-
naries.
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Fig. 2: Updated W1−W2 vs zAB−W1 and J−W2 vs zAB−W1 colour–colour diagrams with more metal-poor T, Y dwarf candidates
compared to the one of Zhang et al. (2023). All the metal-poor T dwarf candidates are labeled with blue crosses and arrows and
the Accident is labeled with the black cross and arrow. We overplotted solar-metallicity M, L, and T sequences from Pan-STARRS
(yellow stars, orange squares and red dots, respectively), L subdwarfs (olive squares), four Y0 dwarf, a Y2 dwarf, the Y4 dwarf
(purple triangles), and a T9+Y0 system (red dot mixed with purple triangle). All Y dwarfs are with CatWISE photometry. Error
bars are included for all sources, except for M and L dwarfs. We also show three iso-metallicity curves from the low-metallicity
theoretical model LOWZ (Meisner et al. 2021) with parameters log g = 5.0, log10 Kzz = 2, solar C/O ratio 0.55 in both diagrams.
From left to right, the effective temperature of the model decreases from 1600 K to 500 K, with a step of 100 K and 50K above and
under 1000K, respectively.

– W2014 has a slightly red zPS 1−W1 and J−W1 colours and a
slightly blue W1−W2 colour. It lies on top of the sequence of
solar-metallicity mid-T dwarfs in the diagram of zPS 1− J and
J −W2, which suggests that its metallicity is not extremely
low. It has a bluer J −H colour than the sequence with a 2-σ
significance.

– The Accident is below the faintest solar-metallicity Y dwarf
in all diagrams, arguing in favour of its low-metallicity and
cold nature.

In summary, we confirm the subluminosity of three more
T subdwarfs: Wolf 1130C, W1553, and W2217. These objects
seem to follow the extreme T subdwarf W1810, lying to the blue
of the sequence in the following colours: zPS 1 − J and W1−W2;

and to the red in the colours zPS 1−W1 and J−W1. We also have
another three possible subdwarfs: Ross 19B, W0422, and W2014
in these colour-magnitude diagrams. We observe that the Y sub-
dwarf candidate, the Accident, has an upper limit of the absolute
zPS 1 magnitude fainter than the current limit for Y dwarfs.

J−H and J−W2 colours do not seem to be good metallicity
indicators. Solar-metallicity objects have larger relative J − H
colour dispersions probably due to smaller wavelength interval
between two bands. With respect to the J −W2 colour, most of
metal-poor objects lie on the solar-metallicity sequence. We are
going to discuss more about the colours in the next subsection.
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Fig. 3: The same as Fig. 2 but with three iso-metallicity curves from the theoretical model SONORA Elf Owl with parameters
log g = 5.0, log10 Kzz = 2, solar C/O ratio in both diagrams. From left to right, the effective temperature of the model decreases
from 1500 K to 300 K, with a step of 100 K, 50 K and 25 K at the temperature above 1000 K, between 600 K - 1000 K and below
600 K, respectively.

3.2. Colour–colour diagrams

As an update to Fig. 1 in our previous work (Zhang et al.
2023), Fig. 2 and 3 present the colour–colour diagrams of
W1 − W2 versus zPS 1 − W1 and J − W2 versus zPS 1 − W1
for all the objects, with 8508 solar-metallicity M dwarfs, 800
L dwarfs, and 42 T dwarfs from Pan-STARRS1 with and with-
out trigonometric parallaxes (Best et al. 2018), four Y0 dwarfs
W0146, W0410, W1738, W2056, a Y2 dwarf W1828, and
the T9+Y0 binary W1217. We added the zPS 1 − W1 limit
of the Y4 dwarf WISE J085510.83−071442.5 (Luhman 2014)
which is the coldest brown dwarf discovered so far (Beamín
et al. 2014; Luhman et al. 2024). There are also 39 L sub-
dwarfs with photometric errors smaller than 0.2 mag in z,
J, W1, and W2 bands (Zhang et al. 2018) Three objects,
WISEA J001354.40+063448.1, WISEA J083337.81+005213.8,
and ULAS J092605.47+083516.9, included in the previous work
are kept (Zhang et al. 2023).

We compared the observations with synthetic photometry
derived using filter profiles downloaded from the Spanish Vir-
tual Observatory (SVO) service (Rodrigo et al. 2012; Rodrigo &
Solano 2020), and theoretical spectra from the low-metallicity
ultracool LOWZ models (Meisner et al. 2021) and the SONORA
Elf Owl substellar atmosphere models for T and Y dwarfs
(Mukherjee et al. 2024; Mukherjee et al. 2023a,b). We used
the following parameters: a high surface gravity log(g)= 5.0, a
medium vertical mixing log10 Kzz = 2 and a solar C/O ratio of
0.55 for both the LOWZ and the SONORA model. The LOWZ
models provide spectra down to metallicity −2.5 dex while the
SONORA models only reach to −1.0 dex. The solar-metallicity
field dwarf sequence more or less follows the trend of the two
sets of models.

Both the LOWZ and the SONORA models predict bluer
W1 − W2 colours and redder J − W2 colours for lower metal-
licity objects in the 500–1000 K temperature range. This is clear
for the Accident, since it has a significantly bluer W1−W2 colour
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and a redder J − W2 colour than field Y dwarfs. For the rest of
metal-poor T dwarf candidates, they do not tend to concentrate
in a smaller W1 −W2 interval.

The LOWZ model predicts a zPS 1 − W1 colour between 4
to 5.5 mag for objects between 500 K and 1600 K (black line
in Fig. 2). The LOWZ models predict that for low metallicity
(−2.0 dex) the temperature gradient is mainly responsible for
the redward shift of the zPS 1 −W1 colour from 4 to 5 mag. The
SONORA model predicts a much stronger temperature depen-
dence than the LOWZ model. The SONORA model also pre-
dicts a stable zPS 1 − W1 colour for hotter objects no matter the
metallicity, which contradicts the observations.
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Fig. 4: W1−W2 vs J −W1 colour–colour diagrams of all metal-
poor T dwarf candidates (blue crosses and arrows) in Table 1
and in Zhang et al. (2023); and the Accident (the black cross
and arrow). We also included solar-metallicity M, L, and T se-
quences from Pan-STARRS as yellow stars, orange squares, and
red dots, respectively, along with L subdwarfs (olive squares),
four Y0 dwarf, a Y2 dwarf, the Y4 dwarf (purple triangles), and
a T9+Y0 system (red dot mixed with purple triangle). Error bars
are included for all sources, except for M and L dwarfs. We also
show five iso-metallicity curves from the low-metallicity theo-
retical model LOWZ with parameters log(g)= 5.0, log10 Kzz = 2,
solar C/O ratio 0.55. From left to right of the five curves, the
effective temperatures of the model decrease from 1600 K to
500 K, with a step of 100 K and 50 K above and under 1000K,
respectively.

We infer that the LOWZ models under-estimate the suppres-
sion of the zPS 1-band flux, caused by the low metallicity; and
also does the SONORA models, but only for hotter objects or
early-T dwarfs.

On the other hand, the behaviour of the zPS 1 − W1 colour
of subdwarfs is similar to that of the J −W1 colour. Unlike the
zPS 1 − W1 vs. W1 − W2 diagram, the observations agree with
model predictions in the J −W1 vs. W1 −W2 diagram (we only
plot the LOWZ models in Fig. 4). The LOWZ and SONORA
models predict that the J −W1 colours get significant redder for
objects cooler than about 1000 K when metallicity decreases,
and the temperature is the main driver for the metal-poor objects
to have the J −W1 colours shifted redward. However, the hotter
end of both models (1300–1600 K) exhibits the same problem in
the J −W1 colours as in zPS 1 −W1. They also do not accurately
reproduce the observed L subdwarfs, as well as the extreme cold
solar-metallicity Y2 and Y4 dwarfs. Solar-metallicity T dwarfs
exhibit greater dispersion across the spectral type in the J −W1
colour (around 2 mag) compare to the zPS 1 −W1 colour (around
1.5 mag)In Fig. 4, the spectral types of each metal-poor object
are shown, but no clear temperature gradient is evident.

3.3. zPS 1 −W1 colour vs metallicity

Our previous work categorised the few candidates into three
groups with decreasing metallicity from ≃ 0 to ≃ −1.5 dex while
z −W1 colours increasing from 5 to 7 mag (Zhang et al. 2023).
With a larger sample we actually see a continuity between the
groups and even extensions bluer than 5 mag and much redder
than 7 mag.

To see the zPS 1−W1 colour trend against the metallicity more
clearly, we assigned a coarse metallicity value to each source in
our sample. With the exception of Wolf 1130C and Ross 19B,
which have spectroscopically determined metallicities derived
from their M dwarf primaries, the metallicities of the remain-
ing objects are estimated based on metallicity subclass classifi-
cations obtained through spectroscopy or photometry. This clas-
sification of subdwarfs has been a long debated topic and it has
not been fully established for T subdwarfs yet because of lack
of objects across the whole spectral type range. We adopted the
maximum interval of the metallicity value for subclasses pub-
lished by different research groups for M and L subdwarfs (Gizis
et al. 1997; Lépine et al. 2007; Zhang et al. 2017; Lodieu et al.
2019): i.e., subdwarfs have metallicities mainly between −0.3
and −1.0 dex, extreme subdwarfs between −1.0 and −1.7 dex,
and ultra subdwarfs have below −1.7 dex. We also adopted a
metallicity range of +0.3 to −0.3 dex for solar-metallicity field
T/Y dwarfs.

For each individual object, we assign a corresponding metal-
licity based on the arguments below. A summary of the adopted
metallicity for each object is given in Table 7.

– For the secondaries of comoving pairs, we assumed that all
components of a multiple system have a similar chemical
composition. There are different measurement of metallic-
ity of the primary Wolf 1130A: −0.62 ± 0.10 dex (Woolf
& Wallerstein 2006), −0.70 ± 0.12 dex (Mace et al. 2018),
−0.64 ± 0.17 dex (Rojas-Ayala et al. 2012) but updated to
−1.22 ± 0.24 dex (Newton et al. 2014). We adopted a maxi-
mum 1-σ range from −0.52 to −1.46 dex for Wolf 1130C.

– We adopted the iron abundance [Fe/H] of the primary
Ross 19A (−0.40 ± 0.12 dex; Schneider et al. 2021) for
Ross 19B.
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Fig. 5: zPS 1 −W1 colour against metallicity for T and Y dwarfs. The vertical error bars are the photometric errors and the horizontal
bars are the adopted metallicity ranges (Table 7). The blue and black crosses are metal-poor T and Y dwarf candidates, respectively.
Some upper limit arrows are plotted next to the points to avoid overlapping. The solid blue circle indicates that the object has an
NIR spectrum. The two very-late-type metal-poor T dwarf candidates or possible metal-poor Y dwarf candidates Ross 19B and
W0156 are indicated by dotted blue circles and are plotted in both panels. The thick red and purple crosses demonstrate the average
zPS 1−W1 value and dispersion of solar-metallicity T and Y dwarfs, respectively. Five isothermal curves from 500 K to 1300 K from
LOWZ model with parameters log(g)= 5.0, log10 Kzz = 2, C/O ratio of 0.55 are shown in orange colour.

– Greco et al. (2019) used NIR spectroscopy and classified
W0004, W0301, W1019 as subdwarfs. They do not appear
as very metal-poor objects and they are not subluminous in
the colour-magnitude diagrams in Fig. 1. We assigned them
a metallicity [Fe/H] from −0.3 to −1.0 dex. Meisner et al.
(2020b) classified W0422 and W2207 as subdwarfs but did
not specify the metal class. Hence, we adopted a possible
range from normal subdwarfs to extreme subdwarfs from
−0.3 to −1.7 dex for these two objects.

– Brooks et al. (2022) listed W0505 as an extreme T subdwarf
based on its infrared colours, hence, we adopted a metallicity
from −1.0 to −1.7 dex.

– Meisner et al. (2021) reported a spectral analysis for W1553,
but different models provided different metallicity values,
from −0.5 dex to ≲ −1.5 dex. We adopted that range.

– Meisner et al. (2023c) assigned W0156 a metallicity be-
tween −0.4 to −0.5 dex because of the adjacent locus to
the Ross 19B and the LOWZ model track of −0.5 dex in
the colour space. We adopted the same metallicity as that
of Ross 19B.

– For WISEA J041451.67−585456.7, we adopted a range of
metallicities from −0.5 to −1.5 dex (Schneider et al. 2020).

For WISEA J181006.18−101000.5, we used the range de-
rived by Lodieu et al. (2022), from −1.0 to −2.0 dex.

– Kellogg et al. (2018) classified W0711 as a subdwarf us-
ing its NIR spectrum, its low metallicity is consistent with
the thick-disk or halo kinematics. We adopted the metallicity
range of subdwarfs, from −0.3 to −1.0 dex.

– We classify W0738 and W2217 (Meisner et al. 2021) as ex-
treme T subdwarfs based on their large motions and similar
colours to the two known extreme T subdwarfs, W1810 and
W0414. So we adopted the metallicity range of W1810 and
W0414, i.e. from −0.5 to −2.0 dex for W0738 and W2217.

– For W0013 and W0833, Pinfield et al. (2014) estimated a
metallicity range from −0.5 to −1.5 dex, based on their pe-
culiar H −W2 colour.

– Murray et al. (2011) discussed the blue NIR colours and pos-
sible halo kinematics of ULAS0926, so we classify it as a
subdwarf with a metallicity from −0.3 to −1.0 dex.

– W0905 and W2014 just falls outside the fiducial colour-
colour criteria of extreme subdwarf region proposed by
Meisner et al. (2023c). However, W2014 shows a normal
spectrum in the Y-, J-, and H-bands. Only its K-band was
suppressed (Mace et al. 2013a). Besides, W2014 appears

Article number, page 11 of 19



A&A proofs: manuscript no. no_bold3

Table 7: Adopted metallicity [Fe/H] ranges for metal-poor T/Y
dwarf candidates. Objects are ordered by RA. The ‘Spec.’ col-
umn indicates whether the object has been spectroscopically ob-
served. The ‘Sublum.’ column indicates if the object appears
subluminous in the colour-magnitude diagrams in Fig. 1.

Name [Fe/H]max [Fe/H]min Spec. Sublum.
T, Y dwarfs +0.3 −0.3 - -

W0004 −0.3 −1.0 Y N
(1)W0013 −0.5 −1.5 N -
W0156 −0.28 −0.52 N -
W0301 −0.3 −1.0 Y N

(2)Ross 19B −0.28 −0.52 N Y?
(3)W0414 −0.5 −1.5 Y -
W0422 −0.3 −1.7 N Y?
W0505 −1.0 −1.7 N -

(4)W0523 −0.5 −1.5 N -
W0711 −0.3 −1.0 Y -
W0738 −0.5 −2.0 N -
W0905 −0.3 −1.7 N -

(1)W0833 −0.5 −1.5 N -
ULAS0926 −0.3 −1.0 N -

W1019 −0.3 −1.0 Y -
(5)The Accident −1.0 - N Y?

(6)W1553 −0.5 −1.5 Y Y
(7)W1810 −1.0 −2.0 Y Y

Wolf 1130C (8)−0.52 (9)−1.46 Y Y
W2014 −0.3 −1.0 Y Y?
W2105 0.0 −1.0 Y -
W2207 −0.3 −1.7 N -
W2217 −0.5 −2.0 N Y

References. (1): Pinfield et al. (2014); (2): From the metallicity of the
primary (Schneider et al. 2021); (3): Schneider et al. (2020); (4): Brooks
et al. (2022); (5): Kirkpatrick et al. (2021b); (6): Meisner et al. (2021);
(7): Lodieu et al. (2022); (8): From the metallicity of the primary (Woolf
& Wallerstein 2006); (9) From the metallicity of the primary (Newton
et al. 2014). Rest: from our assignation, see section 3.3.

inline with those T subdwarfs only in some of the colour-
magnitude diagrams in Fig. 1, and has a J − H colour ab-
normality. We hence assigned a wide metallicity range from
subdwarf to extreme subdwarf to W0905, from −0.3 to −1.7
dex; but only a subdwarf metallicity to W2014, from −0.3 to
−1.0 dex.

– The kinematics of W2105 shows that it could be a thick
disk/halo dwarf, but the J- and H-band spectra do not show
features of low metallicity (Luhman & Sheppard 2014), and
Meisner et al. (2023c) excluded it from the list of extreme T
subdwarf candidates because its colours put it outside of the
locus where extreme T subdwarfs lie. Therefore, we adopted
a metallicity from solar 0.0 dex to the most-metal-poor sub-
dwarfs, −1.0 dex.

We plot the zPS 1 − W1 colour and metallicity of solar-
metallicity field T dwarfs and metal-poor T dwarf candidates in
the left panel of Fig. 5. We highlighted objects with spectra as
circles. We also plot the mean colour and the standard deviation
of the colour of solar-metallicity field T dwarfs. The tempera-
ture effect for the solar-metallicity T dwarfs on this colour is
less than 1 mag (from 4.5 to 5.5 mag). The zPS 1 − W1 colour
does not change significantly at least until the metallicities of
W0004, W0301, and W1019. Once the metallicity gets lower

than ≈ −1.0 dex, the zPS 1 −W1 colour shoots up and gets dras-
tically redder.

We identify Ross 19B and W0156 as two outliers (dotted
blue circles) in the left panel of Fig. 5 with mildly low metallic-
ities but unusually red zPS 1 − W1 colours. Since the metallicity
of W0156 was constrained by Ross 19B (Meisner et al. 2023c),
it is not surprising that W0156 aligns with Ross 19B as an out-
lier. From this point forward, we will focus only on Ross 19B,
although our conclusions are applicable to both objects.

Ignoring the possibility of wrong photometry, in the colour-
magnitude diagrams, Ross 19B appears extremely subluminous
compared to solar-metallicity T dwarf counterparts. It would
likely be a colder object, a Y subdwarf, sharing the same chem-
ical component with the primary. It is not contradictory to the
photometric spectral type determination: T9.5±1.5 (Schneider
et al. 2021). We put both Ross 19B and W0156 into the right
panel of Fig. 5, with the mean colour and the standard deviation
of the colour of solar-metallicity field Y dwarfs, and the colour
limit of the Accident. The colours of both Ross 19B and W0156
stay between the average colour of the solar-metallicity Y dwarfs
and that of the Accident, which is consistent with their mildly
low metallicities derived from Ross 19A. However, Ross 19 sys-
tem has a projected separation of 9900 au (Schneider et al. 2021).
For such a loosely bounded system, it is hard for it to survive
dynamically from the Galactic tides given its old age (7.2+3.6

−3.2
Gyr; Schneider et al. 2021). For a binary with a semi-major axis
10 000 au, the simulation for a system with total mass of 1M⊙
yields a very low probability of surviving for 7 Gyr (Weinberg
et al. 1987). We note that the Ross 19 system has only a total
mass of 0.4 M⊙.

We provide another possible scenario in which Ross 19A
captured the B component which is not necessarily colder but
has a lower metallicity. The absolute zPS 1 magnitude difference
between the solar-metallicity sequence and Ross 19B is larger
than that between the solar-metallicity sequence and Wolf 1130C
in Fig. 1. Wolf 1130C has a similar spectral type as Ross 19B.
We therefore hypothesise that Ross 19B may have a much lower
metallicity than Wolf 1130C, and certainly lower than its pri-
mary, Ross 19A. However, the chance for a metal-poor M dwarf
to catch specifically a brown dwarf with even lower metallicity
is not high either.

It is challenging to assess which case is more probable. In
summary, Ross 19B could be colder and be among the metal-
poor Y dwarf candidates, or it is more metal poor. The same
applies to W0156.

Putting these two outliers aside, in the left panel of Fig. 5, we
see that objects with zPS 1−W1≳ 6 mag have metallicity lower or
equal than −1.0 dex, i.e., extreme subdwarfs. Their spectral types
spread from T0 to T8. In other words, the zPS 1 − W1 colour is
observationally a good extreme subdwarf indicator for T dwarfs,
which was first proposed by Zhang et al. (2023). This colour
could be a metallicity indicator for Y dwarfs according to the
right panel of Fig. 5 after adding Ross 19B and W0156, but more
observations are needed to confirm this hypothesis.

We again plot the LOWZ models in both panels of Fig. 5, us-
ing five isothermal lines with metallicity from +0.5 dex to −2.5
dex. The LOWZ models do predict that the zPS 1 − W1 colour
gets redder with decreasing metallicity until −1.0 dex for ob-
jects cooler than 900 K (equivalent to mid- to late-T dwarfs). As
the temperature decreases, the colour becomes redder in a more
pronounced manner. However, the models fail to account for the
very red colours observed at lower metallicities for both T and
early-Y dwarfs (objects with temperature higher than 500 K).
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Our previous work attributed the redder zPS 1 − W1 colours
to the flux increase in the W1 band, due to the weakening of
the methane absorption, and expected a saturation at some point
Zhang et al. (2023). However, at this moment we still do not ap-
preciate any sign of saturation in the zPS 1 −W1 colour, although
in the case of the current most metal-poor T dwarf with spec-
troscopic metallicity, W1810, methane is absent or very weak
(Lodieu et al. 2022). On the other hand, the absorption wings of
alkali metals, especially the sodium NaI and potassium KI res-
onance doublets at optical wavelengths are broadened in high-
gravity atmospheres due to the collision with helium He and
molecular hydrogen H2, contributing partly to the suppressed
flux in the z passband (Burrows & Volobuyev 2003; Pavlenko
et al. 2007; Allard et al. 2016; Phillips et al. 2020). This ab-
sorption could be even strengthened due to higher gravity and
denser atmospheres in metal-poor environment (Allard et al.
2003, 2023, 2024). These two effects could be underestimated
by the LOWZ model, explaining the current discrepancy with
the observations.
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Fig. 6: zPS 1−W1 colour against spectral type. The solid blue cir-
cle indicates that the object has an NIR spectrum. All the objects
have a spectral type uncertainty of one subtype, unless specified
differently in Table 1. We adopted the classification of W1810
as esdT3 in Burgasser et al. (2024). W0156 was classified as a
T subdwarf without a subtype, we assigned it with the same late
spectral type as Ross 19B. We assigned a Y0–Y2 range for the
Accident, according to its effective temperature.

We further checked the temperature dependence of the zPS 1−

W1 colour. We plotted the colour of all objects against their spec-
tral type in Fig. 6. We see that the zPS 1 − W1 colour gets bluer
until mid-T dwarfs and then gets redder for solar-metallicity

dwarfs. The range of colours remains in a small interval be-
tween 4.5 to 5.5 mag. We do not see a clear spectral type depen-
dence for those T subdwarf candidates, and we can conclude that
the differences in the effective temperature of solar-metallicity T
dwarfs will not lead to a extreme red zPS 1−W1 colours. Thus, the
zPS 1 −W1 colour can reliably serve as an indicator for extreme
T subdwarfs.

3.4. Most metal-poor objects

We see that W0505 and W0738 have exceptionally red zPS 1−W1
colours of 8.01 mag and 8.45 mag, respectively. There may exist
a population in the colour-colour diagram with zPS 1−W1 colours
redder than 8.0 mag, represented by ultra subdwarfs (usdTs) with
metallicity [Fe/H] below −1.7 dex. However, the WISE photom-
etry of W0505 could be slightly affected by faint background
sources, hence the true zPS 1 − W1 colour of W0505 could be
slightly bluer.

The Accident’s extreme low luminosity also points towards
a very low effective temperature. The Accident has the reddest
zPS 1−W1 colour among all the coldest subdwarf candidates, and
a blue W1 −W2 colour suggesting that it could have a very low
metallicity. Martín et al. (2024) observed a sharp transition to-
wards bluer z − J colours from 5 to 2 mag from late-T to Y2
dwarfs, respectively, as seen in the colour-magnitude diagram in
Fig. 1. The transition agrees with the SONORA solar-metallicity
model (Marley et al. 2021). We attribute this effect to the weak-
ening of the very broad KI resonance doublet in the Y dwarf
atmosphere, with alkali elements being locked into molecules at
low temperatures (Lodders 1999) and carried into deeper layer
by rainout processes (Burrows & Sharp 1999). The Accident has
a lower limit of 2.2 mag on its zPS 1 − J, which is consistent with
those of solar-metallicity Y dwarfs at the moment.

4. Conclusions

We obtained ground-based trigonometry parallaxes for five
metal-poor T dwarf candidates and complemented them with
those from the literature. We acquired z-band photometry for
another 12 metal-poor T dwarf candidates and five-band opti-
cal photometry for the Accident, the only metal-poor Y dwarf
candidate to date.

We demonstrated the subdwarf nature of W1553,
Wolf 1130C, W2217, and possibly Ross 19B, W0422, and
W2014 using their loci in the optical-to-infrared colour-
magnitude diagrams comparing with their solar-metallicity
counterparts and the extreme T subdwarf W1810. We showed
that the Y dwarf candidate, the Accident, is subluminous than
current Y dwarf limit. We argue that W0004, and W0301 are not
so metal-poor or they could be binary candidates based on their
loci on the solar-metallicity sequence in the colour-magnitude
diagrams. It is worthwhile to take an observation with adaptive
optics or interferometry to spacially resolve these binary
candidates.

We provided updated optical-IR colour-colour diagrams, ef-
fectively doubling the size of the previous metal-poor T dwarf
sample. We strengthened our previous discovery about the rela-
tion between the low metallicity and the red zPS 1−W1 colour for
T dwarfs, and possibly extended it to Y dwarfs, which is not pre-
dicted by the state-of-art models. Combining the three colours
zPS 1 − W1, J − W1, and W1 − W2 may break the metallicity-
temperature degeneracy for the coldest populations, and is use-
ful to identify future extreme- or even ultra- metal-poor T and
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Y dwarfs. We confirmed the candidacy of W0505 and W0738 to
the population of extreme-metal-poor T dwarfs, and we propose
that Ross 19B and W0156 could be Y subdwarf candidates.

We claim that NIR spectroscopy is highly desirable to de-
termine the metallicity of the extreme T subdwarf candidates
W2217, W0505, and W0738. However, due to their faintness,
this remains challenging with current ground-based instrumen-
tation but could be achievable from space using the JWST. A
more practical approach would be obtaining K-band photometry
for W0505 and W2217. We also discuss the importance of the
spectroscopic determination of the metallicity and temperature
of Ross 19B as another benchmark object and an additional an-
chor point in the diagrams presented in this work. The analysis of
the JWST spectrum of the Accident (programme GO 3558, PI A.
Meisner; Meisner et al. 2023a) is of extreme importance since it
could let us to synthesise the zPS 1 photometry of the only Y sub-
dwarf candidate, and measure its metallicity and other physical
parameters.

In the current/future deep optical surveys like the ESA Euclid
mission, Vera Rubin LSST and Roman space mission, we could
launch a tailored survey to search for a specific ultracool popu-
lation with a given metallicity and effective temperature (Solano
et al. 2021; Martín et al. 2021). The main objective is to increase
the samples of metal-poor T and Y dwarfs taking advantage of
the complementarity between optical and NIR photometry, as
well as astrometric measurements thanks to the repeated obser-
vations of Vera Rubin LSST and the Euclid deep fields.
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Appendix A: Astrometry for five metal-poor T dwarf candidates.

50

0

 R
A 

(m
as

)

Fit
Omega2000

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
 time (yr)

200

0

 D
EC

 (m
as

) Fit
Omega2000

WISE J0004-2603

60 40 20 0 20
 RA (mas)

350

300

250

200

150

100

50

0

 D
EC

 (m
as

)

Fit
Omega2000

WISE J0004-2603

200

0

200

 R
A 

(m
as

)

Fit
Omega2000

1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
 time (yr)

100

0

100

 D
EC

 (m
as

) Fit
Omega2000

W0301-2319

200 100 0 100 200
 RA (mas)

150

100

50

0

50

100
 D

EC
 (m

as
)

Fit
Omega2000

W0301-2319

0

1000

2000

 R
A 

(m
as

)

Fit
Omega2000

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
 time (yr)

1000

500

0

 D
EC

 (m
as

) Fit
Omega2000

WISE J0422-0442

0 500 1000 1500 2000
 RA (mas)

1000

800

600

400

200

0

 D
EC

 (m
as

)

Fit
Omega2000

WISE J0422-0442

Fig. A.1: Left: observed relative astrometry separated in RA and Dec against the relative time of the reference epoch (0.0 year).
Right: observed relative astrometry together in RA and Dec.
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Fig. A.1: Continued.
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Appendix B: GTC & VLT optical images of metal-poor T and Y dwarf candidates.

1h56m15s 14s 13s

32°55'40"

30"

20"

10"

RA

De
c

WISE0156

2h19m50s 49s 48s

35°19'00"

18'50"

40"

30"

20"

RA

De
c

ROSS 19B

5h05m25s 24s 23s 22s 21s 20s

-59°13'00"

10"

20"

30"

40"

RA

De
c

WISE0505

5h23m08s 07s 06s

-1°53'40"

50"

54'00"

10"

RA

De
c

WISE0523

7h11m24s 23s 22s 21s 20s 19s

-57°36'10"

20"

30"

40"

RA

De
c

WISE0711

7h38m48s 46s 44s 42s

-66°43'20"

30"

40"

50"

44'00"
RA

De
c

WISE0738

10h19m46s 45s 44s 43s

-39°11'30"

40"

50"

12'00"

10"

RA

De
c

WISE1019

20h05m21s 20s 19s 18s 17s

54°24'40"

30"

20"

10"

00"

RA

De
c

WISE2005

9h05m33s 36s 39s 42s

74°00'15"

00"

73°59'45"

RA

De
c

WISE0905

Fig. B.1: 45′′×45′′DES, GTC/OSIRIS, and VLT/FORS2 z-band images of the fields of all the targets with conventional orientation
(up is North and left is East). The blue dots are the object positions at the previous epochs published by other authors (Table 1),
and the red ellipses are the projected positions where those targets are supposed to be on the dates of the observations according to
their proper motions from the literature in Table 1. Parallax effects are negligible. The two semi-axes of the ellipses show the errors
of projected position in RA and Dec, based on proper motion uncertainties and the time difference between the two epochs. All the
objects have been detected. The correct positions of W0156 and W0711 are pointed out by red arrows.
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Fig. B.1: Continued.
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Fig. B.2: 30′′×30′′GTC/HiPERCAM quintuple-band optical images of the Accident field with red circles indicating the expected
position at the HiPERCAM epoch, compared with HST F110W image (right bottom) with blue circle indicating the Accident at the
HST observation epoch. The Accident was not detected in any of the bands.
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