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ABSTRACT

Extended main-sequence stars that are dim in the ultraviolet passbands of Hubble Space Telescope

(UV-dim stars) are found in several young and intermediate-age Magellanic Cloud star clusters. The

obscuring of the dust in the discs of stars expelled due to fast rotation have been suggested to be

responsible for the appearance of UV-dim stars, and play an important role in the formation of extended

main-sequences. In this paper, we report a population of A- and F-type stars who show Hα emission

features in their spectra in a young (∼ 340Myr-old) Galactic neighboring star cluster NGC 3532.

By fitting the observed absorption profiles, we found that most Hα emitters are fast rotating stars,

indicating that they form decretion discs by fast rotation like Be stars. As A- and F-type stars dominate

the extended main-sequence turn-off regions of intermediate-age clusters, their appearance provides

observational evidence to support the dust extinction scenario for these clusters, and might be the

counterparts of UV-dim stars that are detected in remote Magellanic Cloud star clusters like NGC

1783.

Keywords: stars: rotation — open clusters and associations: individual: NGC 3532 — galaxies: star

clusters: general.

1. INTRODUCTION

High- resolution and precision photometric observa-

tions with the Hubble Space Telescope (HST ) and Gaia

Telescope revealed that star clusters younger than 2 Gyr

in the Magellanic Clouds (MCs) and the Milky ways

show extended main-sequence turnoffs (eMSTOs; e.g.,

Mackey et al. 2008; Milone et al. 2009, 2018; Cordoni

et al. 2018). In star clusters younger than 600Myr, ad-

ditional broadened features appear in their upper MSs

(Milone et al. 2015, 2016; Correnti et al. 2017; Milone

et al. 2018; Li et al. 2017; Sun et al. 2019b). Extended

star formation histories (eSFHs; e.g., Milone et al. 2009;

Goudfrooij et al. 2009, 2011), stellar variability in the

MSTOs (Salinas et al. 2016) and different stellar interior

mixing (Johnston et al. 2019) were proposed to account

for the extending of eMSTOs.
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However, the most widely accepted explanation for

the eMSTOs and broadened upper MSs 1 is the different

stellar rotation of early-type stars in those regions (e.g.,

Bastian & de Mink 2009; Li et al. 2014; D’Antona et al.

2015, 2017; Milone et al. 2018; Cordoni et al. 2018). This

scenario has been confirmed by spectroscopic studies in

some MC and Galactic clusters (Marino et al. 2018a,b;

Sun et al. 2019a,b; Kamann et al. 2020, 2023) where

they all found that stars on the redder sides of the eMSs

have larger mean projected rotation rates (v sin i) than

those of stars on the bluer sides. Rotation may con-

tribute to the formation of the eMS through two ways:

First, the centrifugal force from rotation distorts stars

and causes temperature inhomogeneity (known as the

gravity-darkening effect; von Zeipel 1924; Espinosa Lara

& Rieutord 2011; Paxton et al. 2013, 2019). Therefore,

the projected temperatures and luminosities are scat-

1 hereafter, we call both phenomenon as extended MSs (eMSs) in
some content as they are believed to be caused by similar physical
mechanisms (Li et al. 2024).
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tered with different stellar inclinations, leading to the

phenomenon of the eMS. Second, internal rotation af-

fects the equilibrium of stellar structure and induces

different extents of element transport inside stars. As

a result, it significantly modifies the lifetime and evolu-

tionary tracks of stars (Maeder & Meynet 2000; Heger

& Langer 2000; Heger et al. 2005; Paxton et al. 2019;

Mombarg et al. 2022), providing a possible explanation

of the eMS formation. Early-type stars in both the field

(Zorec & Royer 2012; Dufton et al. 2013; Sun et al.

2021b) and star clusters (e.g., Marino et al. 2018a,b;

Sun et al. 2019a,b; Kamann et al. 2020, 2023; He et al.

2022; Bu et al. 2024b) show a wide range of rotation

rates, spanning from several to hundreds of kilometers

per second based on spectroscopic studies. Asteroseis-

mic measurement also revealed their rotation periods to

be from hundreds of days to as short as eight hours with

a median rotation period of approximately one day (Li

et al. 2020b, 2024; Mombarg et al. 2024). Bimodal dis-

tributions of rotation rates were observed in the stars

of both the field (Zorec & Royer 2012; Dufton et al.

2013; Sun et al. 2021b) and star clusters (e.g., Marino

et al. 2018a,b; Sun et al. 2019b). To explain the slow

rotation of early-type field stars, tidal interactions and

disc-locking during the pre-main-sequence phase have

been suggested (Zorec & Royer 2012). Tidal interac-

tions (D’Antona et al. 2015) and disc-locking (Bastian

et al. 2020) were then proposed to account for the for-

mation of slowly-rotating stars in star clusters. A kind

of tidal interactions between stars and binary orbits, so-

called ‘inverse tides’, which transfer angular momentum

from the stars to the binary orbitals, were found to also

contribute to the different rotation rates of early-type

stars (Li et al. 2020a; Fuller 2021). Binary mergers were

suggested as another possible path to form slowly rotat-

ing blue MS stars (Wang et al. 2022). Some works (e.g.,

Kamann et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2021; Sun et al. 2021a;

Wang et al. 2023; He et al. 2023; Muratore et al. 2024; Bu

et al. 2024a) have been conducted to test these scenar-

ios. For a comprehensive description for the researches

of eMSs, we suggested the review of Li et al. (2024).

A population of eMSTO stars that was dim in the

ultraviolet (UV) filter (F275W) of the HST passbands

was recently found in the intermediate-age (∼ 1.8 Gyr;

Mackey et al. 2008) Large MC (LMC) cluster NGC 1783

(Milone et al. 2023a). Five MC clusters younger than

200Myr were later found to harbor stars that are dim

in the HST F225W and F275W bands (Milone et al.

2023b), indicating that UV-dim stars are common in

star clusters. These stars are much redder than the bulk

of stars when the color index includes UV bands, while

well mixed with other stars for the colors made of op-

tical bands. They are called ‘UV-dim’ stars (Milone

et al. 2023a). To explain the UV-dim stars in NGC

1783, D’Antona et al. (2023) carefully studied the effect

of dust extinction of the circumstellar discs on the mor-

phology of the MSTO. They found that the model with

dusty stars can exclusively reproduce the entire eMSTO

stellar distribution including that of UV-dim stars. UV-

dim stars were proposed to be fast-rotating stars ob-

scured by dust in the discs along the line of sight, which

is expelled due to fast stellar rotation (D’Antona et al.

2023). Then, they correspond to large v sin i, which is

consistent with the observations (e.g., Kamann et al.

2020) where stars with larger v sin i are located in the

redder part (D’Antona et al. 2023). Their work indi-

cates that dust self-extinction of stars may also play a

significant role in the formation of the eMSTOs besides

different stellar ages and rotation rates (D’Antona et al.

2023). If this scenario is on the right track, the influ-

ence of dust self-extinction would be not negligible when

determining the parameters (e.g., the ages) of clusters

using CMDs and stellar models, and studying the effect

of rotation on stars for stellar models.

Since A- and F- type stars dominate the MSTOs of

intermediate-age clusters like NGC 1783, the dust self-

extinction scenario indicates that star clusters should

harbor a population of fast-rotating A- or F-type stars

with excretion discs. Be stars, who are fast-rotating B-

type stars exhibiting Hα emissions in their spectra, have

been widely found in many young star clusters (Bastian

et al. 2017; Milone et al. 2018). Their Hα emissions are

thought to be the result of the ionization of the gas in

the decretion discs that are expelled due to very rapid

rotation (Rivinius et al. 2013). They provide the obser-

vational evidence for eMSs to have a population of fast

rotating stars (Bastian et al. 2017), and are found to be

located in the red parts of eMSs, in favour of that differ-

ent rotation of stars causes eMSs (Milone et al. 2018).

Shell stars are stars obscured by discs along the light of

sight whose spectra show broadened photospheric lines

from the stars and narrow absorption lines from the discs

(Rivinius et al. 2006). The shell stars in the Be popu-

lation of the LMC star cluster NGC 1850 (∼ 100Myr)

are found to be redder than other normal Be stars (Ka-

mann et al. 2023). This indicates that self-extinction of

the discs indeed introduces additional reddening other

than stellar rotation (Kamann et al. 2023). However, a

large population of A- and F-type stars with Hα emis-

sions has not been detected in star clusters yet. Since the

weak ionization radiation of A- and F-type stars (Riv-

inius et al. 2013), it is hard to detect both types of stars

with discs using Hα emissions. The field A- and F-type

with discs were generally detected as shell stars through
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the absorption profiles of discs in the near-infrared spec-

tra (e.g., Slettebak 1986). Some of them show weak Hα

emissions, however, they disappear quickly for later sub-

types(Rivinius et al. 2013).

In this paper, we report a population of A- and early

F-type stars who show Hα emission features in a young

(∼ 340Myr) Galactic neighboring (∼ 484 pc) star clus-

ter NGC 3532, using the high-resolution public spec-

tra from the European Southern Observatory (ESO)

archive. This cluster was one of the clusters in the

Milky Way who were detected to show evident eMSs

by Cordoni et al. (2018). The Hα emitters account for

∼ 30% of the spectroscopic samples, and have masses

(1.4–1.6M⊙) close to that (∼ 1.5M⊙ D’Antona et al.

2023) of the eMSTO stars of NGC 1783. By fitting the

observed absorption profiles in their spectra, we found

that most Hα emitters are rapidly rotating stars. These

results imply that a fraction of A- and F-type stars with

discs expelled due to fast rotation appear in star clus-

ters. They might provide vital observational support for

the dust self-extinction scenario for the eMSs, and be the

counterparts of the UV-dim stars found in remote MC

clusters, in particular of those found in intermediate-age

clusters like NGC 1783.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

describe our data reduction process. In Section 3, we

show the spectra of the Hα emitters and their v sin i

properties. We discuss our results in Section 4, and

conclude in Section 5.

2. DATA REDUCTION

2.1. Isochrone fitting

We adopted the catalog of NGC 3532 member stars

provided by Pang et al. (2022). The CMD of the clus-

ter is shown in Figure 1. In this Figure, the pho-

tometric data are from Gaia Early Data Release 3

(EDR3; Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2021). We used

the isochrones from the PARSEC model (version 2.0S,

Nguyen et al. 2022) to fit the CMD of this cluster. The

adopted isochrones correspond to stellar models with

no rotation rates. The extinction coefficients for the

Gaia bands were derived with the RV = 3.1 extinc-

tion curves from Cardelli et al. (1989) and O’Donnell

(1994). The best-fitting isochrone for the blue edge

of the eMSTO is shown in Figure 1. It has an age

of 340Myr, metallicity Z = Z⊙ and a distance mod-

ulus (m − M)0 = 8.38mag. The distribution of the

post-MS stars is well consistent with the position of

the best-fitting isochrone. The distance modulus cor-

responds to a distance of 475 pc, which is close to the

distance (∼ 484 pc) inferred from the average paral-

lax of the cluster provided by Gaia Collaboration et al.

(2018). The age of the best-fitting isochrone is differ-

ent from those provided by Gaia Collaboration et al.

(2018), Tarricq et al. (2021) and Pang et al. (2022)

(398Myr from these references). This may be caused by

the extending of the MSTO. The extinction of the clus-

ter AV = 0.09mag, corresponding to E(B−V ) = 0.029,

which is much smaller than the median E(B−V ) (0.13)

of 324 neighboring open clusters within 500 pc reported

by Qin et al. (2023). To explore the effect of differen-

tial reddening on the cluster CMD, we inspected the

distribution of stars with 12mag < G < 14mag and

0.6mag < (GBP − GRP) < 1mag (within the dotted

rectangle in Figure 1), which is shown in the inset. The

solid green lines in the inset represent the shifted best-

fitting isochrones by ±0.016mag in color, which magni-

tude corresponds to the average 3σ measurement error

of GBP − GRP of the stars with 12mag < G < 14mag.

Most stars that reside on the MS ridgeline in the inset

are located between the shifted best-fitting isochrones,

indicating that the effect of differential reddening on the

CMD of NGC 3532 is not significant. This implied that

differential reddening, which was suggested to be respon-

sible for the eMSTO in Trumpler 20 (Platais et al. 2012),

contribute little to the eMS in NGC 3532.

2.2. Spectrum Fitting

We obtained public spectra of 39 A- and early-F stars

of NGC 3532 with G < 11.65mag who have spectra

in wavelength range of 644–682 nm from the archive of

European Southern Observatory (ESO). These spectra

were observed by the program 193.B–0936 (PI: Gilmore;

Gilmore et al. 2012). The minimum G magnitude

of the spectroscopic sample stars is 10.97mag. Their

mass range is 1.39–1.59M⊙ inferred from the best-fitting

isocrhone. The spectra were observed with the GI-

RAFFE spectrograph mounted on the Very Large Tele-

scope (VLT) with a resolution of R = 17000 and signal-

to-noise ratios (SNRs) of from 136 to 397. The loci of

these spectroscopic sample stars in the CMD are shown

in the left panel of Figure 2.

To get the v sin i of these stars, we fitted the observed

absorption profiles of the Fe I 6633.7Å and 6678.0Å lines

in the observed spectra. We obtained theoretical stel-

lar spectra with different surface effective temperatures

Teff , surface gravity log g, and metallicity [Fe/H] from

the Pollux database (Palacios et al. 2010). These spec-

tra were derived based on the Plane-parallel ATLAS12

model atmospheres in local thermodynamic equilibrium

(Kurucz 2005), using the SYNSPEC tool (Hubeny &

Lanz 1992). Their Teff were set to be 5800–10,000K in

steps of 100K. The log g were set to be 3.5–5.0 dex in

steps of 0.1 dex. In all the synthetic spectra, a fixed mi-
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Figure 1. The CMD of the stars of NGC 3532 (black dots). The catalog of the member stars are from Pang et al. (2022).
The photometric data are from Gaia EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2021). The green dashed line represents the
best-fitting isochrone for the blue edge of the eMSTO, who has an age of 340Myr, Z = Z⊙, (m − M)0 = 8.38mag and
AV = 0.09mag. The isochrone is from the PARSEC model (version 2.0S, Nguyen et al. 2022), corresponding to no rotation
rates. The black arrow shows the reddening vector, corresponding to ∆AV = +1.0 mag. The inset magnifies the CMD of stars
with 12mag < G < 14mag，0.6mag < (GBP −GRP) < 1mag (within the dotted rectangle). The green dashed line in the inset
represents the best-fitting isochrone, while the green solid lines are the isochrones obtained by shifting the best-fitting isochrone
by ±0.016mag in color.
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Figure 2. The locations of the 39 spectroscopic sample stars (blue stars) in the CMD (left) and the cluster field (right). Other
cluster member stars are shown with the light-grey dots in both panels. The green dashed line in the left panel represents the
best-fitting isochrone. In the right panel, the stars with Hα emissions are highlighted with red open dashed circles.

croturblulent velocity of 2 km s−1 was introduced. The

metallicity of the synthetic spectra was set to be solar

based on the metallicity of the best-fitting isochrone.

We used the tool PyAstronomy (Czesla et al. 2019) to

convolve the synthetic spectra with the effects of instru-

mental and rotating (v sin i) broadening, and shift the

wavelengths based on the input radial velocities (RVs).

The range of v sin i was set to be 5–400 km s−1 in steps

of 5 km s−1. The RVs were set to be within −25 km s−1

and 35 km s−1 in steps of 1 km s−1 based on the aver-

age RVs (5–6 km s−1) of NGC 3532 members reported
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by Tarricq et al. (2021) and Pang et al. (2022) 2. Then

we used the tool Astrolib PySynphot (STScI Develop-

ment Team 2013) to derive the flux corresponding to

each wavelength of the observed spectra. We compared

the absorption profiles of the Fe I 6633.7Å and 6678.0Å

lines in the model spectra with those of the observed

spectra, and determined the best-fitting model using

a minimum-χ2 method. The uncertainty of the v sin i

measurement was determined by combining the χ2 val-

ues corresponding to different input parameters (Avni

1976; Wall 1996; de Grijs et al. 2013). We fitted the

correlation of the χ2 values with the v sin i values for

the best-fitting Teff , log g and RVs. Then the 1σ un-

certainty of v sin i is the difference between the best-

fitting v sin i value and the v sin i values corresponding

to χ2
minimum+1. In the middle and right panels of Fig-

ure 3, we show the observed spectra with the best-fitting

models for two spectroscopic samples.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Table 1 shows the measured v sin i of the 39 stars along

with their Gaia passband information. For each star

who has spectra observed at multiple epochs, the v sin i

listed in Table 1 is the average value of the v sin i of the

multiple-epoch spectra. Based on Table 1, the sample

stars have a wide range of v sin i of 5–247 km s−1. In

the left panel of Figure 5, we plot the loci of these spec-

troscopic samples color-coded based on their measured

v sin i. For stars near the MS ridgeline, stars with larger

v sin i are located in the redder side. This is consistent

with the positive correlation of v sin i and stellar colors

observed in many young star clusters (e.g., Marino et al.

2018a; Sun et al. 2019b; Kamann et al. 2023).

We carefully inspected the spectra of all the spectro-

scopic sample stars, and found that 11 out of the 39

stars show Hα emission features. In Table 1, we denote

these stars as Star 1–11. They account for 28.2% of

the whole spectroscopic sample stars. Their spectra for

the Hα, Fe I 6633.7Å and 6678.0Å lines, along with the

best-fitting models for Fe I 6633.7Å and Fe I 6678.0Å

lines are shown in Figure 3, and Figure 6 to 7 in the

Appendix. Based on these figures, the emission features

are evident compared with the best-fitting models, and

are not the results of the observational errors of flux.

The right panel of Figure 2 shows their positions in the

field of the cluster. In Figure 2, the stars with Hα emis-

2 We noted that the best-fitting RVs of some stars were close to
the upper or lower limits of the RV fitting range. These stars
might be in close binaries that show large RV differences from
most cluster members. For their spectra, we extended their RV
fitting ranges.

sions disperse in the cluster field. Therefore, their Hα

emission features are not likely caused by the light con-

tamination from a strong Hα emitter.

The Hα emission features indicate that these stars

may have gaseous material that is optically thin around

them that emit Hα light due to the heating of the cen-

tral stars. As shell star have additional absorption than

normal stars in the O I 7774 Å triplet (7772 Å, 7774 Å

and 7775 Å), O I 8446 Å line, and Ca II triplet (8498 Å,

8542 Å and 8662 Å) due to the absorption of discs (Slet-

tebak 1986), we explored whether there are shell stars

in the Hα emitters through these near-infrared absorp-

tion features. In the ESO archive, only Star 11 has

been spectroscopically observed in the corresponding in-

frared wavelengths. This spectrum was observed using

the UVE spectrograph equipped on the VLT ( Program

ID: 074.C-0399; PI: Jeffries), which has a wavelength

range of 665–1043 nm, R = 34540 and SNR of ∼ 73.

Like the measurement of the v sin i in Section 2, we fit-

ted the observed absorption profile of Fe I 8498 Å of this

spectrum to get the best-fitting spectrum model. Figure

4 shows the observed O I 7774 Å triplet, O I 8446 Å and

Ca II 8498 Å lines of Star 11, along with the best-fitting

model for the Fe I 8498 Å. The spectrum of Star 11 ex-

hibits evident additional absorption in the O I 7774 Å

triplet and O I 8446 Å line compared with the synthetic

spectrum, indicating the appearance of a disc around

it. However, this star has weaker absorption profile in

the Ca II 8498 Å compared with that of the model. One

possible reason might be that Star 11 is a chemically pe-

culiar star who has an underabundance of light elements

such as Ca and O (Casamiquela et al. 2022). Chemically

peculiar stars are characterised with slow rotation rates

(Preston 1974), which the v sin i (60 km s−1) of Star 11

is consistent with. If this is on the right track, the pho-

tospheric lines of Star 11 may show both weaker O I

7774 Å triplet and O I 8446 absorption profiles than the

model when it also has an underabundance of O. It in-

dicates that the decreasing of the flux due to absorption

of the disc might be larger than that shown in Figure 4.

Since to test whether this star is chemically peculiar is

beyond the topic of this paper, we leave it in the future

work. We noted that the measured RV (−11 km s−1) of

this spectrum has large difference with that (5 km s−1)

of the spectrum measured in Section 2.2 for the same

star. This implies that Star 11 might be in a close bi-

nary. However, we did not find evident split patterns

and additional absorption in other lines of both spec-

trum with wavelengths of 644–682 nm and 665–1043 nm.

Therefore, the contribution of flux from the companion

should be small if it is a close binary system.
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Table 1. Photometric data and v sin i of the 39 spectroscopic samples

Gaia ID G GBP − GRP v sin i labels Gaia ID G GBP − GRP v sin i labels

(1) (mag) (2) (mag) (3) (km s−1) (4) (5) (1) (mag) (2) (mag) (3) (km s−1) (4) (5)

5338651637541468032 10.98 0.37 45+1.1
−1.1 – 5338676853241853312 11.45 0.58 25+0.2

−1.7 –

5338659265404154880 11.01 0.38 55+0.3
−2.1 – 5338657783587036032 11.50 0.51 80+1.8

−1.2 –

5340218097982590976 11.05 0.41 200+4
−2.1 – 5340160992121127168 11.53 0.54 20+0.5

−0.5 –

5338679778169530880 11.09 0.41 115+2.4
−2.0 – 5338630162702473728 11.53 0.53 55+0.4

−1.4 –

5338674211891232640 11.10 0.43 247+8
−6 – 5338682011552542848 11.54 0.55 45+1.9

−0.4 –

5338650744188318848 11.10 0.40 110+1.7
−3 – 5338709224455685888 11.57 0.55 45+1.0

−0.8 –

5338714653294510464 11.11 0.44 190+4
−1.9 – 5338627890614688384 11.57 0.55 30+2.1

−0.0 –

5340214112272818176 11.14 0.45 85+2.3
−0.4 – 5340165149649780992 11.64 0.56 35+1.8

−0.2 –

5338651362663550720 11.23 0.42 5+4
−0.0 – 5338652118577887616 11.32 0.49 200+4

−4 Star 1

5338709705490314624 11.26 0.54 150+2.6
−4 – 5338624390266300416 11.18 0.46 215+6

−9 Star 2

5340164153217132928 11.26 0.61 50+0.4
−0.9 – 5338665067851545600 11.18 0.45 237+8

−11 Star 3∗

5338715782825371008 11.27 0.45 90+5
−1.1 – 5338710083450233216 11.09 0.42 188+7

−5 Star 4∗

5338702421228391936 11.30 0.47 30+0.1
−2.9 – 5338661636226329216 11.18 0.46 220+4

−3 Star 5

5338648854402511232 11.31 0.45 55+1.4
−0.8 – 5338660807243993216 11.14 0.41 150+6

−6 Star 6

5338709808571831808 11.32 0.46 65+0.5
−4 – 5338635758994803456 11.64 0.56 135+1.6

−6 Star 7

5338678949185892864 11.32 0.46 35+0.2
−4 – 5338652045510742016 11.48 0.54 165+2.7

−4 Star 8

5338650602401738112 11.33 0.63 10+1.2
−0.1 – 5340158586938781440 11.17 0.43 145+5

−1.4 Star 9

5340147557462156544 11.33 0.48 40+0.0
−2.4 – 5338645654599400704 11.05 0.40 115+4

−1.2 Star 10

5338720116492694272 11.40 0.56 25+0.1
−2.6 – 5340161954193782784 11.06 0.41 60+0.6

−1.7 Star 11

5340149309808437888 11.43 0.53 50+0.3
−1.1 –

∗Hα emitters that have spectra observed at multiple epochs.

Note—The errors of v sin i correspond to 1σ uncertainties. (1) Gaia ID in EDR3; (2) Gaia G magnitude; (3) Color index in
Gaia bands; (4) Projected rotational velocities; (5) Star labels; Stars with Hα emissions are labeled with ’Star 1’ to ’Star 11’,
while other stars have no labels.

To check whether these Hα emitters are fast-rotating

stars, we plot the cumulative number distribution of the

v sin i of all the spectroscopic sample stars and that of

the stars with Hα emissions in the right panel of Figure

5. Since the stars around the kink of the eMSs (cor-

responding to 11.4mag < G <11.6mag), which cor-

responds to the mass where the magnetic braking on

stellar rotation start to be effective (Kraft 1967; Milone

et al. 2018), are generally slow rotators, we also com-
pare the v sin i distributions of stars with and without

Hα emissions above the kink (within the grey dashed

parallelogram in the left panel). Figure 5 shows that

most (10/11) Hα emitters are fast rotators among the

spectroscopic samples, with larger v sin i than the me-

dian v sin i value of the whole spectroscopic samples. For

the stars above the eMS kink, 9 out of 11 Hα emitters

have larger v sin i than the median v sin i value of the

population, and the v sin i of ∼ 80% of stars without

Hα emissions.

4. DISCUSSION

4.1. Hα emissions from the sky background

One fact that may influence the result of our work is

the flux from the sky background. We note that the sky

background spectra of the observation show weak Hα

emissions based on the files provided by ESO archive.

Although the flux from the sky background have been

substracted from the final public spectra, the shapes of

the Hα lines in the public spectra of single targets may

be influenced, as the sky background spectra used in the

substraction are the mean of those obtained for a field

using multiple fibres, not designed for the neighboring of

single targets (Gilmore et al. 2022). However, we argue

that the light contamination from the sky background

could not dominate the formation of the Hα emissions

detected in this paper, as the appearance of the Hα emis-

sions should not be strongly correlated with fast rotation

(see Figure 5) if they are mainly caused by background

light contamination. The Hα emission features of most

Hα emitters should be intrinsic.

4.2. Implication for dust extinction scenario

The spectrum fitting results in Section 3 indicate that

∼ 30% A- and early F-type stars in NGC 3532 may

have decretion discs which are formed due to fast rota-

tion. As the radiation ionization of A and F stars for

discs is thought to be weak (Rivinius et al. 2013), the

fraction of the A- and F-type stars who have expelled

discs may be higher than ∼ 30%. This indicates that

star clusters can harbor a significant population of fast-

rotating A-type and F-type stars with excretion discs,
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Figure 3. The spectra of Hα, Fe I 6633.7Å and Fe I 6678.0Å lines of Star 2 (upper panels) and Star 6 (lower panels) in Table 1.
The middle and right panels show the observed Fe I 6633.7Å and Fe I 6678.0Å profiles (black dots) with their best-fitting models
(blue lines). The left panels show their observed spectra in the Hα lines (black dots), where the green lines are the model spectra
generated using the best-fitting parameters for the Fe I 6633.7Å and Fe I 6678.0Å absorption profiles. Gaussian-distributed
errors of flux corresponding to those of the observations are added in the model spectra of Hα lines. To separate the model and
observed spectra in the left panels, the model spectra are shifted along the ordinate. In all the panels, the error bars show the
measurement uncertainty of the flux of the observations.
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thus, provide observational evidence to support the dust

self-extinction scenario for the UV-dim stars that ap-

pear in intermediate-age clusters. NGC 1783 is a typi-

cal intermediate-age cluster where a large population of
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Figure 5. The left panel shows the loci of stars that are spectroscopically explored (color dots), color-coded based on their
v sin i values, and other cluster members (black dots). The stars who have Hα emission features are labeled with dashed open
circles. The grey dashed parallelogram encircles the stars above the kink of eMS excluding possible unresolved binaries. The
green dashed line is the best-fitting isochrone. In the right panel, the blue-dashed and red-dotted lines show the cumulative
density distribution of the v sin i of all the 39 spectroscopic samples, and all the stars with Hα emission, respectively. The
yellow-solid and the green-dash-dotted lines show the distributions for the stars without and with Hα emission within the
dashed parallelogram of the left panel, respectively. The vertical dashed and solid black lines represent the median v sin i values
of all the spectroscopic samples, and the spectroscopic samples within the dashed parallelogram of the left panel, respectively

UV-dim stars was detected (Milone et al. 2023a). The

distribution of the UV-dim star was well reproduced by

dusty star models (D’Antona et al. 2023). The masses of

of the eMSTO stars of NGC 1783 is∼ 1.5M⊙ (D’Antona

et al. 2023), with which the masses of the Hα emitters

(1.4–1.6M⊙) are well consistent. The Hα emitters found

in NGC 3532 might be the counterparts of the UV-dim

stars detected in the intermediate-age MC cluster NGC

1783, if the discs can survive more than 1Gyr.

4.3. Other mechanisms of excretion discs formation

In the 39 spectroscopic sample stars, some fast rotat-

ing stars do not show Hα emissions. The Star 11 have

Hα emission and the absorption profile of shell stars,

meanwhile, a small v sin i value. As the discs of shell

stars are along the line of sight, their spin axis should

tend to be vertical to the line of sight, assuming that

the spin axis align with the normal of the discs. There-

fore, the inclination angle of the rotation axis of Star

11 should be large, implying its small v sin i should be

caused by intrinsic slow rotation. In the young LMC

cluster NGC 1850, the v sin i of the Be stars did not ex-

tend to higher values than normal MSTO stars, and the

Be stars did not rotate at rates close to the break-up ro-

tation velocities, implying that fast rotation might not

be the exclusive mechanism to form the excretion discs

(Kamann et al. 2023). The shell and slowly rotating fea-

tures of Star 11 also imply that other mechanism may

play a role in the formation of excretion discs.

The formation of excretion discs may be linked to stel-

lar pulsation. With the advent of space-based photome-

try missions such as CoRoT (Auvergne et al. 2009), Ke-

pler (Borucki et al. 2010), and TESS (Ricker et al. 2015),

nearly all Be stars have been found to exhibit multiperi-

odic light variations (Rivinius et al. 2013), which are at-

tributed to stellar pulsations caused by internal waves.

The amplitudes of certain pulsation modes vary over

time and correlate with outbursts (e.g., Rivinius et al.

2003; Huat et al. 2009; Goss et al. 2011; Pápics et al.

2017), supporting the hypothesis that stellar pulsations

and the Be phenomenon are interconnected (e.g., Baade

1988). However, whether outbursts trigger the pulsa-

tions or the pulsations expel material to form circum-

stellar disks remains under debate.

In particular, Huat et al. (2009) discovered that for

HD49330, observed by CoRoT, the amplitudes of its

gravity modes (restored by gravity) peaked during the

outburst phase and remained weak during the quies-

cent phase. Conversely, the amplitudes of pressure

modes (restored by pressure) showed the opposite trend.

Neiner et al. (2020) successfully explained these anti-

correlated amplitude variations, suggesting that the

gravity modes were stochastically excited and trans-

ported angular momentum to the surface, thereby in-

creasing the surface rotation rate and triggering the out-
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burst. The outburst, in turn, broke the pressure mode

cavity, leading to the suppression of pressure modes.

Following the simulation by Neiner et al. (2020), we

sought to identify such anti-correlated amplitude vari-

ations in NGC3532. Using TESS photometric data

and following the steps similar to Li et al. (2024), we

conducted aperture photometry and Fourier analysis

on early-type stars in NGC3532, which included two

months of consecutive observations in 2019, one month

in 2021, and another two months in 2023. While we

observed some amplitude variations, we found no clear

evidence of outbursts or anti-correlated amplitude vari-

ations. Data quality may be the main limiting factor,

as TESS data are sporadically covered, and contamina-

tion from nearby stars’light, as well as scattered light

from Earth and the Moon, is unavoidable and signifi-

cantly impacts amplitude measurements. We emphasize

that continuous, high-precision photometric data (such

as archived Kepler data or TESS data in the continuous

viewing zone) are essential for revealing the pulsation-

driven shell star phenomenon.

The high fraction of the A- and F-type Hα emitters

in NGC 3532 also gives some puzzling on the fraction of

A and F stars to have excretion discs, and the mecha-

nism to drive Hα emissions in circumstellar discs. The

radiation ionization for the gases in the discs of A and

F stars are thought to be weak (Rivinius et al. 2013),

therefore, discs surrounding A and F type stars are more

easier to be detected through the absorption features

of discs in near-infrared spectra (e.g., Slettebak 1986)

when they are shell stars. Whether the high fraction of

A and F stars with Hα emissions is common in young

star clusters is not clear. Searching for such stars in

more star clusters would be essential to test it. It would

also help constrain the models of star-disc interactions

of high-mass MS rotating stars, which is important for

the planetary formation theory around early-type stars.

4.4. Challenge for the dust extinction scenario

The CMD positions of the UV-dim stars found in

young MC star clusters may challenge the dust extinc-

tion scenario (Milone et al. 2023b). In these clusters, the

stars with most evident UV-dim features were found to

be located in the blue MSs, while blue MSs are thought

to be populated by slowly rotating stars (Milone et al.

2023b). Additionally, Be stars identified through their

high flux in the HST F656N band (Milone et al. 2018)

were found to have different color distributions from

those of UV-dim stars (Milone et al. 2023b, for details,

please refer to this reference) 3. These results imply

that the correlation between the UV-dim phenomenon

and fast stellar rotation still needs to be explored.

Future UV-band photometry for A- and F-type Hα

emitters, and spectroscopic measurements for UV-dim

stars in young star clusters would be helpful. If most

Hα emitters are found not dim in the UV-bands, the

UV-dim phenomenon may not be caused by circumstel-

lar dust extinction. If the A- and F-type Hα emitters

are found indeed UV-dim, and the spectroscopic obser-

vations reveal that UV-dim stars in young star clusters

are slow rotators with circumstellar gas, the stellar discs

in young and intermediate-age clusters may be formed

through different mechanisms. For young star clusters,

recent intense mass-loss events and gas remnant after

recent binary merging were suggested to account for the

formation of UV-dim stars (Milone et al. 2023b). For

Star 11, the discrepancy between the wavelengths corre-

sponding to the peak of the emission and the minimum

of the Hα absorption of the best-fitting model (see the

bottom panels of Figure 7) possibly indicates a strong

mass-loss event which takes a lot of angular momentum

away from the star and makes the star rotate slowly.

This star may be an example to form UV-dim stars

through intense mass lose which results in slow rota-

tion suggested by Milone et al. (2023b). We also note

that UV-dim stars are rare for stars later than B type in

those young MC clusters (Milone et al. 2023b), while the

intermediate-age cluster NGC 1783 were found to har-

bor a large population of A- and F-type UV-dim stars

(Milone et al. 2023a). It seems that the number of UV-

dim stars with different spectral types may change as

the clusters evolve, in particular for the stars later than

B type. A- and F-type stars may lose masses more eas-

ily when they expand during MS time. In summary, the

mechanisms to cause the UV-dim phenomenon in early-

type stars may be complicated. The dust extinction

model may be improved in the future.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we report the detection of a popula-

tion of A and F stars whose spectra show Hα emission

features in the young Galactic star cluster NGC 3532,

which account for ∼ 30% of the spectroscopic samples

explored in this paper. We found that most of these

3 It should be noted that A- and F-type Hα emitters may not be
able to be separated from other normal stars using narrow filters
centered on the Hα line like Be stars, since their Hα emissions
are generally weak. Therefore, they may not be classified into the
population which have strong Hα emissions like Be stars. They
may have different color features from those of Be stars identified
using narrow filters centered on the Hα line.
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stars are fast rotating stars, implying that they have ex-

cretion discs that are formed due to fast rotation. Their

appearance supports the scenario of dust extinction for

eMSs, that a significant fraction of A and F stars in star

clusters may rotate fast with expelled discs, which intro-

duce extending of MSs and perform as UV-dim stars in

photometric observations. They might be the counter-

parts of the UV-dim stars detected in the MC star clus-

ters, in particular those in the intermediate-age cluster

NGC 1783 (Milone et al. 2023a; D’Antona et al. 2023).

Future UV photometric observations would help explore

whether they are indeed dim in UV passbands, and shed

more light on the star-disc models for early-type stars.
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Rivinius, T., Baade, D., & Štefl, S. 2003, A&A, 411, 229,

doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20031285

Rivinius, T., Carciofi, A. C., & Martayan, C. 2013,

A&A Rv, 21, 69, doi: 10.1007/s00159-013-0069-0
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Figure 6. As Figure 3, from the top to the bottom, the panels of each row for Star 1, Star 5 and Star 7 listed in Table 1,
respectively.
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Figure 7. As Figure 3, but for Star 8, Star 9, Star 10 and Star 11 listed in Table 1 from the top to the bottom, respectively.
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Figure 8. As Figure 3, but for Star 3 listed in Table 1 only. The panels in different lines represents the observed spectra and
the corresponding models of different epochs, whose date and time are shown in the legend of the left panels.
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Figure 9. As Figure 8，but for Star 4 listed in Table 1
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