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Resumen

Las estrellas masivas contribuyen decisivamente a la evolución qúımica y dinámi-
ca de las galaxias y el Universo. Su intensa radiación ionizante, fuertes vientos
estelares y catastróficos finales como supernovas o estallidos de rayos gamma
contribuyen a una importante retroalimentación del medio que les rodea. Son
además útiles como indicadores de distancia y en estudios extragalácticos.

A pesar de su importancia, las comparaciones hechas entre los datos ob-
servacionales y los modelos teóricos de estrellas masivas han revelado varias
discrepancias que desaf́ıan nuestra comprensión de estos objetos. Una de las
principales incertidumbres tratadas en esta tesis es la sobredensidad de estrellas
supergigantes de tipo B en el diagrama de Hertzsprung–Russell donde los mod-
elos predicen el final de la fase de secuencia principal, o TAMS. Resulta incierto
si es necesario redefinir la posición de dicho final, o si la sobredensidad es el
resultado de poblaciones superpuestas que siguen caminos evolutivos diferentes.

Inicialmente concebidas como descendientes directas de las estrellas de tipo
O, las supergigantes B pueden incluir objectos que no sólo evolucionan en
la secuencia principal, sino que también estén regresando de una fase post-
supergigante roja. A su vez, la alta fracción de estrellas masivas que se es-
pera que nazcan en sistemas binarios o múltiples crea canales adicionales en
los que una fracción representativa de estas estrellas pueden ser el producto
de interacciones binarias. Además, algunas propiedades fundamentales de las
supergigantes de tipo B no están tan bien definidas como en el caso de las es-
trellas de tipo O. Entre ellas se incluyen las propiedades rotacionales y la tasa
de pérdida de masa, las cuales tienen un impacto significativo en la evolución
de las estrellas masivas, aśı como la fracción de sistemas binarios.

Para superar esta situación y comparar adecuadamente los resultados emṕıri-
cos con las predicciones teóricas se necesitan muestras estad́ısticamente repre-
sentativas. En este sentido, los grandes conjuntos de datos espectroscópicos
ofrecen una oportunidad única para estudiar las propiedades f́ısicas y qúımicas
de las supergigantes B, objetivo principal de esta tesis. Además, la llegada de
misiones espaciales de astrometŕıa y fotometŕıa como Gaia y TESS marca una
nueva era para estudiar propiedades adicionales con un detalle sin precedente.
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Esta tesis comprende el estudio de casi un millar de supergigantes azules
galácticas (de tipo O y B) combinando datos espectroscópicos multi-época de
alta resolución del proyecto IACOB y del archivo de la ESO, con distancias de
Gaia y fotometŕıa de TESS, convirtiéndose aśı en el mayor estudio emṕırico y
hoĺıstico de las propiedades f́ısico-qúımicas y pulsacionales de estos objetos re-
alizado hasta la fecha. Para alcanzar este objetivo, una parte significativa pero
crucial de este trabajo se ha dedicado a lograr un nivel alto de homogeneidad
y completitud en la muestra, la cual inicialmente comprend́ıa 4000 espectros
ópticos de unas 400 estrellas de tipo O9 –B9, y finalmente alcanzó 9000 espec-
tros de 980 de estos objetos. Esto se logró mediante la revisión individual de
cada espectro utilizando el programa pyIACOB desarrollado durante la tesis y
la exitosa ejecución de varias campañas observacionales.

El análisis espectroscópico cuantitativo de los datos se ha realizado uti-
lizando dos herramientas semiautomáticas diferentes. El análisis de ensan-
chamiento de las ĺıneas, utilizado para obtener la velocidad rotacional proyec-
tada y la macroturbulencia, se logró empleando la herramienta iacob-broad.
Los parámetros restantes, a saber, Teff , log g, ξ, logQ, y las abundancias
qúımicas superficiales de helio, silicio, carbono, nitrógeno y ox́ıgeno, se obtu-
vieron utilizando un emulador estad́ıstico para espectros sintéticos de FAST-
WIND, combinado con un método Monte Carlo basado en cadenas de Markov.
Los datos multi-época también permitieron identificar los systemas binarios
espectroscópicos de una y dos ĺıneas dentro de la muestra.

Todos estos parámetros combinados en una muestra única de volumen lim-
itado permitieron proporcionar una reevaluación emṕırica de las principales
propiedades de las supergigantes B. Además, se abordaron dos cuestiones fun-
damentales: la localización de la TAMS con respecto a los modelos evolutivos
más utilizados, y la existencia del teóricamente predicho y ampliamente acep-
tado aumento de las tasas de pérdida de masa en la región de bi-estabilidad
del viento, ambas con importantes implicaciones en la evolución de las estrel-
las masivas. En el penúltimo caṕıtulo, se investiga si toda esta información
puede proporcionar nuevas pistas para desentrañar la intrincada naturaleza de
las supergigantes B, para lo que también se incluye un trabajo piloto sobre las
propiedades pulsacionales de la muestra.

Por último, pero no por ello menos importante, los conocimientos adquiridos
durante esta tesis sin duda nos ayudarán a emprender futuros estudios dedi-
cados a propiedades o submuestras espećıficas. En combinación con los datos
de los próximos grandes sondeos espectroscópicos, es de esperar que lo apren-
dido aqúı nos lleve a mejorar aún más nuestra comprensión de las propiedades
fundamentales y la naturaleza de las estrellas masivas.



Abstract

Massive stars are key contributors to the chemodynamical evolution of galaxies
and the Universe. Their intense ionizing radiation, strong stellar winds, and
extreme final fates, including core-collapse supernova or gamma-ray bursts, all
contribute to an important feedback to their surrounding space. Furthermore,
they represent useful tools as distance indicators and for extragalactic studies.

Despite their significance, comparisons between observational data and the-
oretical models of massive stars have revealed long-standing and new discrep-
ancies that challenge our understanding of these objects. One major uncer-
tainty addressed in this thesis is the overdensity of B-type supergiants in the
Hertzsprung–Russell diagram, where models predict the termination of the
main sequence phase, or TAMS. It became uncertain whether the location of
the TAMS needs to be redefined or if the overdensity results from overlapping
populations following different evolutionary paths.

Initially conceived as direct evolutionary descendants of O-type stars, B-
type supergiants may include stars not only evolving in the main sequence but
also returning from a post-red supergiant phase. Furthermore, the large frac-
tion of massive stars expected to be born in binary or multiple systems created
additional channels in which a representative fraction of these stars are pre-
dicted to be the products of binary interaction. In addition, some fundamental
properties of B-type supergiants are not as well constrained as in the O-type
stars domain. These involve the spin-rate properties and the mass-loss rates,
both of which have a significant impact on massive star evolution, as well as
their multiplicity or binary fraction.

To overcome this situation and effectively compare empirical results with
different theoretical predictions, statistically significant samples are required.
In this regard, large spectroscopic datasets offer a unique opportunity to study
both the physical and chemical properties of B-type supergiants, which is the
main purpose of this thesis. Moreover, the advent of space astrometry and pho-
tometry missions such as Gaia and TESS, has brought a new era for studying
additional properties in unprecedented detail.
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This thesis has comprised the study of almost a thousand Galactic blue su-
pergiants (O- and B-type) combining multi-epoch high-resolution spectroscopic
data from the IACOB project and the ESO archive with Gaia distances and
TESS photometry, becoming the largest holistic empirical study of the phys-
ical, chemical, and pulsational properties of these objects performed to date.
To reach this, a significant but crucial part of this work has been devoted to
achieve a high level of homogeneity and completeness in the sample, which
initially comprised 4000 optical spectra of about 400 O9 –B9-type stars, and
finally reached 9000 spectra of 980 of these objects. This was done by indi-
vidual revision of the spectra using pyIACOB own developed program and the
successful execution of several observational campaigns.

The quantitative spectroscopic analysis of the data has been performed us-
ing two different semi-automated tools. The line-broadening analysis, used to
derive the projected rotational velocity and the macroturbulence, was achieved
using the iacob-broad tool. The remaining parameters, namely Teff , log g,
ξ, logQ and the surface abundances of helium, silicon, carbon, nitrogen, and
oxygen, were obtained using a statistical emulator for FASTWIND synthetic
spectra, combined with a Markov chain Monte Carlo method. Additionally,
the multi-epoch data let for the identification of single- and double-line spec-
troscopic binaries in the sample.

All these parameters gathered into a unique volume-limited sample allowed
to provide an empirical reassessment of the main properties of B-type super-
giants. Furthermore, two fundamental questions were addressed: the location
of the TAMS with respect to the most-used evolutionary models, and the ex-
istence of the theoretically predicted and widely accepted increase in mass-loss
rates over the wind bi-stability region, both of which have important impli-
cations in the evolution of massive stars. In the penultimate chapter, it is
investigated whether all this information can provide new clues to disentan-
gle the intricate nature of B-type supergiants, for which a pilot work on the
pulsational properties of the sample is also included.

Last but not least, the knowledge gained during this thesis will undoubt-
edly contribute to undertake future dedicated studies on specific properties or
sub-samples. Combined with the data of upcoming large spectroscopic sur-
veys, what we have learned here will hopefully lead us to further improve our
understanding of the fundamental properties and nature of massive stars.
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Gracias de todo corazón a mis padres por su infinito apoyo, su infinita
paciencia, y su infinito amor. Por además mantener la llama de la astronomı́a
viva durante todos aquellos años, especialmente gracias a todos los viajes que
hicimos con el coche y el equipo para observar o fotografiar el cielo.

Al resto de mi familia también, pues aunque he estado lejos estos años, sé
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A Kατϵρ́ινα, por haber cuidado tanto de mı́ y haberme dado todos los
ánimos que necesitaba para seguir en los momentos más dif́ıciles. Has sido uno
de mis grandes descubrimientos durante esta tesis. Eυχαρυιστώ καρδιά µoυ.
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1
Introduction

Science is more than a body of knowledge,
it is a way of thinking.

Carl Sagan

1.1 Massive stars

1.1.1 The importance of massive stars in the Universe

Massive stars play a pivotal role in shaping the Universe as we know
it. Born with initial masses of eight times that of the Sun or more,

they are the cosmic engines that drive the evolution of galaxies and the
production of heavy elements (Matteucci 2008; Hopkins et al. 2014; El-
dridge & Stanway 2022). During the formation stages of their lives,
they become the dominant source of energy, which is liberated into their
parental molecular clouds, leading to the formation, but also to the de-
struction of their still forming siblings (e.g., Hollenbach et al. 1994; Scally
& Clarke 2001; Matzner 2002). Compared to less-massive stars, their con-
vective cores are able to fuse heavier elements, producing elements such
as oxygen, sodium, phosphorus, sulfur, or iron, all of which are essen-
tial for the formation of planets and life as we know it (e.g., Woosley &
Heger 2015; Hirschi 2015; Kobayashi et al. 2020, see also Fig. 1.1). Their
higher core mass, temperature, and pressure are also key aspects during
the final stages of their evolution, leading to the production of some of
the most extreme cosmic events, such as core-collapse supernovae and

1



2 Chapter 1. Introduction

gamma-ray bursts (e.g., Woosley & Bloom 2006; Smartt 2009), which fur-
ther extend the production of heavy elements. While the remnants of
these catastrophic events - neutron stars and black holes - represent some
of the most exotic objects in the Universe, the ejected material becomes
an important source of chemical enrichment in galaxies (e.g., Matteucci
& Greggio 1986; Nomoto et al. 2013; Nomoto 2017). Furthermore, the
release of large amounts of gas and debris is crucial in the formation of
the next generation of stars and planets (e.g., Herbst & Assousa 1977;
Walter et al. 1994; Ansdell et al. 2020).

The enormous amount of energy produced in their cores makes massive
stars among the hottest and most luminous objects in the Universe, with
surface temperatures that can reach several tens of thousands of Kelvin
and luminosities that can exceed a million times that of the Sun. These
properties make them suitable for extragalactic studies, providing addi-
tional information on star formation and chemical abundances beyond
the Milky Way (e.g., Monteverde et al. 2000; Urbaneja et al. 2005a,b;
Bresolin et al. 2016). Their luminosities are so high that they can be
used as distance indicators up to several megaparsecs (Kudritzki & Puls
2000; Kudritzki et al. 2003, 2008), as well as to study very low-metallicity
environments (e.g., Evans et al. 2007; Vink et al. 2023), some even close
to the conditions of the early Universe (Hirschi 2007; Garcia et al. 2019).
Furthermore, they were fundamental for the formation of the first galax-
ies (Bromm & Larson 2004; Robertson et al. 2010), playing an important
role in the epoch of reionization of the Universe (see Bromm et al. 2001;
Heckman et al. 2011).

Another important feature throughout the lives of massive stars is
the presence of intense stellar winds. These can reach supersonic veloc-
ities of up to 2000 – 3000 km s−1 and expel a significant amount of their
initial mass at rates of up to 10−5 – 10−4M⊙ yr−1 (see Vink 2022, and ref-
erences therein), which becomes an additional source of chemical enrich-
ment (e.g., Maeder 1981; Woosley & Weaver 1995; Cescutti & Chiappini
2010). Combined with intense ultraviolet radiation and episodic eruptions,
these winds play a crucial role in shaping the surrounding environment,
as they are able to trigger or cancel out new episodes of star formation
(e.g., Krause et al. 2013; Watkins et al. 2019; Kim et al. 2019; Geen et al.
2021).

Although the influence of massive stars on the interstellar medium and
the chemical evolution of their host galaxies is undeniable, these stars are
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Figure 1.1— Periodic table displaying the currently believed origins of each atomic element.
Stars in a wide range of masses are also able to produce elements from carbon to sulfur by
charged-particle fusion reactions. The iron group elements are likely formed during the event
of supernovae explosions. Further elements would be produced by neutron capture in massive
stars by different proposed mechanisms still under debate. Credit: CMG Lee based on the
original image by Jennifer Johnson (OSU).

not the most common ones in the Universe. In fact, they only represent
a small fraction of the total stellar population (Salpeter 1955; Chabrier
2005). In the Milky Way, for example, they represent less than 1% of
the total number of stars (Kroupa 2001). Furthermore, their lifetimes
span only a few million years, which is significantly shorter compared to
their less-massive counterparts that can live for billions of years. Despite
these facts, they are responsible for the majority of the energy output of
galaxies (e.g., Leitherer et al. 1999; Shapley et al. 2003; Marques-Chaves
et al. 2020).

It is now well known that a significant fraction of massive stars interact
with a companion at some point during their lifetimes (Sana et al. 2012,
2013; Moe & Di Stefano 2017). These systems are of particular interest
because they can lead to a variety of phenomena such as mass transfer,
contact binary evolution, and stellar mergers that might represent impor-
tant evolutionary channels to better understand the evolution of massive
stars (Marchant & Bodensteiner 2023). Moreover, the merging of black-
hole or neutron-star systems has recently gained much attention in the
astrophysics community because of associated production of gravitational
waves (Abbott et al. 2016; Belczynski et al. 2016; Marchant et al. 2016).
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1.1.2 The formation and birth of massive stars

Massive stars are typically found in young clusters and associations dis-
tributed in their host galaxies. In particular, in those where the fraction
of gas is higher (such as spiral or irregular galaxies; see Lada & Lada
2003; de Wit et al. 2004, 2005). This leads to the basic question of how
massive stars form, which is crucial for understanding their evolution and
final fates. Despite the fact that our understanding of how they form
is not yet complete, the initial steps likely follow a pathway similar to
their intermediate- and low-mass counterparts, although on much shorter
timescales (Davies et al. 2011; Mottram et al. 2011). This first involves the
gravitational collapse of dense (104 – 105 particles/cm−3) and cold ( 10 –
20K) giant molecular clouds (GMCs) made mainly of molecular hydrogen,
which can hold 104 – 106M⊙ (see reviews by Krumholz et al. 2019; Klessen
& Glover 2023). The next step in the formation of stars is the fragmenta-
tion of the GMCs, with sizes of 10 – 100 pc, into smaller discrete clumps in
a hierarchical process (Blitz & Stark 1986). These clumps continue to col-
lapse under their own gravity as long as their mass exceeds the associated
Jeans mass of the region, reaching masses of 10 – 1000M⊙ and sizes of 0.1 –
1 pc (Murray et al. 2010). At this point, the gas of the clumps becomes
more optically thick and less efficient in radiating away the energy gained
by the release of gravitational potential energy, which leads to an increase
in temperature (to 60 – 100K) and density (10−13 g cm−3). While the gas
at the core of the clumps becomes hotter, the outward pressure increases
until the further gravitational collapse is halted. The core reaches a hydro-
static equilibrium, and the clumps then become protostars, which can still
accrete mass from the surrounding material. Eventually, the temperature
at the core of the protostar will reach 15 million Kelvin, and nuclear fusion
of hydrogen into helium will start. The newly formed star has reached the
zero-age main sequence (ZAMS), and its internal structure is composed of
a convective core surrounded by a radiative envelope. It is important to
note that, despite the very large mass of the initial GMCs, the efficiency
of star formation is low, with only 0.2% to 20% of the total mass being
converted into stars (Evans 1991; Evans et al. 2009; Murray et al. 2010).

Beyond this simplified version of star formation, the process is more
complex and involves a variety of other physical processes, such as tur-
bulence, metallicity, magnetic fields, and feedback from the newly formed
stars, which can have a significant impact on the properties of stars reach-
ing the main sequence (e.g., Orkisz et al. 2017; Pattle et al. 2023). More-
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over, the initial collapse of the GMCs can be triggered by a variety of
mechanisms, such as the compression of the gas by supernova explosions,
the collision of clouds, or the interaction with other galaxies.

However, even the simplified formation of massive stars is not yet fully
understood. One of the main challenges is the fact that their formation
requires a significantly larger accretion mass compared to less-massive ob-
jects. One possibility is that high-mass protostars keep accreting enough
mass even when the nuclear fusion in their cores has already started
(Haemmerlé et al. 2019), or they do so at high accretion rates (Hosokawa &
Omukai 2009). However, their stronger initial feedback favors the disper-
sion of the surrounding material on the same timescale as the star forms,
limiting its final mass (e.g., Vázquez-Semadeni et al. 2019). Other possi-
bilities include episodic mass accretion (e.g., Hunter et al. 2017; Elbakyan
et al. 2021), or the merging with other nearby forming stars (e.g., Smith
et al. 2012; Stacy & Bromm 2013). This situation is further complicated
by the fact that massive stars at the ZAMS are still highly embedded in
their parental molecular clouds (Zinnecker & Yorke 2007; Langer 2012),
making them much less accessible before they become visible at optical
and ultraviolet wavelengths (Bernasconi & Maeder 1996). Therefore, our
interpretation mainly depends on the observed properties when massive
stars have already evolved on the main sequence (Yorke 1986, see below).

1.1.3 The main sequence phase

The main sequence phase of massive stars is the most stable phase of their
evolution (Maeder & Meynet 2000; Heger & Langer 2000). During this
phase, the star is able to fuse hydrogen into helium in its core, produc-
ing an outward thermal pressure that counteracts the inward pressure of
gravitational collapse from the overlying layers. It is in this phase where
they spend most of their lives, which are significantly shorter compared to
stars of lower masses. As an example, for initial masses around 120M⊙,
this phase only lasts ∼3 million years, whereas for a 12M⊙ star, it extends
to ∼20 million years (see Ekström et al. 2012). In contrast, the Sun, with
1M⊙, will spend ∼10 billion years on the main sequence. The reason for
the much shorter timescales of massive stars is connected with the car-
bon–nitrogen–oxygen (CNO) cycle. This cycle is more efficient and has a
higher energy production rate than the proton–proton chain, which is the
dominant mechanism in less massive stars. The energy produced in the
convective core is then transported to the radiative envelope and to the
surface of the star, where it is radiated away.
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Figure 1.2— Schematic distribution of different evolutionary phases of massive stars in the
Hertzsprung–Russell diagram. The known binary fraction is also included. The Humphreys-
Davidson limit is indicated with dashed line (Humphreys & Davidson 1979). The AGB phase
corresponding to stars of lower masses is combined with the RSG phase. Adapted figure from
the review by Marchant & Bodensteiner (2023, Fig. 1; reproduced with permission).

Massive stars typically enter the main sequence phase as O- (M≳ 18M⊙)
or early B-type dwarfs (8M⊙ ≲M ≲ 18M⊙). Their effective temperature
ranges between 45 000K and 25 000K, and their luminosities are between
104 and 106 times that of the Sun (see Fig. 1.2). During the evolution on
the main sequence, the core undergoes a contraction and a temperature
increase. At the same time, the higher energy rates produce the expansion
of the outer layers of the star, leading to a decrease of the surface temper-
ature and an increase in luminosity. The decrease in surface temperature
along the main sequence is more significant for O-type stars than for the
early B-type stars. Massive stars with 8M⊙ < M < 60M⊙ evolve toward
the end of the main sequence at a relatively constant luminosity. This
phase ends when the hydrogen in the core is exhausted. At this point,
different scenarios are proposed for the evolution of these objects that de-
pend on the range of masses considered (see Conti 1975; Bond et al. 1984;
Langer et al. 1994; Crowther et al. 1995). For stars up to ∼25M⊙, they
are predicted to evolve into red supergiants (RSGs), which is further sup-
ported by empirical observations of these objects up to those masses (see
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Levesque et al. 2005). For stars with 25M⊙ < M < 60M⊙, the situation
is much less constrained. It has been proposed that these objects undergo
a very short RSG phase, or simply skip it, and continue to evolve into
luminous blue variables (LBVs; Gräfener et al. 2012; Groh et al. 2013;
Weis & Bomans 2020) and Wolf-Rayet (WR; Conti 1975; Abbott & Conti
1987; Higgins et al. 2021) stars1. For stars more massive than ∼60M⊙, the
strong stellar winds and associated mass loss combined with instabilities
caused by proximity to the Eddington limit (Sanyal et al. 2015) make the
evolution of these objects highly complex and uncertain. Despite this sim-
plified scheme, it is also important to remark that other properties such
as stellar rotation can heavily influence the evolutionary paths followed
by massive stars. Moreover, the presence of a companion star can also
have a significant impact on the evolution of massive stars. In fact, binary
interaction can lead to mass transfer, mass accretion, common envelope
evolution, and even stellar mergers (see Marchant & Bodensteiner 2023,
and references therein). Some of these processes can trigger a “rejuvena-
tion” of the binary product, where the star may become hotter and more
luminous as a result of the additional hydrogen available for fusion.

The initial mass of the star is the main parameter that determines the
duration of the main sequence phase; however, other factors can also play
an important role in this phase (Langer 2012). One of them involves the
internal mixing mechanisms that can provide the core with fresh hydro-
gen, such as rotation, core overshooting, inflation, or semi-convection (see
Maeder & Meynet 1988; Maeder 2009; Schootemeijer et al. 2019; Martinet
et al. 2021). However, these mechanisms are far from being well under-
stood and are hard to test empirically. Among them, the effect of rotation
has been extensively studied as it can be confronted with observations. In
this regard, the impact on evolution highly depends on the initial rota-
tion rate of the star when it enters the ZAMS, and whether this rotation is
maintained or not during the main sequence (e.g., Meynet & Maeder 2005;
Heger et al. 2005; Ekström et al. 2012; Georgy et al. 2013). Moreover, ro-
tation can also enhance mass loss through stellar winds, which is another
factor that can have a significant impact on the evolution of massive stars
(see below). Unfortunately, as indicated before, the initial rotation rates
of massive stars are not yet well constrained (see, however, Holgado et al.
2022), preventing us from adopting realistic initial conditions.

1WNh in Fig. 1.2 refers to WR stars showing hydrogen lines in their spectra, and are
proposed to be progenitors of LBV stars (see Conti 1975).



8 Chapter 1. Introduction

Mass loss also has an important impact on the main sequence of mas-
sive stars (e.g., Kudritzki & Puls 2000; Vink et al. 2010; Smith 2014; Renzo
et al. 2017). As indicated in Sect. 1.1.1, these objects are characterized
by strong stellar winds, which are able to “unpeel” the outer layers of the
star and take away angular momentum from the surface. Furthermore,
the mass loss rate of massive stars is not necessarily constant, but it can
vary significantly during the main sequence phase. In this regard, changes
in the opacity of the atmosphere along the evolution can also lead to en-
hanced mass-loss rates. These rates can also be severely affected by the
presence of magnetic fields, which can lead to the formation of magnet-
ically confined winds (e.g., Petit et al. 2017; Keszthelyi et al. 2019). In
fact, the effects of magnetic fields can also have a significant impact on the
evolution of massive stars on the main sequence (Keszthelyi et al. 2017,
2019, 2022).

Last but not least, the metallicity of the star, which is defined as the
fraction of elements heavier than helium in its atmosphere, also plays an
important role in the evolution of massive stars on the main sequence
(see Kudritzki et al. 1987; Vink et al. 2001). In fact, the higher the
metallicity of the star, the stronger the metal lines that drive the stellar
winds, directly affecting the amount of mass loss (Mokiem et al. 2007).
Furthermore, metallicity influences the initial amount of CNO material in
the nuclei, making stars more compact towards lower metallicities (Yoon
et al. 2006; Ekström et al. 2012; Szécsi et al. 2015).

1.1.4 The post-main sequence phase and final fates

The post-main sequence evolution has much shorter timescales compared
to the main sequence, and it is characterized by a series of rapid changes in
the structure and properties of the star. At the beginning of this phase, the
star has an inert helium core surrounded by a hydrogen burning shell. The
lack of energy production leads gravity to compress the core until its tem-
perature and pressure are high enough to ignite the helium burning. The
large amount of energy produced in the hydrogen shell and the core leads
to an expansion of the outer layers of the star, which become significantly
cooler and more luminous. The stars reaching this phase become RSGs2,
with effective temperatures between 4000K and 3000K (K-to-M spectral
types; Levesque et al. 2005) and radii of some hundreds of solar radii (see
Fig. 1.2). As the star evolves, the helium in the core is also exhausted. In

2Transitioning objects may include the so-called “yellow supergiants” (YSGs).
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contrast to the hydrogen burning phase, the helium burning phase is much
faster and only last for 0.3 – 2 million years for stars born with 12 – 120M⊙
(see Ekström et al. 2012). At this point, a main difference with the less
massive stars is that the core of the star is able to reach temperatures
high enough to ignite heavier elements, such as carbon, neon, oxygen and
silicon, each time producing a burning shell around the core beneath the
previous burning shell (see Laplace et al. 2021). It is during the RSG
phase that the star undergoes several dredge-up episodes, where the outer
layers of the star are mixed with the material from the core, changing the
surface abundances of the star (Heger & Woosley 2010). Moreover, this
phase is characterized by an important mass loss of the outer layers of the
stars (Humphreys et al. 2020). It is also predicted in some cases that stars
experience an evolution towards hotter temperatures through the so-called
“blue-loops” (Ekström et al. 2012). Regardless of these loops, the fusion
of heavier elements will also lead to the formation of an iron core, which,
rather than providing energy to the star through its fusion, absorbs it in
an endothermic process. At this point, this iron core is surrounded by a
series layers of other elements in an “onion-like” structure. The core con-
traction will continue until the temperature eventually reaches ∼1010K.
Stars born with M ≳ 8M⊙ have reached the last phase of their evolution
(Woosley & Weaver 1986).

In a process that lasts for a few seconds, the photons are so energetic
that they are able to photo-disintegrate the iron core into α particles,
reducing the radiative pressure, leading to the catastrophic collapse of the
star and a subsequent supernova explosion (Janka & Mueller 1996; Janka
2012). During this event, vast amounts of high-energetic particles (such
as γ rays or neutrinos) are ejected into space. Furthermore, different
heavier elements are produced, which are expelled into the interstellar
medium with the outer layers of the star, enriching the interstellar medium
(see again Fig. 1.1). At the moment of collapse, the core of the star
reaches nuclear matter densities of 1014 g cm−3. A degenerate neutron
star is formed, which is held by the neutron degeneracy pressure (Woosley
et al. 2002; Steiner et al. 2010). It is believed that massive stars with
initial masses above a given threshold surpass the Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff limit, and the neutron star collapses into a black hole (O’Connor
& Ott 2011; Sukhbold et al. 2016).
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1.2 Context of the thesis

From the different evolutionary phases of massive stars, the one in which
they transition from the main sequence towards the RSG phase is among
the most elusive, less constrained, and yet important. Understanding the
properties of stars in this transition phase is crucial for testing some of
the predictions of stellar evolution models and for setting strong anchor
points to our overall theoretical knowledge of massive stars and their end
products. Back in the decade of the 1980s, it was generally accepted that
main-sequence massive stars comprise either O-type stars or early B-type
giants to dwarfs. B-type supergiants and bright giants were thought to
be transitioning objects between the main sequence and the RSG phase,
this is, post-MS objects. Furthermore, the number of dedicated studies to
these objects before the 1990s was limited to a limited number of works
(e.g., Cayrel 1958; Jaschek & Jaschek 1967; Walborn 1970; Dufton 1972;
Melnick 1985; Lennon & Dufton 1986). However, with the advent of CCD
photometry and slit spectroscopy, the number of observed massive stars
with available stellar parameters increased significantly. The works by
Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990) in the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC),
the ones by Lennon et al. (1992, 1993) in the Milky Way, or the one by
Blaha & Humphreys (1989) including stars from both groups, were some
of the pioneering works that stepped up the number of studied B-type
supergiants. The former led to the realization of the unexpectedly large
population of these stars in the Hertzsprung–Russell (HR) diagram (see
also Humphreys & McElroy 1984; Garmany & Fitzpatrick 1989).

The study by Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990) was based on a sample
of 1375 O-to-G-type supergiants that only included objects that do not
exhibit optical emission lines (i.e., did not include WR or LBV stars).
It was found a diagonal “ledge” of B-type supergiants where the density
of objects dropped over five times from the hot to the cool side of the
diagram (see Fig. 1.3). Furthermore, the study revealed that the density
contrast across the ledge was unlikely to result from random chance. The
comparison with evolutionary tracks by Maeder & Meynet (1988, 1989)
revealed that the ledge was located 5 to 10 kK beyond the terminal-age
main sequence (TAMS) of the models3. This led to the interpretation that
all of those B-type supergiants were in a post-MS phase, thus no longer in
the core hydrogen-burning phase. Moreover, further checks for different
masses and metallicities indicated that the drop should be almost vertical

3Langer (1992) in fact defined this problem as the “TAMS problem”.
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Figure 1.3— HR diagram for the LMC taken from Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990, ©AAS,
reproduced with permission). The location of the “ledge” is shown by the solid diagonal line.
The heavy solid line shows the location of the ZAMS for models published by Maeder &
Meynet (1988). Thin solid lines are evolutionary tracks for four different masses.

when the effective temperature decreases, in contrast to the diagonal shape
of the ledge. The most plausible explanation for Fitzpatrick & Garmany
(1990) was found if massive stars follow a blue-loop evolution (see also
Chiosi & Summa 1970; Paczyński 1970). In this regard, Simpson (1971)
was the first to suggest that, compared to main sequence stars, stars
that have undergone a RSG evolution should exhibit enhanced helium
and nitrogen surface abundances as a result of a deep surface convection
zone operating during the RSG phase. However, predicted mass-loss rates
back then were not sufficient to “unpeel” the stars in order to expose the
inner layers of processed material. The data of Fitzpatrick & Garmany
(1990) also evidenced the lack of a gap in the HR diagram caused by
the rapid evolution of stars leaving the main sequence. In this regard,
Tuchman & Wheeler (1990) suggested that the gap was filled by stars that
have accreted helium from a companion. This put our understanding of
the evolutionary nature of early to mid-B-type supergiants under debate,
opening a discussion that has remained open until the present.

Despite the fact that the discrepancy with the evolutionary models was
worrying, it was not the only existing one involving B-type supergiants.
The “mass discrepancy problem” was another important issue that was



12 Chapter 1. Introduction

not (and still is not) resolved. First pointed out by Groenewegen et al.
(1989) and Herrero et al. (1990), it arose from the discrepancy between
the stellar masses derived from the spectroscopic analyses with adopted
distances and the masses obtained from the evolutionary tracks, the sec-
ond ones being systematically larger than the first ones by up to 50% (see
also Kudritzki et al. 1992; Herrero et al. 1992). An additional problem
was also found from the non-negligible fraction of luminous blue stars on
the main sequence that exhibited enhanced surface helium abundances
(e.g., Schönberner et al. 1988; Voels et al. 1989; Gies & Lambert 1992;
Herrero et al. 1992) where evolutionary models did not predict such en-
hancements. In this regard, Langer (1992) proposed rotationally induced
mixing as a possible solution to this problem. However, this implied that
helium-enriched stars should be fast-rotating objects, that helium enrich-
ment must be accompanied by nitrogen enrichment, or that all B-type
supergiants within the theoretical post-main sequence gap should be he-
lium enriched.

Parallel to the earliest works on B-type supergiants and the above-
mentioned findings was the theoretical development of the radiative trans-
fer theory required for the analyses of hot massive stars (e.g., Sobolev 1957;
Hummer & Rybicki 1968; Mihalas 1965; Castor & Lamers 1979; Pauldrach
et al. 1986), including the Castor, Abbott, & Klein (1975, CAK) theory
of radiation-driven winds. The works of Dufton (1972, 1979), which used
local thermal equilibrium (LTE) model atmospheres to analyze two early
B-type supergiants, were followed by those of Lennon et al. (1993) and
McErlean et al. (1999), which employed plane-parallel hydrostatic non-
LTE (NLTE) models for the analyses. Additional advancements followed
with the inclusion of line-blanketing effects in the model atmospheres (e.g.,
Vacca et al. 1996; Hillier & Miller 1998), the presence of wind inhomo-
geneities (e.g., Schmutz 1995; Hamann & Koesterke 1998), or the theoret-
ical improvement of the Hα formation (Puls et al. 1996).

Naturally, these steps also led to the development or improvement of
the model atoms required to compute the line formation and synthetic
spectra. These first included hydrogen and helium, but followed the most
abundant metals in the atmospheres of massive stars such as carbon, ni-
trogen, oxygen, silicon, and iron group elements, which are important for
the blanketing effect (Jokuthy 2002; Eber & Butler 1988; Becker & Butler
1988, 1989; Herrero et al. 1992).



1.2. Context of the thesis 13

The last two and a half decades represent a turning point in the study of
massive stars at most levels. The theoretical developments on the physical
processes that take place in the stellar interior, atmospheres, and winds
of massive stars (Kudritzki & Puls 2000; Maeder & Meynet 2000), led
to a high level of confidence and reliability in the output of the stellar
atmosphere and stellar evolution codes (see, Puls et al. 2003; Martins &
Palacios 2013, respectively). Two key aspects in the evolution of massive
stars such as stellar rotation and mass loss were taken into account in the
models, explaining many of the observed properties of massive stars in the
first decade of the 21st century. However, other aspects of the evolution
of massive stars have remained unsolved.

The new millennium brought new challenges to the field of massive
stars and B-type supergiants. The advent of new observational facilities
provided a wealth of new data of much higher resolving power and spec-
tral coverage with respect to those used before, which allowed for a more
detailed analysis of the spectral features and surface abundances of the
stars (e.g., Weßmayer et al. 2022, 2023). Some of the most relevant works
in this regard were those by Crowther et al. (2006); Lefever et al. (2007);
Markova & Puls (2008); Searle et al. (2008). Their results revealed that
the predictions of the state-of-the-art models (such as the widely used
models by Brott et al. 2011a; Ekström et al. 2012) were still unable to
reproduce some of the observed properties of massive stars. For instance,
the observed surface abundances revealed a mismatch between observa-
tions and the predictions by single-star evolutionary models regarding the
efficiency of rotational mixing during the main sequence (Hunter et al.
2008; Brott et al. 2011b; Rivero González et al. 2012). Furthermore, dif-
ferent mechanisms of angular momentum transport from the core to the
surface (e.g., Brott et al. 2011a; Ekström et al. 2012) or the spin-down ef-
fect of magnetic braking (Meynet et al. 2011; Keszthelyi et al. 2020) were
used to partially describe the observed rotation rates of massive stars,
which were found in the form of a bimodal distribution (Conti & Ebbets
1977; Ramı́rez-Agudelo et al. 2013; Dufton et al. 2013; Ramı́rez-Agudelo
et al. 2015; Holgado et al. 2022). Another apparent discrepancy was found
between the theoretically predicted and observationally derived mass-loss
rates, which have a significant impact on the outcome of stellar evolu-
tion computations (Keszthelyi et al. 2017). In parallel, the long-standing
suspicion about the high percentage of massive stars born in binary and
multiple systems was finally empirically confirmed in the O- and main-



14 Chapter 1. Introduction

sequence B-type star domains (see Vanbeveren & Mennekens 2017; Barbá
et al. 2017; Sana 2017, for recent reviews; see also Fig. 1.2). B-type su-
pergiants, which were once thought to be single stars (Humphreys 1978),
were now expected to include a significant fraction of binary products (de
Mink et al. 2014; Farrell et al. 2019).

The last decade has been marked by the development of new theoreti-
cal works that describe the evolution and outcomes of the different types
of binary interaction in massive stars (e.g., Langer et al. 2020). On the
observational side, many efforts have been made to try to identify binary
systems and signatures of past or ongoing binary interaction. These in-
clude the search for spectroscopic binaries, surface abundance signatures
of merging or mass-transfer processes, or the presence of circumstellar ma-
terial. In this regard, the O-type stars domain has been the most studied
in the search for binary systems (e.g., Mason et al. 2009; Barbá et al. 2010;
Sana et al. 2013; Máız Apellániz et al. 2019), whereas the B-type super-
giants domain is less constrained (McEvoy et al. 2015; Menon et al. 2024).
Given this context, observational clues about the evolutionary status of
B-type supergiants represent a key piece of the puzzle to understand the
properties of massive stars, which brings us back to the original work of
Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990) on the overdensity of these objects beyond
the main sequence.

A recent development in the study of massive stars comes from the
advent of asteroseismology (see Aerts 2021). This technique has been suc-
cessfully applied to intermediate- and low-mass stars, providing a wealth of
information about their internal structure and evolution (see, e.g., Chap-
lin & Miglio 2013; Garćıa & Ballot 2019). However, the application of
asteroseismology to massive stars was initially constrained by the lack of
the necessary data sets (see some early works on B-type stars by Aerts
& Lamers 2003; Dupret et al. 2004). This situation improved with the
launch of the CoRoT space mission (e.g., Degroote et al. 2010; Blomme
et al. 2011; Neiner et al. 2012), and, particularly in the last decade, with
the advent of new observational facilities such as the Kepler/K2 (Koch
et al. 2010; Borucki et al. 2010; Howell et al. 2014) and TESS (Ricker et al.
2015) space missions. In particular, the latter has obtained photometric
light curves for the largest number of massive stars to date, with high
photometric precision, temporal cadence, and coverage. These data have
revealed that massive stars are dominated by stochastic low-frequency
variability (SLFV), which origin is yet to be explained (see Buysschaert
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et al. 2015, David-Uraz et al. 2017, Bowman et al. 2020; also Bowman
et al. 2019 as the “discovery” paper).

However, one of the main challenges comes from the difficulty of sep-
arating the oscillations (or pulsation-mode frequencies) produced in the
stellar surface or stellar interiors from the variability induced by the stellar
winds. In this regard, combining information from photometric and spec-
troscopic variability provides further insights into the internal structure
of massive stars (see the works by Aerts et al. 2018; Burssens et al. 2023).

Despite the challenges, asteroseismology represents a powerful tool to
investigate some of the physical processes that take place in the core of
massive stars, such as the mixing of nuclear products, the transport of
angular momentum, and the effects of magnetic fields. This information
is crucial for testing the predictions of stellar evolution models and for
understanding the properties of massive stars in general (Aerts et al. 2019;
Bowman 2020).

Another important milestone from recent years comes from the ESA
Gaia mission (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2023; Babusiaux et al. 2023).
Gaia has provided valuable and reliable information about the distances
and proper motions of a very large fraction of massive stars in the Milky
Way. This information is crucial for accurately determining the physical
fundamental properties of massive stars (such as their luminosities, radii,
and masses) but also to study their kinematics relative to their parent
stellar clusters or associations. The latter is crucial to find runaway objects
that have been ejected as a result of, for example, binary interaction or
supernova kick (Gvaramadze & Gualandris 2011; Perets & Šubr 2012;
Renzo et al. 2019).

At present, we live in a bright time for the study of massive stars. The
availability of large databases of high-quality spectroscopic, photometric,
and kinematic data combined with the recent theoretical developments for
the physical processes taking place in the stellar interiors, atmospheres,
and winds of massive stars (e.g., Aerts et al. 2019; Marchant & Boden-
steiner 2023; Vink et al. 2023), as well as in the binary interaction processes
(e.g., Schneider et al. 2019; Renzo & Götberg 2021; Sen et al. 2022), has
provided a unique opportunity to study massive stars at unprecedented de-
tail. This situation also provides a unique opportunity to address some of
the long-standing questions involving B-type supergiants, test the predic-
tions of the state-of-the-art evolutionary models, and provide new insights
into their evolutionary nature.
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1.3 The IACOB project

In order to improve the situation described above, in 2008 was formally
born the long-term observational project IACOB (see Simón-Dı́az et al.
2011, 2015, 2020). The main objective of this ambitious project hosted
at the Instituto de Astrof́ısica de Canarias, is to provide a statistically
significant empirical overview of the main physical properties (including
spectroscopic parameters and abundances) of O and B-type stars in the
Milky Way. The ultimate goal is to provide reliable anchor points for
theoretical models of stellar atmospheres, winds, interiors, and evolution
of massive stars. To achieve this, the IACOB project has compiled a
unique database of high-resolution, multi-epoch optical spectra of Galactic
O- B- and A-type stars over the last 15 years. Currently, this database
comprises an outstanding number of more than 15 000 spectra from more
than 2000 sources. The two main observing instruments are the FIES
(Telting et al. 2014) and HERMES (Raskin et al. 2011) fiber-fed echelle
spectrographs attached to the 2.56m Nordic Optical Telescope (NOT) and
the 1.2m Mercator telescope, respectively, both located at the Roque de
los Muchachos Observatory in La Palma, Spain (see Chapter 2 for more
details).

Three key properties of the IACOB project are: (1) the quality of the
data, which have been obtained using advanced and stable high-resolution
echelle spectrographs, allowing for a more detailed analysis of the spectral
features of massive stars (e.g., Simón-Dı́az & Herrero 2014; Godart et al.
2017; Simón-Dı́az et al. 2017); (2) the analysis tools developed by the
IACOB team and collaborators, which allow for a detailed quantitative
spectroscopic analysis of the observed stars (e.g., Simón-Dı́az et al. 2014;
Holgado et al. 2018, and Chapter 3); and (3) the collection of multi-epoch
data for a significant fraction of the observed stars, which allows for the
study of the variability of massive stars (Burssens et al. 2020; Britavskiy
et al. 2023).

The IACOB project has also established important synergies with
other large-scale studies of massive stars. Some of them in the Large
and Small Magellanic Clouds include the VLT-FLAMES Tarantula Sur-
vey (VFTS; Evans 2011; Evans et al. 2015), the VLT-FLAMES Survey
of Massive Stars (VFMS - P.I. S. Smartt; e.g., Evans et al. 2008; Hunter
et al. 2007; Trundle et al. 2007; Lennon et al. 2022). Others in the Milky
Way include the Galactic O-Star Spectroscopic Survey (GOSSS; Sota et al.
2011, 2014; Máız Apellániz et al. 2016; Arias et al. 2016), or the Southern
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Galactic O- and WN-type stars (OWN; Barbá et al. 2010, 2014, 2017).
Moreover, the distances and visual magnitudes covered by the IACOB
sample perfectly overlap with the brightest sources included in the upcom-
ing spectroscopic surveys such as WEAVE-SCIP-OB (Dalton et al. 2020;
Jin et al. 2024a) and 4MOST-4MIDABLE-LR (Chiappini et al. 2019) in
the Northern and Southern hemispheres, respectively.

1.4 Aim and structure of the thesis

1.4.1 Aim of this thesis

This thesis work sets its bases in the framework of the IACOB project.
It is conceived as an empirical reappraisal of the properties of B-type su-
pergiants in the Milky Way, aiming at providing new insights into the
evolutionary status of these objects, which are key to understanding the
overall properties of massive stars. To achieve this, this work has ben-
efited from a unique database of a growing number of high-resolution,
multi-epoch optical spectra obtained by the IACOB team. Second, this
work used semiautomatic tools to perform the detailed quantitative spec-
troscopic analysis of the observed stars, which represented a significant
improvement compared to traditional techniques (see Chapter 3). In par-
ticular, this has allowed to obtain estimates of the broadening, stellar, and
wind parameters, and surface abundances of key atomic elements. Third,
multi-epoch data have been used to study the variability and multiplic-
ity of the observed stars. Finally, the work has been complemented with
additional information on parallaxes, proper motions, and photometric
variability provided by the Gaia and TESS missions.

All these aspects together make this work a significant improvement
with respect to the previous studies on B-type supergiants, which were
based on low-resolution spectra, a reduced number of sources, or were bi-
ased in the sample selection or limited to objects in the Magellanic clouds
or nearby galaxies. The reference work of this thesis in terms of sample
size is the one by Castro et al. (2014), which compiled results for 439
Galactic OB stars observed spectroscopically (see Chapter 5). Further-
more, this thesis represents an important achievement within the IACOB
project. While the Ph.D. thesis of Holgado (2019) focused on the study
of the properties of 415 O-type stars of all luminosity classes, this one has
concentrated in their direct descendants, these are, the B-type supergiants.
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The ultimate goal of this thesis is to provide new empirical constraints
to the state-of-the-art evolutionary models, and add new clues towards
nature of the B-type supergiants included in the sample. In addition to
that, this study aims to have some impact across several fields of astro-
physics. In fact, supernovae, WR stars, RSGs, stellar black holes, neutron
stars, long-duration gamma-ray bursts, are all direct descendants of mas-
sive OB stars. Any meaningful attempt to connect these extreme objects
with their progenitors is critically supported by our knowledge of massive
star evolution. Stellar population synthesis codes and the interpretation
of the light emitted by starburst galaxies also rely on a reliable character-
ization of the physical and evolutionary properties of massive stars.

1.4.2 Building the spectroscopic sample

At the time of the start of this thesis, the IACOB project had access
to 8000 spectra of about 1000 stars, half of which corresponded to O-
type stars. The other half was distributed among B- A- and M-type
stars or unclassified sources. In contrast with the O-type stars, for which
different systematic projects had provided a high level of completeness
and a homogeneous spectral reclassification (the GOSSS survey) or have
studied their multiplicity (the OWN and MONOS4 surveys), the B-type
stars compiled by the IACOB project lacked from any of these aspects.
The sample of B-type stars was built from the compilation of different
observing campaigns carried out by the IACOB team and collaborators
throughout the years aimed at studying specific groups of stars or regions
of the Galaxy. Therefore, a significant work was initially required to review
and homogenize the sample. In this regard, a first step consisted in the
manual revision of about 4000 spectra to check for potential issues in
the data and metadata (e.g., issues with the telescope pointing, wrong
header identifiers, problems in the wavelength calibration, among many
others). This was followed by the development of a semi-automatic tool
to perform the identification of the potential B-type supergiants in the
sample regardless of their quoted classification, which resulted in a total
of 400 stars.

In parallel, several observing proposals to the Spanish Time Allocation
Committee (CAT) were prepared, which sought to improve the homogene-
ity of the sample of B-type supergiants and reduce observational biases
of the IACOB spectroscopic sample in the northern hemisphere. These

4See Máız Apellániz et al. (2019); Trigueros Páez et al. (2021).
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resulted in two successful observing campaigns at the NOT telescopes (36-
NOT5/20A and 59-NOT7/20B, P.I. A. de Burgos), and a very successful
Large-Program for the NOT and Mercator telescopes (P.I. S. Simón-Dı́az,
co-P.I. A. de Burgos). The latter was awarded with three years of several
observing campaigns. All of these campaigns significantly improved the
number of observed B-type supergiants during this thesis.

The observations were complemented with the exploitation of the Euro-
pean Southern Observatory (ESO) data archive. In particular, retrieving
all available spectra of OB stars taken with the FEROS high-resolution
Echelle instrument (Kaufer et al. 1997), attached to the MPG/ESO 2.2m
telescope at La Silla observatory, Chile. Thanks to the several success-
ful preparation and completion of the observing runs, and to the publicly
available FEROS data, the final sample of B-type supergiants used for
this thesis included 900 sources by the end of 2023.

1.4.3 Structure of this thesis

The structure of this thesis follows the logical steps of any empirical study,
namely: (1) compilation of the data and presentation of the working sam-
ple; (2) analysis of the data and presentation of the main results; and (3)
implications of the results relevant to the field of study.

Given the large volume of data contained in this thesis, the previous
steps were separated into different blocks, each of them aiming to result
in a publication in a peer-reviewed journal. Therefore, this thesis is struc-
tured as a compendium of articles, each of them focused on a specific as-
pect of the study of B-type supergiants. At the time of thesis submission,
three articles have been accepted or published, comprising Chapters 2, 3
and 4 of this thesis. Two more articles are in the last stage of prepara-
tion and are expected to be submitted for publication within the next few
months. They comprise Chapters 5 and 6.

The first article (Chapter 2) presents the compilation and selection
criteria of the spectroscopic sample used in this thesis, which initially
comprised 750 blue luminous stars with spectral types O9 to B9, but was
later expanded thanks to new observation of missing stars. It also included
a first completeness analysis, the identification of double-line spectroscopic
binaries (SB2), which were later used in the last article, and the adoption
of distances to all the stars, which were used in the last three articles.

The second article (Chapter 3) presents the methodology used for the
quantitative spectroscopic analysis of the sample, including the determi-
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nation of the line-broadening, spectroscopic and wind parameters, and
the surface abundances of key elements: helium and silicon. These results
opened up different lines of study related to each of the parameters de-
rived, which are connected with different open questions in the evolution
of massive stars.

In this last regard, one of the key questions related to the wind prop-
erties involves the actual mass-loss rates of massive stars, which have a
significant impact in their evolution (see Keszthelyi et al. 2017). In fact,
the widely used prescriptions of the rates by Vink et al. (2001) predict
an important increase in the mass-loss rate when B-type supergiants cross
the so-called bi-stability jump towards cooler temperatures. This has been
used to explain the lack of fast-rotating objects beyond the jump (Vink
et al. 2010), but this lack may also outline the termination of the main se-
quence (Brott et al. 2011a). Motivated by previous observational evidence
that the jump may not be present, and by the visit of Dr. Z. Keszthelyi
to the IAC in November -December 2023, the third article (Chapter 4) set
the focus of the study on evaluating whether the jump in mass-loss rates
predicted by Vink et al. (2001) was present or not.

The lack of detection of the jump in the mass-loss rates led to inves-
tigate the location of the termination of the main sequence of massive
stars. The fourth article (Chapter 5) can be interpreted as the continua-
tion of the works led by Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990) and Castro et al.
(2014) for which, in addition to using the largest and most homogeneous
spectroscopic sample of B-type supergiants compiled to date, accounts for
two additional properties to evaluate the main sequence end. These are
the rotational properties and the distribution of single-line spectroscopic
binaries (SB1) across the HR diagram. Ultimately, the results of this ar-
ticle allow to provide new constraints to the evolutionary models in the
12 – 40M⊙ mass range.

The fifth and last article (Chapter 6) brings all the previous results
together, offering new insights into the nature of the B-type supergiants
in the sample. Alongside their rotational properties, helium surface abun-
dances, and multiplicity, it compares derived spectroscopic masses with
evolutionary ones to find potential post-RSGs and binary interaction prod-
ucts. Furthermore, it includes preliminary analysis of CNO surface abun-
dances and explores the pulsational properties of a sub-sample of stars for
which photometric data from TESS is available.
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The last chapter of this thesis (Chapter 7) summarizes the conclusions
of the different articles. It also provides future research lines that will
surely follow the results presented in this thesis. The latter especially con-
sidering the arrival of the WEAVE-SCIP-OB and 4MOST-4MIDABLE-
LR spectroscopic surveys, which will increase the number of observed B-
type supergiants in the Milky Way by several thousands.

1.5 Addendum

The research work of this thesis has been complemented by different ac-
tivities and fruitful collaborations that were beyond its original scope and
positively enriched its development and content. Some of them include:

• Plan and carry out the observations for a total of 78 nights at the
Roque de los Muchachos observatory using the NOT and the Mer-
cator telescopes.

• Perform two stays at the University of Innsbruck, Austria, to collab-
orate with Dr. Miguel A. Urbaneja (co-supervisor of the thesis) in
the analysis of the sample stars.

• Publish an additional study on the massive stellar population in the
Perseus OB1 association (de Burgos et al. 2020). This research began
under the IAC Summer Grants program for astronomical research
and is the foundation of the research project for the recently awarded
ESO Fellowship in Chile, starting in November 2024.

• Publish additional works in peer-reviewed journals, some of which are
closely connected with the research line of this thesis (Burssens et al.
2020; Lennon et al. 2021; Negueruela & de Burgos 2023; Negueruela
et al. 2024), others which resulted the participation in the WEAVE-
SCIP survey (Monguió et al. 2020; Jin et al. 2024b), and some others
from other fields of astrophysics (Heintz et al. 2020; Vaduvescu et al.
2022; Domček et al. 2023).

• Develop two open-source Python packages available to the commu-
nity: “pyIACOB” (see Appendix A.1), which aims at users of the
IACOB spectroscopic database for analyzing and performing differ-
ent measurements on the spectra; and “LCExtractor”, which is used
to extract and reduce the TESS and Kepler/K2 light curves, and to
obtain the associated periodograms.

https://github.com/Abelink23/pyIACOB
https://github.com/Abelink23/LCExtractor
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ABSTRACT

Context. Blue supergiants (BSGs) are key objects for studying the intermediate phases of massive star evolution because they are
very useful to constrain evolutionary models. However, the lack of a holistic study of a statistically significant and unbiased sample of
these objects has lead to several long-standing questions about their physical properties and evolutionary nature to remain unsolved.
Aims. This paper and other upcoming papers of the IACOB series are focused on studying from a pure empirical point of view a
sample of about 500 Galactic O9–B9 stars with luminosity classes I and II (plus 250 late O- and early B-type stars with luminosity
classes III, IV, and V) that cover distances up to ≈4 kpc from the Sun.
Methods. We compiled an initial set of ≈11 000 high-resolution spectra from ≈1600 Galactic late O- and B-type stars. We used a novel
spectroscopic strategy based on a simple fitting of the Hβ line to select stars in a specific region of the spectroscopic Hertzsprung–
Russel diagram. We evaluated the completeness of our sample using the Alma Luminous Star catalog (ALS III) and Gaia-DR3 data.
Results. We show the benefits of the proposed strategy for identifying BSGs that are descended in the context of single star evolution
from stellar objects that are born as O-type stars. The resulting sample reaches a high level of completeness with respect to the
ALS III catalog, gathering ≈80% of all-sky targets brighter than Bmag < 9 located within 2 kpc. However, we identify the need for new
observations in specific regions of the southern hemisphere.
Conclusions. We have explored a very fast and robust method for selecting BSGs. This provides a valuable tool for large spectroscopic
surveys such as WEAVE-SCIP or 4MIDABLE-LR, and it highlights the risk of using spectral classifications from the literature.
Upcoming studies will make use of this large and homogeneous spectroscopic sample to study the specific properties of these stars in
detail. We initially provide first results for their rotational properties (in terms of projected rotational velocities, v sin i).

Key words. stars: massive – supergiants – stars: rotation – stars: distances – techniques: spectroscopic – techniques: photometric

1. Introduction

Massive stars are very important objects in astrophysics
because they play a crucial role in the Universe. From
their feedback to their circumstellar and interstellar medium
(Garcia-Segura et al. 1996; Krause et al. 2013), stellar clusters
(Rogers & Pittard 2013) and larger structures such as giant
molecular clouds (Matzner 2002) with a global importance in
the chemo-dynamical evolution of galaxies (Matteucci 2008),
to their use as extragalactic tools (Kudritzki & Puls 2000;
Kudritzki & Przybilla 2003; Kudritzki et al. 2003, 2008), and
their main role as progenitors of gravitational wave emitters
(Belczynski et al. 2016; Marchant et al. 2016).

Their different evolutionary phases are of particular interest
for studying the different physical processes that are involved.
While the progress of understanding each of these phases has
been notorious over the past decades, massive stars still gather
many questions that have not yet been answered (Langer 2012).
? Full tables H.1–H.3 are only available at the CDS via anonymous

ftp to cdsarc.cds.unistra.fr (130.79.128.5) or via https://
cdsarc.cds.unistra.fr/viz-bin/cat/J/A+A/674/A212

In particular, the so-called blue supergiants (BSGs) have always
been among the less constrained objects from an evolutionary
perspective (e.g., Fitzpatrick & Garmany 1990; Lennon et al.
1992, 1993; Meynet & Maeder 2000, and many others).

BSGs can have two very different fates according to sin-
gle evolutionary models, which essentially depend on their
masses (e.g., Brott et al. 2011; Ekström et al. 2012). BSGs can
either transition the post-main sequence (MS) and likely become
luminous blue variables (LBVs; Humphreys & Davidson 1994;
Smith et al. 2011; Weis & Bomans 2020) and ultimately Wolf-
Rayet (WR) objects (Abbott & Conti 1987; Humphreys 1991;
Nugis & Lamers 2000), or they go through it to become red
supergiants (RSgs; Levesque et al. 2005), and if they undergo
one or more of the so-called blue loops (Stothers & Chin 1975;
Ekström et al. 2012), they return into a bluer and hotter state. In
both cases, their lives will end as supernovae (Woosley et al. 2002;
Smartt 2009) or faded supernovae (Adams et al. 2017).

One of the still unresolved but most important questions
arises from the overdensity of BSGs in the region of the
Hertzsprung–Russell diagram. Evolutionary models predict a
gap of stars in this region because the stars are expected to
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evolve rapidly toward the RSg phase after leaving the MS. This
overdensity was first shown in Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990)
using photometric data, and it has been observed in more recent
spectroscopic studies of large samples of massive stars, such
as Castro et al. (2014). Several scenarios have been proposed
to explain this overdensity. One of them is the overlapping of
BSGs that approach and return from the RSg phase through
the above-mentioned assumption of the blue loops. Addition-
ally, this region can also be populated by stars that have under-
gone binary interaction, resulting in additional hydrogen in their
cores and therefore allowing them to extend their MS (Sana et al.
2012; de Mink et al. 2013). Last, the unexpected overdensity
might be the result of an incorrect fine-tuning of some param-
eters in the models themselves, such as overshooting or inflation
(Castro et al. 2014; Martinet et al. 2021).

Theoretical models have highlighted the implications that
rotation may have in the evolution and properties of mas-
sive stars (Maeder & Meynet 2000; Langer 2012) because
rotation can alter the surface composition of massive stars
(Heger & Langer 2000; Maeder & Meynet 2005; Hunter et al.
2009) as well as the mass-loss rate (Puls et al. 2008) and the
final fate (Meynet & Maeder 2005). As a continuation of the
study performed by Holgado et al. (2020, 2022) on Galactic
O-type stars, the key to constraining the most accurate evolution-
ary models if gathering empirical information from the largest
sample of BSGs. In this matter, another important question arises
from the observational evidence of a drop in the number of fast-
rotating stars at approximately 22 000 K (Vink et al. 2010). This
drop has been proposed to be caused by enhanced mass loss
(stronger angular momentum loss) in the vicinity of the theo-
retical bi-stability jump (Vink et al. 2000). However, as shown
in Fig. 1 of Castro et al. (2014), this drop might be located at the
same position as a new empirical terminal age main sequence
for stars with masses above 20 M�, which may indicate that the
drop might also be caused by stars that leave the MS as their
rotational velocities also decrease.

To try to unlock this situation, this paper and the upcom-
ing set of papers are focused on the study of the physical and
evolutionary nature of Galactic BSGs from a purely empirical
point of view, and more specifically, the papers focus on Galac-
tic O9–B9-type stars that evolve from stars that were born with
masses in the range (&20−80 M�) (i.e., those born as O-type
stars). For this endeavor, we benefit from a significantly large
and homogeneous sample of these stars that were observed with
high-resolution spectrographs. In this first paper, we develop a
method that is based on the Hβ line profile for selecting the stars
independently of previous spectral classifications. We describe
the selected sample in detail and identify misclassified stars
from the literature, together with double-line spectroscopic bina-
ries. We use the Gaia DR3 (Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2023;
Babusiaux et al. 2023) and the Alma Luminous Star catalog
(ALS III; Pantaleoni González et al. 2021, and in prep.) to eval-
uate the completeness of our sample in the solar neighborhood.
This is of particular importance to avoid adding potential obser-
vational biases when the evolutionary models are constrained.
These biases can subsequently introduce further biases in the
population synthesis of massive stars (e.g., Voss et al. 2009).
Last, we made use of the IACOB-BROAD (Simón-Díaz & Herrero
2014) tool to obtain the v sin i distribution as a preliminary
approach to constrain the MS in this range of high masses.
Upcoming papers in this series will cover the stellar parameters
for the stars we selected here together with abundances derived
from quantitative spectroscopic analysis. These papers will also
include the analysis of the stellar variability and the full identifi-

cation of binaries using multi-epoch data, as well as the exami-
nation of their pulsational properties and other related topics that
aim to address other unanswered questions.

The paper is organized as follows: Sect. 2 summarizes the
spectroscopic data of the input sample of stars and also the data
retrieved from the Gaia mission. Section 3 describes the initial
motivation and methods we used to build the sample of stars, to
carry out the visual inspection of the selected spectra, and to per-
form the line-broadening analyses. Section 4 determines whether
the method can be used to build the resulting sample, describes
the sample in terms of spectral classifications, photometric mag-
nitudes, distances, and evaluates the completeness of the sample
with respect to the ALS III catalog. The sample is also described
in terms of binaries and the different Hβ and Hα profiles because
they are affected by stellar winds. First results from the v sin i dis-
tribution are also discussed. Last, Sect. 5 includes the summary,
conclusions, and the future work to be carried out as a continua-
tion of this paper.

2. Observations

2.1. Ground-based spectroscopy

The starting point of our study was to gather high-resolution
optical spectroscopy for the largest possible sample of Galac-
tic O9–B9 stars with luminosity classes (LCs) I–II and O9–B3
stars with LCs III–IV–V that could be reached with any of the
facilities indicated below using reasonable exposure times. To
achieve this, we built an initial list of stars fulfilling these crite-
ria based on the recommended spectral classifications quoted in
the Simbad astronomical database (Wenger et al. 2000). This ini-
tial list was then complemented with a few other sources that are
known to be B-type stars, but are incorrectly quoted as A-type
stars in Simbad, plus a small sample of stars for which spectra
were available in the IACOB spectroscopic database (see below),
but for which either no information of the corresponding LC
is quoted in Simbad, or that are simply labeled OB or O (see
Sect. 4.2, Tables H.1 and D.2).

We then focused on collecting spectra for as many stars as
possible from the above-mentioned list using three main instru-
ments: the FIbre-fed Echelle Spectrograph (FIES; Telting et al.
2014) mounted at the 2.56 m Nordic Optical Telescope (NOT)
located at the Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos in La
Palma, Canary Islands, Spain; the High Efficiency and Reso-
lution Mercator Echelle Spectrograph (HERMES; Raskin et al.
2011) at the 1.2 m Mercator semirobotic telescope, also
located at the Observatorio del Roque de los Muchachos; and
the Fiber-fed Extended Range Optical Spectrograph (FEROS;
Kaufer et al. 1997) at the 2.2 m MPG/ESO telescope located
at the ESO La Silla Observatory, Chile. All these instruments
provide high-resolution spectra with a resolving power rang-
ing from 25 000 to 85 000 and a common wavelength coverage
in the 3800−9000 Å range. However, some of the FIES spec-
tra that were taken before the installation of the current CCD
(30/9/2016) only cover up to 7200 Å. In addition, FEROS spec-
tra have a wider coverage, from 3500 Å to 9200 Å.

We initially benefited from these FIES and HERMES spectra
of northern Galactic OB stars (with a declination &−20◦) com-
piled by the IACOB project until 2020 (see Simón-Díaz et al.
2020, for the latest review of the so-called IACOB spectro-
scopic database). Some of them were obtained between 2019
and 2020 with the NOT during technical and nordic service
nights within the scope of the NOT studentship program of the
main author. Pursuing the objectives described above, several

A212, page 2 of 23



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A 674, A212 (2023)

additional observing campaigns with NOT and Mercator were
planned and executed in the framework of the IACOB project
between 2020 and 2023. In addition, we searched the ESO-
archive to retrieve all public available spectra of the southern
stars that are observable from La Silla (with a declination .30◦)
that matched the above-mentioned criteria.

At the time of submission of this paper, we had gathered a
total of ≈11 000 spectra of ≈1600 stars, ≈610 of which were
observed within the scope of this paper. About 670 of all of them
correspond to O9–B9 type stars with LCs I and II, and ≈710
correspond to O9–B3 type with LCs III–IV–V. From the ESO-
archive, we downloaded the spectra of ≈330 stars. The list of
programs from which these stars were taken is included in the
acknowledgments.

In all cases, we directly considered the reduced spectra pro-
vided by the pipelines installed at the telescopes. In addition,
we applied our own routines to produce a normalized version
of each individual spectrum, and used pyIACOB1 to correct all
the spectra for heliocentric velocity, cosmic rays, and some sys-
tematic cosmetic defects that are mainly present in the FEROS
spectra.

For the purposes of this paper, we selected the best available
spectrum for each star with a signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) &30 in
the 4000−5000 Å range. We also took any cosmetic or potential
issues into account (e.g., normalization issues) that might lead
to unreliable results in this or later works. The median of the
S/N in the 4000−5000 Å spectral range of the above-mentioned
best spectra is ≈170. It reaches up to 300 or more in several
bright stars. In addition, we considered all available multi-epoch
spectra to search for spectroscopic binaries.

2.2. Gaia data

We complemented the spectroscopic data with data from Gaia
DR3 (Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2023; Babusiaux et al. 2023). In
general terms, the Gaia DR3 release provides reliable astromet-
ric and photometric data for most of the Galactic OB stars near
the Sun, with the exception of some sources that are too bright
(Gmag . 6), for which either the data are unavailable or the astro-
metric solution is less reliable due to uncalibrated CCD satura-
tion (Lindegren et al. 2018), which also affects the photometric
data. For the latter case, we used Hipparcos (Perryman et al.
1997) astrometric data if available, to have at least a rough esti-
mation. In addition to this, the inclusion of the Radial Veloc-
ity Spectrometer (RVS) provides the line broadening parameters
(Frémat et al. 2023), which we used to compare with our results
out of curiosity. We obtained a poor agreement between the two.
This comparison is included in Appendix G.

In particular (see Sect. 3.1), we downloaded available infor-
mation for the stars in the sample of the astrometric parallaxes
($) and proper motions (µα cos δ, µδ), of the line broadening
measurements, of G, GRP, and GBP band photometry, and finally,
of the associated renormalized unit weight error (RUWE) values.
The latter are an estimate for the reliability of the astrometric
solution (Lindegren et al. 2021a). We did not filter our sample
by this value, but we note here that given the relatively close dis-
tance (<2500 pc) of most of the targets in the IACOB sample,
most of the stars that are not too bright have a RUWE< 1.4. The
stars with RUWE values up to 8 can still be used when it is con-
sidered that the errors in parallax are larger (for more details, see
Maíz Apellániz et al. 2021; Maíz Apellániz 2022).

1 The pyIACOB package is described in Appendix A.

In order to obtain the distances to the stars in the sam-
ple, we directly downloaded the corrected distances from
Bailer-Jones et al. (2021), who used Gaia EDR3 (Gaia
Collaboration 2021) together with a direction-dependent prior
and other additional information, such as the extinction map of
the Galaxy for the determination of the distances. Alternatively
and as a first-order approximation and comparison, we also
used the inverse of the parallax (1/$) by correcting it for zero-
point offset by using the procedure described in Lindegren et al.
(2021b)2. However, this is a poor estimate of the distance and
is only valid for zeropoint-corrected and positive parallaxes with
σ$/$. 0.1 (see Bailer-Jones et al. 2021, for more details). Last,
we also used preliminary results from Pantaleoni González et
al. (in prep.), who use a different prior from Bailer-Jones et al.
(2021) that is more optimized for deriving distances to OB stars
(see Pantaleoni González et al. 2021, Sect. 3.3, for more details).
A comparison between these distances from different methods is
included in Appendix B.

3. Methodology

3.1. Sample selection

3.1.1. Motivation and selection criteria

The left panel of Fig. 1 shows the distribution of a sub-
sample of 246 O- and B-type stars that were investigated
by Simón-Díaz et al. (2017) in the so-called spectroscopic
Hertzsprung-Russel diagram (sHRD; first used by Langer &
Kudritzki 2014). In this figure, we separate stars according to
their LC using different colors, and indicate the rough boundary
between the location of the O- and B-type stars in the sHRD with
the dashed line (see Holgado et al. 2018). In addition, we include
a set of non-rotating evolutionary tracks computed with the
MESA code3 (see Dotter 2016; Choi et al. 2016; Paxton et al.
2011, 2013, 2015, for references purposes).

As mentioned in Sect. 1, we are interested in continuing the
efforts initiated in previous papers of the IACOB series (referring
to the O star domain; see Holgado et al. 2020, 2022), and pop-
ulate with the largest possible sample, the region of the sHRD
that corresponds to the B-type stars that are expected to be the
descendants of the O-type stars. To this aim, one possibility
would be to select the stars with spectral types in the range B0
to B9 from the initial sample described in Sect. 2.1 that are clas-
sified as supergiants (LC I) or bright giants (LC II). However,
this approach requires caution because, as we show in Sect. 4.1,
the spectral classifications provided by default by Simbad for the
case of B-type stars include a non-negligible number of cases in
which the LCs are incorrect (or not even provided). In addition,
as illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 1, part of the region of inter-
est is also populated by early-B giants (and maybe also subgiants
and dwarfs). Therefore, if we follow this selection strategy, we
might exclude many stars of interest for our study. To overcome
this problem, we decided to follow a more robust (but still sim-
ple) strategy that is based on the use of the quantity FW3414(Hβ)
as a proxy of the parameter logL (both described in the next
section).

2 In particular, we applied the algorithm provided by these authors at
https://pypi.org/project/gaiadr3-zeropoint/
3 Available at the MESA Isochrones & Stellar Tracks (MIST) web
page (https://waps.cfa.harvard.edu/MIST/).
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Fig. 1. Subsample of 246 Galactic O- and B-type stars investigated by Simón-Díaz et al. (2017), color-coded by the LC taken from Simbad. Left
panel: location of the stars in a spectroscopic Hertzsprung-Russel diagram (see Sect. 3.1.1). The rough boundary between the O- and B-type star
domains is indicated with the dotted diagonal black line. The evolutionary tracks taken from the MESA Isochrones & Stellar Tracks online tool
for solar metallicity, and no initial rotation are included for reference purposes. Right panel: log(L/L�) against FW3414(Hβ) for the same stars.
The vertical dashed red line and dashed horizontal black lines at log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex in both panels are included for reference (see Sect. 4.1).

3.1.2. Using the width of Hβ as a proxy of log(L/L�)

Considering the location of the O-type stars and the behavior
of the evolutionary tracks in the sHRD shown in the left panel
of Fig. 1, it might easily be assumed that at first glance, we are
mainly interested in stars with log(L/L�)& 3.5 dex, where theL
parameter is defined as T 4

eff
/g (Langer & Kudritzki 2014). Ideally

speaking, the best approach for selecting our working sample of
evolved descendants of O-type stars would be to have estimates
of the effective temperature (Teff) and the surface gravity (log g)
for each star in the list of potential targets of interest described
in Sect. 2.1. However, although viable, this strategy would be
very time-consuming because it would require the full quanti-
tative spectroscopic analysis process for each target before the
selection.

As an alternative, we decided to explore to which extent a
direct measurement of the profile shape of one of the hydrogen
Balmer lines, which are known to be affected by the surface grav-
ity of the star through the effect of the Stark broadening, can be
used to perform this selection in a much faster way.

In particular, we chose to work with the Hβ line, which is
less affected by blends with other metal lines (as is, e.g., the
case of the Hγ line) and is not as heavily affected by the pres-
ence of a stellar wind as the Hα line. As illustrated in Fig. 2 (see
also the explanation below), we also identified that the quan-
tity FW3414(Hβ), which is defined as the difference between the
width of the Hβ line measured at three-quarters and one-quarter
of the line depth, is better suited as a proxy of log(L/L�) than
the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the line.

To test the proposed method, we first used the stellar atmo-
sphere code FASTWIND (Santolaya-Rey et al. 1997; Puls et al.
2005) to compute a grid of synthetic spectra corresponding
to models covering a range in Teff = 16 000−28 000 K and
log(L/L�) = 2.5–4.1 dex. The other parameters, such as the
helium abundance (NHe), the microturbulence (ξ), and the wind-
strength parameter (log Q)4, were kept fixed in the computation
of the grid to NHe = 0.1, ξ = 10 km s−1, log Q =−14.0.

4 Defined as Q = Ṁ/(R?v∞)1.5 (see Puls et al. 1996, 2005).

By convolving these spectra with different broadening and
instrumental profiles, we were able to reproduce (to first order)
the effect that different projected rotational velocities (v sin i) and
spectral resolutions (R) have on the line profiles. In particular,
we considered values of R between 2500 and 85 000, and eight
values of v sin i, ranging from 10 to 400 km s−1. Some illustrative
examples of the synthesized profiles are shown in the top panel
of Fig. 2.

We then used the corresponding pyIACOB module to mea-
sure the full width of the line at three-quarters, one-half, and one-
quarter of its depth for each simulated Hβ profile. For the same
values of Teff = 24 000 K and R = 25 000, the middle and bot-
tom panels of Fig. 2 show that for a given v sin i value, the lower
the quantity log(L/L�) (i.e., the higher the surface gravity), the
larger the quantities FW3414(Hβ) and FWHM. However, in a
more general situation, the use of FW3414(Hβ) results in a more
adequate proxy of log(L/L�) than the FWHM because it miti-
gates the effect that v sin i has on the shape of the line, providing
a better indirect measurement of the gravity.

To better illustrate this situation, the top panel of Fig. 2
depicts four synthetic Hβ line profiles (named A, B, C, and D)
that correspond to four different log g and v sin i combinations.
Their location in the other two panels is indicated with open
black circles and corresponding letters.

On the one hand, the aforementioned mitigation of the v sin i
effect is clearly visible when the resulting differences obtained
in FW3414(Hβ) (.2 Å) and FWHM (&6 Å) are compared when
the profiles labeled A and B are considered. On the other hand,
and more importantly, the FWHM produces a much less effi-
cient filtering than the quantity FW3414(Hβ) when samples of
stars with a broad range of v sin i are considered. For example,
to ensure that a star with a set of parameters similar to those
considered in profile B survives the filtering process, we need
to assume a filtering value of FWHM ≈ 10 Å. Other stars with
log(L/L�) down to ≈2.5 dex would also be selected in this case,
however, which would contaminate the sample with many stars
that are below the initially considered limit in log(L/L�) of
≈3.5 dex (see the left panel of Fig. 1). In contrast, since profile B
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Fig. 2. Results from testing the method described in Sect. 3.1.2 measur-
ing the FW3414(Hβ). Top panel: four illustrative Hβ profiles named A,
B, C, and D for FASTWINDmodels with Teff = 24 000 K and R = 25 000,
and different pairs of log g and v sin i. The horizontal pink lines indi-
cate the position at three-quarters, one-half, and one-quarter of the line
depth for example D. Middle and bottom panels: log(L/L�) against
FW3414(Hβ) and FWHM, both measured in a grid of synthetic Hβ
profiles from FASTWIND with the same Teff and R as in the top panel,
and values of v sin i between 10 and 360 km s−1. The four profiles in
the top panel are indicated with open circles and letters. The error bars
in the middle panel show the average shift in all measurements due to
the effect of different resolutions, and the effect of increasing Teff up to
30 000 K (approximate temperature for a B0 I–II star).

has a FW3414(Hβ)≈ 6.5 Å, considering this as the filtering value
would only select stars down to log(L/L�)≈ 3.5 dex, which cor-
responds to a star with similar parameters as those considered
for profile C.

We note that the value of Teff = 24 000 K was not ran-
domly chosen, but rather approximates the temperature of the

majority of the B-type stars that we analyzed in this study (see
Sect. 4.2.1). Similarly, the value of R = 25 000 was selected
because the spectra used in this study have the same or a higher
resolution. We have evaluated the effect of increasing Teff up to
30 000 K (approximate temperature for a B0 I–II star), which
shifts our results by 0.5 Å toward higher values of the quan-
tity FW3414(Hβ). Similarly, we investigated the effect of con-
sidering different resolving powers. We found that within the
resolutions of our spectroscopic data set (see Sect. 2.1) the
shift in FW3414(Hβ) is ≈0.2 Å toward lower values. On the
other hand, we found an average shift of ≈0.2 Å compared to
R = 5000 toward higher values, that is, ≈0.5 Å for R = 2500.
In all cases, we obtained very similar slopes as those shown
in the middle panel of Fig. 2, which demonstrates that the
method can safely distinguish supergiants from low-luminosity
counterparts in upcoming lower-resolution spectroscopic sur-
veys such as WEAVE-SCIP (Dalton et al. 2020; Jin et al. 2023)
or 4MIDABLE-LR (Chiappini et al. 2019).

As an additional validation of our proposed strategy, we mea-
sured the FW3414(Hβ) for all the stars included in the sHRD pre-
sented in the left panel of Fig. 1. We present the corresponding
log(L/L�) vs. FW3414(Hβ) diagram in the right panel of Fig. 1,
using the LC as the color code as in the left panel. Despite the
very wide Teff span (more than 30 000 K) and different v sin i and
resolutions, we are able to reproduce to a very good level what
is shown in the middle panel of Fig. 2. These results allow us
to provide an approximate value of log(L/L�) above which all
stars very likely are descendants of the O-stars. In particular, if
we wish to include all B-type stars with LCs I and II (BSGs), a
value of log(L/L�)≈ 3.5 dex can be used, and this would corre-
spond to a FW3414(Hβ) of 7−8 Å.

3.2. Visual inspection of the spectra

The method described in Sect. 3.1.2 assumes a pure absorp-
tion profile for the Hβ line, but this is not always the case.
Therefore, we decided to also perform a visual inspection of the
spectra in order to identify cases in which the measurement of
FW3414(Hβ) might be less reliable.

While inspecting the spectra, we did not only concentrate on
the Hβ profiles, but also evaluated the global morphology of the
Hα line. As a result, we were able to provide a rough classifica-
tion of the different types of Hα and Hβ profiles that we found in
the full sample. In addition, we benefited from the complete set
of multi-epoch spectra that were available to perform a visual
identification of the double-line or higher-order spectroscopic
binaries (hereafter SB2+).

3.2.1. Identification of different Hα and Hβ profiles

Figure 3 shows some examples of the different types of Hα
profiles we found in the spectra of the investigated sample of
stars. These extend from pure absorption to strong emission
(e.g., HD 54025 and HD 199478, respectively), cases in which
the red wing is refilled (e.g., HD 15690), a P Cygni-type profile
is detected (e.g., HD 206165 and HD 13256), or cases in which
the profile appears contaminated by a more or less strong double-
peak emission (e.g., HD 1544 and HD 23478). After a careful
inspection of all the Hα profiles in our spectroscopic data set, we
decided to establish a morphological classification that is based
on five main different features (with some subtypes) as described
below.

– Absorption (Ab): This classification applies when the line
appears in pure absorption.

A212, page 5 of 23



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A 674, A212 (2023)

Fig. 3. Examples of different Hα profiles found within our sample.
The name of the stars and spectral types and morphological labels (see
Sect. 3.2.1) are included. The spectra are corrected for radial velocity
by using a set of photospheric metal lines. The vertical dashed red lines
indicate the reference position of the line.

– Core filled (CF): This classification applies when the core
of the line is filled with emission, but this emission does not
pass the continuum level of the normalized flux. We set sublabels
with CF, CF+, and CF++ to indicate when the central emission
reaches approximately one-third, two-thirds, or up to the contin-
uum level from the expected depth (see the top right panel of
Fig. 3 for the last case).

– Double subpeak (DsP): This classification applies when
both wings of the line are filled or are in emission above the
normalized flux. This mainly accounts for fast-rotating stars
with confined winds (see Petrenz & Puls 1996, Fig. 8 for more
information). The labels DsP, DsP+, and DsP++ correspond to
situations in which the filling of the lobes reaches one-third, two-
thirds, or above the continuum of the line depth. The latter gen-
erally includes Be stars, in which both sides of the line are in
strong emission due to the presence of a disk. Two cases for
DsP+ and DsP++ (for a confirmed Be star) are included in the
left and right second row of the panels in Fig. 3, respectively.

– Red filling (RF): This classification applies when only the
red wing of the line is filled. The labels RF and RF+ separate
situations in which the filling reaches one-half, or up to the con-
tinuum of the line depth, respectively. An example of an RF+
profile is shown in the left panel of the third row in Fig. 3.

– P-Cygni shape (PCy): This classification applies when the
emission is in the red wing of the line profile. In the temper-
ature domain of the stars in the sample, the shape is gener-
ally produced by stellar winds with specific characteristics (see,
e.g., Castor & Lamers 1979). We use the sublabels PCy, PCy+,
and PCy++ to indicate the observed the emission up to ≈1.25,
between this and ≈1.5, and any value above ≈1.5 (traditional
P-Cygni profiles) from the continuum, respectively. One exam-
ple of the PCy and PCy++ shapes is included in the right panel of
the third row and in the bottom left panel of Fig. 3, respectively.

– Pure emission (Em): This classification applies when there
is emission above the normalized flux. Similarly to the P Cygni
shape, we set the labels Em, Em+, and Em++ to indicate when
the emission reaches up to ≈1.25, between ≈1.25 and ≈1.5, and
any value above ≈1.5 from the continuum, respectively. The lat-
ter case is found in many Be stars. One example of an Em+ pro-
file is included in the bottom right panel of Fig. 3.

This classification scheme was also applied to all Hβ profiles.
Notably, there are many situations in which the labels assigned
to both profiles are not necessarily the same (see Sect. 4.2.5).
For example, in the case of classical Be stars with circumstellar
disks, the Hβ profile may be labeled DsP+ or DsP++, while the
Hα profile has Em+ or Em++. A similar situation may occur in
the case of stars with strong winds, where the emission in Hα is
expected to be more significant than in Hβ.

3.2.2. Identification of spectroscopic binaries

We also carried out a visual identification of SB2+ systems in
the sample (see Sect. 3.2). To do this, we inspected the tempo-
ral behavior of several diagnostic lines (mainly He i λ5875.62 Å,
but also the Si iii λλ4552.62,4567.84,4574.76 Å triplet, or other
lines, e.g., Mg ii λ4481, C ii λ4267, or Si ii λ6371) using all
the available multi-epoch spectra. Some examples of identified
SB2+ systems can be found in Fig. C.1. We also refer to a forth-
coming paper (Simón-Díaz et al., in prep.) that provides the
detailed identification of the single-line spectroscopic binaries
(SB1) using spectroscopic and photometric data.

3.3. Line-broadening analysis

Although the full quantitative spectroscopic analysis of the
stars in the sample (see Sect. 4.2) will be presented in
forthcoming papers, here we followed the guidelines in
Simón-Díaz & Herrero (2014) and Simón-Díaz et al. (2017) to
obtain estimates of the projected rotational velocities of all stars
in our working sample. In brief, we used the IACOB-BROAD tool
to perform a line-broadening analysis of a set of adequate diag-
nostic lines. In particular, for stars with v sin i. 200 km s−1, we
used a reduced set of unblended and strong absorption lines opti-
mized for two ranges of spectral types. For stars earlier than B4,
we used Si iii λ4567.85 Å, except when the line was weak, in
which case, we used Si iii λ4552.622 Å. For B4 and later spec-
tral types, we preferably used Si ii λ6371.37 Å, but depending on
the spectrum, we also used Si ii λ6347.11 Å. However, the latter
is blended with Mg ii lines, and therefore, we only used it in a
very few occasions. For stars with v sin i& 200 km s−1, most of
these lines are blended by other surrounding lines or became too
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diluted to provide reliable results. In this case, we decided to use
He i λλ4387.93,5015.68 Å lines, which are less affected by wind
than other He lines and are well isolated.

4. Results and discussion

4.1. Sample selection

Figure 4 shows a histogram with the results of the FW3414(Hβ)
measurements for the complete initial sample of stars described
in Sect 2.1. We point out here that the fitting of the Hβ failed in
≈100 stars. About ≈75% of these correspond to Be stars, ≈15%
correspond to SB2+ stars, and ≈10% correspond to hypergiants.
The histogram separates different groups according to the LC
quoted by default in Simbad and includes two additional groups
that comprise on the one hand, the stars for which Simbad does
not provide any LC (pink), and, on the other hand, the stars that
we identified as SB2+ (gray; see Sect. 3.2.2).

The measured FW3414(Hβ) for the LC I stars peaks at
≈4 Å, and, except for a few cases, this LC group extends to
FW3414(Hβ)≈ 7.5 Å. Instead, stars with LC II, III, and IV are
present in a wider range, with FW3414(Hβ)& 4 Å, while stars
with LC V are mostly concentrated at FW3414(Hβ)& 6.5 Å.

Figure 5 helps us to better understand the distribution of
the various luminosity class groups in this histogram. Similarly
to Fig. 1, the left panel of this figure shows an sHRD, while
the corresponding log(L/L�)–FW3414(Hβ) diagram is shown
in the right panel. This time, both diagrams are populated with a
much larger sample, resulting from the preliminary quantitative
spectroscopic analysis of a subsample of the stars we used to
build Fig. 4, and comprising ≈500 O9 – B6 type stars. Figure 1
includes 9 SB2+ systems in which the effect of the secondary in
the spectrum was such that it allowed for determination of some
rough spectroscopic parameters. In addition, stars for which
Simbad does not provide a luminosity class are represented as
pink circles. The sHRD includes an additional sample (gray
circles) of 280 likely single and SB1 stars investigated by
Holgado et al. (2020).

First of all, by comparing the middle panel of Fig. 2 and
the right panel of Fig. 5, we can confirm the good agreement
of the model predictions and empirical measurements. Interest-
ingly, fast-rotating stars tend to be located to the right of the
rest of stars for each luminosity class, as predicted. Last, we
note that the location of the stars that are identified as SB2+
in the log(L/L�)–FW3414(Hβ) diagram is not particularly dif-
ferent from the rest of the stars with similar LC. This therefore
indicates that the contribution of the two stellar components does
not strongly affect the FW3414(Hβ) estimate, at least when one
of the two components dominates the spectrum.

The location of the stars in the left panel of Fig. 5 shows
that most of the stars with LC I have log(L/L�)≈ 3.8–4.3 dex.
The right panel of the same figure shows that this range in
log(L/L�) implies a range in FW3414(Hβ)≈ 1.8–6 Å, which
explains the distribution of LC I stars in Fig. 4. For lower val-
ues of log(L/L�), the situation is more mixed. For example, the
stars in the log(L/L�)≈ 3.5–3.8 dex range have LCs V–IV at
Teff > 30 000 K, but also II–I at Teff < 20 000 K. Essentially, all
stars except for those with LC I lie between log(L/L�)≈ 2.8 and
4.2 dex, which also explains their wider distribution in Fig. 4.

We also conclude based on the two panels of Fig. 5 that some
of the classifications taken from Simbad may not be correct.
For instance, they were especially suspicious for stars with LC I
and some II with log(L/L�)< 3.5 dex that are embedded in the
sHRD, where stars with LCs III–IV–V lie. To confirm this situ-

Fig. 4. Histogram of the number of stars in bins of FW3414(Hβ) for the
initial sample of O9 – B9 type stars. In each bin, the number of stars is
stacked by luminosity class with different colors. The spectral classifi-
cations have been taken from Simbad. The sources without a luminosity
class are grouped in pink under the label “No inf.”. Independent of their
LC, all stars classified as SB2+ are grouped in bins in gray.

ation, we reviewed the spectral classifications of many of these
stars using our own available spectra or alternatively, previous
classifications that in our judgment come from reliable refer-
ences. The outcome of this exercise is summarized in Table D.1.
As expected, most of them are early B-type stars that should be
classified as giants, subgiants, or dwarfs. We also found that in
many cases, we can attribute misclassifications to the fact that
they were made using spectra at low resolution, as is the case of
many classifications from Houk & Swift (1999) at R. 2500.

This result again highlights the risk of using spectral classi-
fications (especially if they come from heterogeneous sources)
to select specific groups of stars and makes our proposed strat-
egy much more robust and reliable. Moreover, this strategy has
also allowed us to recover a non-negligible number of adequate
candidates of interest among the stars quoted as OB or O stars
in Simbad, or for which luminosity classes are not provided in
Simbad that we would otherwise have missed. Revised spectral
classification for these stars, following the guidelines indicated
above, are provided in Tables D.1 and D.2.

As mentioned in Sect. 3.1.2, a good threshold value
to select the evolved descendants of O-type stars is at
log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex. Based on the empirical correlation
between log(L/L�) and FW3414(Hβ) shown in the right
panel of Fig. 5, we decided to use a filtering value of
FW3414(Hβ) = 7.5 Å to select our sample (see below), which
comprises a total of 728 stars.

By choosing this value, our selection criteria first became
very effective in the selection of stars with LCs I – II, espe-
cially now that we have confirmed that almost all stars with
log(L/L�)< 3.5 dex quoted in Simbad as LC I and II are LCs III,
IV or V objects. In addition, as already pointed out in Sect. 3.1.1,
our method also selects a significant number of stars with
LCs III-IV-V (mostly early B giants and subgiants), which are
of interest for the purposes of our study, which aims to perform
an empirical characterization of the B-type stars that evolve from
the MS O-type stars.

Due to the scatter of the log(L/L�) – FW3414(Hβ) corre-
lation, we selected some stars with log(L/L�) in the range
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Fig. 5. Preliminary results from the quantitative spectroscopic analysis of ≈500 O9–B6 type stars presented in this work for which the FW3414(Hβ)
has been measured. The color code in both panels indicates the LC taken from Simbad. Left panel: sHRD for these stars and additional results
from Holgado et al. (2018), indicated with gray dots. The evolutionary tracks are taken from the MESA Isochrones & Stellar Tracks online tool
for solar metallicity and no initial rotation. The approximate separation between O- and B-type stars is indicated with the dotted diagonal black
line. The dashed horizontal black line at log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex used in the selection of the working sample is indicated (also shown in the right
panel). Right panel: log(L/L�) against FW3414(Hβ) for the same ≈500 stars. The vertical dashed red line shows the value we adopted to select
the working sample. Open circles indicate stars with v sin i > 120 km s−1, and gray crosses are SB2+ systems. Stars without luminosity classes in
Simbad are plotted in pink.

3.1–3.5 dex (see right panel of Fig. 5), however. This inherent
limitation of the proposed method does now allow us to exclude
them without first determining their Teff and log(L/L�), or at
least using additional information such as photometric data to
filter these stars (see Sect. 4.2.2).

To conclude this section about the selection process, we now
define our final (working) sample as the stars that are selected
with the above-mentioned strategy, plus some additional hyper-
giant stars identified from the initial sample based on their char-
acteristic P-Cygni profiles in the Hβ line (Lennon et al. 1992),
leading to a final number of 733 stars. Although we were unable
to obtain a reliable FW3414(Hβ) measurement for all the hyper-
giants, they are, in principle, also natural descendants from the
O-stars. All of them (12) are listed in Appendix F. All the other
stars without FW3414(Hβ) are considered for the completeness
of the sample (see Sect. 4.2.3), as also in the forthcoming paper
dedicated to spectroscopic binaries in the case of the SB2+ sys-
tems, but they are all excluded in the following sections.

4.2. Sample description

Table H.1 gathers the relevant information for the 733 stars
resulting from the selection process described in Sect. 4.1. It
includes an identifier of the star (ID), its B magnitude, and spec-
tral classification (following Simbad); the name of the fits-file in
the format of the IACOB spectroscopic database corresponding
to the best spectrum (see Sect. 2.1) and its characteristic S/N in
the 4000−5000 Å region; the measured value of FW3414(Hβ),
whether the star has been identified as a spectroscopic binary
(see Sect. 4.2.4); the morphological classification of the Hα and
Hβ lines (see Sect. 4.2.5) and, last, the estimated v sin i (see
Sect. 3.3). Although in Table H.1 we quote the spectral classi-
fications provided by default by Simbad, we already pointed out
that some of these classifications are inaccurate or even incorrect

in some cases. The SpT and LC of stars whose spectral classi-
fications we reviewed (see Sect. 4.1) are listed in parentheses.
For the rest of this section and subsections, we adopted all the
new classifications included in Appendix D to better interpret
the results from the selection method.

In addition, for all the above-mentioned stars, Tables H.2
and H.3 gather most of the relevant photometric and astromet-
ric information from Gaia or Hipparcos, respectively. The two
tables include the same identifier of the star as in Table H.1, the
Galactic coordinates (l, b), the parallax ($) and proper motions
(µα cos δ, µδ), and the distance, which in the first case was
retrieved from Bailer-Jones et al. (2021; Distance B − J), and in
the second case from the inverse of the parallax as a rough esti-
mate (Distance). Table H.2 additionally includes the Gaia G,
GBP, and GRP band magnitudes and the RUWE value, while
Table H.3 includes the B−V magnitude. In some cases when the
available data had very large errors, negative parallaxes, or any
other issue, we did not include the distance. These cases usually
match with bright targets.

4.2.1. Spectral types and luminosity classes

Figure 6 shows a histogram summarizing the spectral classifica-
tions of the stars in the final sample. As expected from the selec-
tion criteria (see Sect. 4.1), the majority of the sample consists
of supergiants (364) and bright giants (119) compared to stars of
other classes. In particular, it shows that while stars between O9
and B1 cover all luminosity classes, from B2 and especially B3
onward, the relative number of giants and especially subgiants
and dwarfs decreases noticeably. From B4 and toward later-type
stars, practically all our sources are classified as supergiants.
Interestingly, despite the large number of stars included in our
investigated sample, there is a clear lack of stars that are classi-
fied as B4 supergiants and bright giants.

A212, page 8 of 23



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A 674, A212 (2023)

Fig. 6. Histogram of the number of stars in bins of spectral types for
the final sample of stars. In each bin, the number of stars is stacked by
luminosity class with different colors. Independent of their LC, all stars
classified as SB2+ are stacked in gray bins.

4.2.2. Astrometry and photometry

Figure 7 shows a stacked histogram of the adopted distances for
all the stars up to 4000 pc. Fifty percent of the stars have dis-
tances derived from Hipparcos. They were excluded because
their values of σ$/$ ≥ 0.1 (see also Table H.3). This histogram
is complemented by Fig. 8, which shows the distribution of the
stars in a polar plot using Galactic coordinates, and centered at
the position of the Sun.

Below 700−800 pc, the total number of stars is relatively low
(.50). These stars are considered to form the Gould Belt sys-
tem (Poppel 1997), but recent studies suggested that this struc-
ture is in fact not real (see, e.g., Bouy & Alves 2015; Zari et al.
2018). Then, the number of stars suddenly increases with dis-
tance, as is expected from the volume increase, but it also
increases due to the inclusion of several large clusters and asso-
ciation of massive stars such as Cep OB2 (l ≈ 100◦, d ≈
900 pc; Contreras et al. 2002), Sgr OB1 (l ≈ 5◦, d . 1400 pc;
Melnik & Dambis 2020), Sco OB1 (l ≈ 340◦, d ≈ 1600 pc;
Damiani et al. 2016; Yalyalieva et al. 2020), or Cyg OB2 (l ≈
80◦, d . 1700 pc; Berlanas et al. 2019; Massey & Thompson
1991), many of which are embedded in the Sagittarius arm or in
the newly discovered Cepheus spur (Pantaleoni González et al.
2021).

The number of stars at 1000−2400 pc remains more or less
constant up to ≈2500 pc, when it begins to decrease signifi-
cantly. The number of stars is expected to increase significantly
with increased volume after 1000 pc, but we do not observe this.
While one possible and simple explanation might be observa-
tional biases (discussed in Sect. 4.2.3), this can also be caused by
the lack of structures with young formed regions. This has been
observed from distances above 3000 pc, where we also observe a
drop. However, at these distances, the stars begin to be too faint
to be observed using the facilities that were used to build this
sample (see below).

Figure 8 shows that in general, there are no regions with aver-
age higher errors than others, but only some dispersed stars in
the plane and likely with incorrect distances. In addition to the
above-mentioned associations and galactic structures, the loca-
tion of many others extend up to 3 kpc, such as the Per OB1 asso-

Fig. 7. Stacked histogram of the number of stars in bins of 200 pc for
the final sample of stars up to 4000 pc. The distances were obtained
either from Bailer-Jones et al. (2021; blue bins) or using the inverse of
the parallax from Hipparcos for stars without Gaia DR3 data (orange
bins). The latter are limited to those with σ$/$ ≤ 0.1.

Fig. 8. Polar plot in Galactic coordinates of the stars in the final sample,
centered at the position of the Sun and up to a distance of 4 kpc. The
stars are colored by the σ$/$ parameter between 0% and 25%. Stars
with distances taken from Hipparcos are limited to those with σ$/$ ≤
0.1.

ciation (l ≈ 130◦, d ≈ 2400± 200 pc; Garmany & Stencel 1992;
de Burgos et al. 2020; Melnik & Dambis 2020) or the Car OB1
(l ≈ 300◦, d ≈ 2300 pc; Shull et al. 2021). This result tells us
about the fact that our sample is concentrated in relative close
groups in the Galaxy following star-forming episodes, similarly
to what was found by Pantaleoni González et al. (2021, Fig. 5).
Additionally, there are large empty areas with a very low den-
sity of stars (many of which are likely runaways from the main
clusters). While some of the empty areas can be attributed to
gaps between the spiral arms in which no star formation occurs,
others can be attributed to very high extinction (e.g., toward the
direction of l ≈ 45◦), the latter especially in the direction of the
Galactic center (see Lallement et al. 2018, 2019).

A212, page 9 of 23



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A 674, A212 (2023)

Fig. 9. Histogram of the number stars in the sample with the Bmag mag-
nitude for the stars in the sample in bins of 0.5 mag. Stars with distances
taken from Hipparcos with σ$/$ ≤ 0.1 are indicated in orange.

Fig. 10. Gaia DR3 Gmag corrected for distance against GBP−GRP for the
selected sample, color-coded with the LC. The solid black line shows
the ZAMS. The evolutionary tracks for 9, 15, 20, and 40 M� up to the
end of the He-burning phase obtained from MESA without initial rota-
tion or extinction are shown in gray. No reddening is applied. Instead,
a reddening vector with ∆(Av) = 1 is indicated with the red arrow.
Two diagonal dashed black lines show two extinction lines for a 20 M�
star and for the approximate position in Fig. 5 in which the same track
crosses the value of log(L/L�)≈ 3.5 dex, respectively.

Last, Fig. 9 shows the stars in the sample in a histogram
of the apparent Bmag magnitude. The stars with distances taken
from Hipparcos are all located within the first 100 pc in Fig. 7.
The fact that most of these stars are among the brightest ones
is not casual, as Gaia is known to have saturation issues for
the brightest targets (see Lindegren et al. 2018), thus missing the
astrometric and photometric data. This histogram also shows that
the number of stars exponentially increases up to Bmag ≈ 9.5
and then decreases rapidly. This is expected because fainter
stars become less suitable for an adequate use of the considered
observing facilities (see Sect. 2.1), in order to reach a balance
between the exposure times and S/N.

Figure 10 provides a different and complementary view of
the sample, this time in a color-magnitude diagram (CMD) con-
structed using data from Gaia DR3. Similarly to the case of
Fig. 5, a gradient in the position of the stars with LC from I-II
down to III–IV–V is visible. More interestingly, compared to the
expected location of the investigated sample of stars in the CMD
(if they were not affected by extinction), namely, between the
depicted 9 M� and 40 M� evolutionary tracks, almost no stars
populate this region. This indicates that an important fraction
of stars in our sample is expected to be affected by extinction
higher than 1 mag (and up to 3−4 mags in some cases). This
diagram is inefficient for a classification into O- and B-type
stars beyond providing a rough estimate of the luminosity class:
the range of variation in GBP − GRP of the evolutionary tracks
is negligible compared to the scatter of the empirical sample
due to the extinction. More specifically, we accounted for ≈50
O9 – B1 LC I stars with GBP − GRP > 0.80, that is, with a very
high reddening compared to the reddening of the same type that
is present at GBP −GRP ≈ 0.0.

The top extinction line in Fig. 10 was chosen to locate the
approximate position of the stars that evolve from the O-type and
contain all the BSGs because it coincides with the approximate
separation between O- and B-type stars. Although this approach
might also be used together with FW3414(Hβ) to filter undesired
stars, we decided not to use it because of the large uncertain-
ties in the distance of some of the stars in the sample (especially
for the bright targets). While some stars are incorrectly classified
with LC I (Sect. 4.1) some others are likely below this top extinc-
tion line due to underestimated distances. The latter is com-
patible with the scenario presented in Pantaleoni González et al.
(2021), who used a different prior that produced longer distances
compared to those used in this work from Bailer-Jones et al.
(2021). Nevertheless, most of the stars in the sample are located
above the top extinction line.

We recall here that our selection method based on the val-
ues of FW3414(Hβ) also selects stars with 3.5 & log(L/L�) &
3.1 dex. Despite the possibility of underestimated distances,
most of these stars are located between the two reddening lines,
which indicates that by using the correct distances, this method
effectively selects stars.

4.2.3. Completeness and observational biases

This section is dedicated to providing an overview of the com-
pleteness and potential observational biases that affect our sam-
ple. As shown in Fig. 9, this sample was mostly built to be
a magnitude-limited sample. In this regard, it is important to
remark that any use of this sample to empirically constrain
evolutionary models, for instance, must take into account that
for a given limiting magnitude, there will be more mid to late
B-type stars than early B- or O-type because the first are intrin-
sically brighter in this band than the latter group, and are there-
fore observable at larger distances (ignoring extinction). How-
ever, as shown in Sect. 4.2.2, many stars within the sample have
very different reddening, which dims their brightness up to sev-
eral magnitudes. As a consequence, the extinction must be taken
into account to unbias the sample from potentially fainter stars
that are in fact at closer distances. To overcome these biases,
one possibility is to investigate to which extent we can build a
volume-limited sample (see below).

In order to assess the completeness of our sample within a
specific volume or distance, we cross-matched our database with
the ALS III catalog (Pantaleoni González et al., in prep.), which
not only includes all the stars in our sample, but also provides
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Fig. 11. Same as Fig. 10, but now including O9 to B9 stars from the
ALS III catalog (Pantaleoni González et al., in prep.) limited to stars
Bmag < 11, and distances of 4000 pc. The two diagonal dashed black
lines mark the reddening line of a 20 M� star. They establish three
regions in the diagram that are expected to be mostly correlated with
log(L/L�), as described in Sect. 4.2.2. The bottom line starts from the
ZAMS, and the top line starts from the approximate age at which it
intersects the horizontal dashed black line in the left panel of Fig. 5 at
log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex. Both extended up to a ∆(Av) = 2. The stars in the
full sample of observed O9–B9 type stars for which the upper and lower
distances based on the errors lie above the top reddening line are shown
in green, those for which one of the distances lies between the two red-
dening lines are shown in blue, and those for which one of the distances
lies below the bottom reddening line are shown in red. The remaining
stars populating the CMD are plotted in gray and correspond to stars
that are not yet observed. Four tracks from MESA with Av = 0.0 and no
initial rotation are included for 9 M�, 15 M�, 20 M�, and 40 M�.

an increased number of stars compared to earlier releases by
including fainter objects (down to Bmag ≈ 16) and covering a
larger distance (up to 10 000 pc). However, despite the authors’
claim of high completeness within the first 5000 pc, the frac-
tion of stars with Bmag > 16 within this distance is not negligi-
ble due to extinction along the line of sight. For instance, if we
consider stars up to 2000 pc and use the absolute V-band mag-
nitudes from Lesh (1968), the intrinsic faintest stars within our
sample could have a maximum extinction of Av = 8−9 in order
to have Bmag ≤ 16 (see further notes in Appendix E). While
some star-forming regions within this distance exhibit average
extinction values close to this limit (e.g., Cyg-OB2, Av = 5−7;
Massey & Thompson 1991), highly obscured massive stars have
been found to have extinctions exceeding this limit (see, e.g.,
Callingham et al. 2020), thus indicating that a complete sample
cannot be assumed. Nevertheless, we consider the ALS III to be
a very good reference to find missing stars within the observing
magnitude limitations.

Figure 11 presents a similar CMD diagram as we showed in
Fig. 10, but this time, including all stars quoted in the ALS III
catalog that fulfill the following criteria: (1) they are classified
as O9 – B9 in Simbad, (2) they are located above the extinc-
tion line corresponding to a ZAMS star of 9 M�, (3) they have
a Bmag < 11, and (4) their estimated distance, derived as
described in Sect. 2.2 for the case of our working sample, is
below 4000 pc. We are mostly interested in the stars located
above log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex, which correspond to the sample
located above the top reddening line (green stars). We therefore

Fig. 12. Histogram summarizing the completeness of the sample respect
to the ALS III catalog for stars above the top reddening line of Fig. 11
(see Sect. 4.2.3 for more details), in bins of 250 pc of distance. Observed
O9 – B9 stars are in green, while missing stars from the ALS III are
colored in two gray colors: in dark gray, missing stars with Bmag < 9,
and in light gray, stars with 9 < Bmag < 11. For each group, hatched
areas indicate those stars with GBP −GRP > 0.5.

only discuss the completeness and potential observational biases
that affect this region. Before we discuss this, we remark that
even considering the full sample of O9 – B9 stars in ALS III, the
lack of stars in the region of the diagram in between the non-
reddened 15−40 M� evolutionary tracks still persists.

To visually evaluate the completeness, Fig. 12 shows a
stacked histogram of the selected sample of stars from ALS III
that are located above the top reddening line of Fig. 11, indicat-
ing the stars for which we have spectra, and separating the miss-
ing stars into those with Bmag < 9, and those with 9 < Bmag < 11.
In addition, we highlight the stars with a GBP − GRP > 0.5,
that is, we indicate the targets that are more strongly affected by
extinction.

This figure is complemented by the information provided in
Table 1, were we present a summary of the total number of stars
and relative completeness of stars in the above-mentioned region
of the Gaia-CMD for four different distance ranges, and we sep-
arate stars below or above the Bmag = 9 threshold. The corre-
sponding statistics are given for the complete sample as well
as for the stars that can be observed from the northern hemi-
sphere (i.e., with δ > −20◦ using either the NOT or Mercator
telescopes).

Up to 2000 pc, the sample is complete up to 77% of the total
stars with Bmag < 9. This number is reduced to 58% for the stars
that are located farther away. It is important to point out that the
IACOB project observes only with the NOT and Mercator tele-
scopes from the northern hemisphere (see Sect. 2.1). In the case
of the southern hemisphere, we are currently limited to FEROS
objects retrieved from the ESO public archive. In fact, only 20%
of the spectra come from FEROS. To state this in numbers, if we
only consider the stars with declination above −20◦, we currently
miss 30% from those up to 2000 pc (93 stars) with Bmag < 11,
and only 13% (44 stars) with Bmag < 9 up to 4000 pc. These
missing (northern) stars are currently in observing queues for
upcoming IACOB observing campaigns. Regarding the missing
sources with declination below −20◦ up to 4000 pc (162 stars
with Bmag < 9, and 321 with 9 < Bmag < 11), we are currently
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Table 1. Summary of the completeness of the sample for four different
distance ranges.

Total # % obs. Total # % obs.
Bmag ≤ 9 Bmag ≤ 9 9 < Bmag ≤ 11 9 < Bmag ≤ 11

Distance 0–1000 pc
Any δ 83 80% 2 50%
δ > −20 59 80% 1 0%

Distance 1000–2000 pc
Any δ 265 77% 173 27%
δ > −20 150 90% 104 38%

Distance 2000–3000 pc
Any δ 235 61% 431 21%
δ > −20 105 91% 234 34%

Distance 3000–4000 pc
Any δ 68 47% 205 13%
δ > −20 26 73% 123 15%

Notes. For each distance range, we include the statistics for stars in
the green and blue regions, where stars of each kind are described as in
Sect. 4.2.3 (see also Fig. 11). In particular, the first two columns indicate
the total number of stars with Bmag < 9, and the corresponding percent-
age of observed stars with respect to the total. The last two columns
indicate the same, but for stars with 9 < Bmag < 11.

in the process of improving the situation through a recently
approved proposal. In particular, the awarded time is ≈250 h dis-
tributed in two semesters. with FEROS. Last, we evaluated the
contamination of classical Be stars in the completeness because
these stars are not of interest here. We concluded that while they
only represent ≈11% of all the stars in Fig. 12, they are homoge-
neously distributed in Fig. 11 above the top reddening line (but
close to it), and therefore, they do not affect the results in Table 1.

Figure 13 provides a complementary view of the available
and missing stars, this time showing their location in the Galaxy
and following the same color code as in previous figures, but sep-
arating the stars by their GBP−GRP value in two groups. Globally,
for the region between l = 0◦ and 230◦, the completeness is very
high, while the missing southern stars are located between 230◦

and 0◦. The top panel for stars with GBP −GRP < 0.5 shows the
less reddened stars. The reason for separating stars with −20◦ in
Table 1 is also more evident: The vast majority of the missing
stars are concentrated in the Carina region of the southern hemi-
sphere (l ≈ 270◦−315◦, d ≈ 2500 pc). Additionally, most of the
missing stars in this panel have Bmag < 9 (dark gray circles),
while almost no stars with 9 < Bmag < 11 (light gray circles)
are located within 2000 pc. The bottom panel instead shows the
more reddened stars, most of the missing stars of which have
Bmag > 9. They are located not only in the Carina region, but
also in some other specific regions such as the Sagittarius region
(l ≈ 340◦−25◦, d ≈ 1000−2500 pc), the Cygnus region (l ≈ 80◦,
d ≈ 2000 pc), and the Cassiopeia region (l ≈ 115◦−135◦,
d ≈ 2500−3500 pc). The fact that many stars are observed in
some of these regions shows the very different existing degrees
of extinction (see, e.g., the Cygnus region). Interestingly, most of
the missing stars in the northern hemisphere are spread through-
out a wide space in the Cassiopeia region.

Regarding the observational biases within the spectral classi-
fications, we carried out homogeneous observations in the north-
ern hemisphere trying to ensure completeness within the B0–
B3 I-III and B3 – B9 I-II type stars up to Bmag = 9. In fact, the
percentages given in Table 1 increase by 5% to 10% when only

Fig. 13. Two polar plots in Galactic coordinates of all the stars above the
top reddening line of Fig. 11, separating in the top and bottom panels
those with GBP − GRP ≶ 0.5. In both panels, light gray or gray circles
indicate missing stars separating those with 9 < Bmag < 11 or Bmag < 9,
respectively, and with green circles the stars for which spectroscopic
data are available.

the stars of LCs I and II are considered. Of the stars with LCs
III–IV–V, ≈80% are already observed, and we expect this per-
centage to reach ≈95% in the next upcoming campaigns, taking
into account that in this case, a non-negligible number will be
Be stars, which not of interest here.

To summarize, we can confidently say that we have achieved
a homogeneous and unbiased sample with a high degree of com-
pleteness with respect to the ALS III catalog, except for stars
with δ.−20 deg, and this also shows the success of the IACOB
project within the past ten years of observing in the northern
hemisphere.
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4.2.4. Identification of double-line spectroscopic binaries

As explained in Sect. 3.2.2, we also visually inspected all the
multi-epoch spectra in our serach for potential SB2+ systems.
Figure 4 shows that the fraction of SB2 systems is smaller toward
higher FW3414(Hβ) values, and there are almost none such sys-
tems below 4.5 Å. Within the stars that fit the selection crite-
ria (see Fig. 6), we account for 56 SB2+ systems, and it is
unclear for additional 7 systems whether they are SB2 systems
or if the features in the diagnostic lines are caused by long pro-
file variability. These systems are indicated as LPV/SB2? in the
SB column of Table H.1 and will require additional spectro-
scopic observations and possibly photometric analyses to deter-
mine whether they are binary systems or if the features observed
in the spectra correspond to variability, such as pulsations. Fife
of the 56 SB2+ systems have a third component (formally SB3
systems). Twenty-one systems correspond to B-type stars and
the rest are O9-type stars. We identified 8 new systems. The
new identifications are marked with an asterisk in the SB col-
umn. Some of the cases (HD 7252, HD 12150, and HD 46484)
were already proposed as multiple systems based on the astro-
metric anomalies (Kervella et al. 2019), or they were photomet-
rically observed as eclipsing binaries (HD 142634, HD 153140,
and HD 170159).

Figure 6 also shows that compared to the number of binary
systems with an O9-type primary star, the number of systems
with a B-type primary within the sample is much lower. Although
several studies have estimated multiplicity for O-type stars (e.g.,
Barbá et al. 2010; Sana et al. 2013), not as many have explored
the B-type domain, and most of them only covered the dwarf star
regime, with many classical Be stars within their samples (e.g.,
Evans et al. 2006; Bodensteiner et al. 2021; Banyard et al. 2022).
The number of studies dedicated to cover the B-type supergiants is
even smaller (Dunstall et al. 2015; McEvoy et al. 2015). We have
found that the fraction of O9-type binaries in the sample is 23%
and there are 3.6% B0 – B9 stars in the sample (i.e., mostly includ-
ing I–II type stars), which is about six times less. This observed
decrease is expected from the natural evolution of these objects
because some of them may either have become much more lumi-
nous than the companion (by evolution or mass transfer; Langer
2012; de Mink et al. 2013), merged into a single more massive
object (e.g., Podsiadlowski et al. 1992; Vanbeveren et al. 2013),
or were even separated after supernova (e.g., de Mink et al. 2011,
2014), and only the less evolved companion remained.

4.2.5. Morphology of the Hβ and Hα profiles

Figure 14 shows four histograms indicating the number of stars
as a function of SpT and LC for which the various types of Hβ
and Hα profiles presented in Sect. 3.2.1 are identified. We note
that because the stars labeled CF, DsP, PCy, and RF still have a
strong absorption shape, they were joined with the stars labeled
Ab (Absorption) for the purposes of this figure. We also removed
all the SB2+ systems here.

As illustrated in the bottom two panels of Fig. 14, the major-
ity of the stars have Hβ profiles in absorption, with the excep-
tion of a group of stars labeled RF+ (red wing filled) and
PCy/PCy+ (P-Cygni shape), both evidencing the presence of
winds (Lucy & Solomon 1970; Castor et al. 1975). This group
is concentrated within SpT O9 – B2 and LC I (and subtypes).
Most of those labeled PCy+ correspond to hypergiants (Ia+), as
shown in the bottom right panel (see also Appendix F).

The two panels at the top show a more mixed situation for
the Hα line. This is because the effect of the stellar winds on the
Hα profile is stronger than on the other hydrogen lines of the
Balmer series. Interestingly, the relative fraction of stars with
Hα in absorption with respect to the total for each bin decreases
toward later spectral types (it is ≈50% on average). A simi-
lar decrease occurs in the luminosity classes from dwarf stars
toward the supergiants. In particular, most of the stars with LCs
Ia+, Ia, Iab are labeled RF+ and PCy/PCy+, which is also the
case of the B8–B9 type stars. The extended presence of P Cygni
shapes is expected because it is well known that B-type super-
giants have stronger stellar winds than other less luminous stars
(Kudritzki et al. 1999; Markova & Puls 2008). Stars with Hα in
emission (7% of the total) are present in all spectral types, but
are mostly concentrated in LC I. In fact, nearly 90% of the stars
with LCs IV and V have absorption profiles in Hα. This indi-
cates that stars affected by winds are located at higher luminosi-
ties. Last, profiles with sub-double-peak emission make up 10%
of the total, and those in which the core of the lines is filled make
up only 2%.

4.3. First hints about the rotational properties of the sample

The top panel of Fig. 15 shows a histogram of the projected
rotational velocities of our working sample (excluding the stars
labeled SB2+ and some problematic cases), highlighting in dif-
ferent colors the different LCs of the stars, and including seven
stars with v sin i> 340 km s−1 in the last bin. This distribution has
a mean and median values of 80 km s−1 and 51 km s−1, respec-
tively (64 km s−1 and 47 km s−1 for stars with LCs I and II),
and a standard deviation of 74 km s−1 (50 km s−1), with ≈85%
of the sample having values below 150 km s−1, which is fol-
lowed by a tail of fast-rotating stars. In addition, the bottom
panel of the same figure shows the corresponding cumula-
tive distribution. There, stars with brighter luminosity classes
reach higher fractions earlier than those that are less lumi-
nous. In particular, for the supergiant stars they reach 80%
within the first 70 km s−1 alone. The rest increase more or less
gradually.

Stars with LCs I and II, which are the main drivers of our
study, are shown in the main plot of Fig. 16. For each SpT in the
O9 – B9 range, the median of the v sin i distribution and upper
and lower limits corresponding to percentiles 90%, 75%, 25%,
and 10% are plotted. The main characteristic of the figure is
that the mean values for both LCs gradually decrease down to
30 km s−1 for the B3-type stars and remain in that value up to the
B9-type stars. This behavior also holds at the lower limits of the
error bars (slowly rotating stars). The second main characteristic
is that the upper limits of the percentiles (mainly correspond-
ing to the faster-rotating stars) also follow the same trend up to
the B3-type, where their number suddenly drops. In more detail,
the panel inside includes histograms of the v sin i distribution for
the B1-type stars separating LCs I from II, illustrating the above-
mentioned characteristic. There, the main distribution is centered
at ≈50 km s−1, followed by a relatively smooth tail of these fast-
rotating objects, with v sin i extending up to 300 km s−1.

To compare our results with some other results of v sin i
from the literature, we mainly considered studies that also used
large samples of O-stars and BSGs. For instance, Howarth et al.
(1997) obtained a median value of 91 km s−1 for 373 stars, with
an average difference between O- and B-type of 25 km s−1, that
is, higher for O types. Compared to our results, the slightly
higher values obtained there can be explained when the effect
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Fig. 14. Results of the number of stars against their spectral type (two leftmost panels) and luminosity class (two rightmost panels), represented
in histograms. Each bin stacks the number of stars with different morphologies found for the Hβ and Hα profiles following the classification in
Sect. 3.2.1 and grouped as in the legend. Stars labeled within the “Absorption” label include profiles CF, DsP, PCy, and RF. The sources with LC I
without subtype in the literature are grouped into a separate bin. The sources classified as SB2+ are removed from the bins.

of macroturbulence broadening is taken into account, which can
shift v sin i by ≈25 km s−1 (Simón-Díaz & Herrero 2014). This
is shown in Fraser et al. (2010), who found a ≈30 km s−1 off-
set with the stars in common with Howarth et al. (1997) from
their sample of 57 Galactic BSGs. These authors obtained mean
values of ≈60 km s−1 with a standard deviation of 50 km s−1,
which is very similar to our results (see also Hunter et al.
2008; Simón-Díaz & Herrero 2014, for more examples includ-
ing BSGs).

Similarly to Fig. 16, Fraser et al. (2010) and Simón-Díaz
& Herrero (2014) included distributions of v sin i with respect
to the SpT for stars with LCs I and II, although the latter only
reached B2-type stars. In both cases, their results are very similar
to ours. On the one hand, in all the cases v sin i values decrease
toward mid-B-type stars. However, our significantly larger sam-
ple (comprising seven to eight times more stars) clearly extends
the presence of fast-rotating stars with v sin i≥ 100 km s−1 up to
the B3-type stars. On the other hand, the slow decrease given by
the mean values might be explained by the natural evolution of
the stars, decreasing their v sin i as they increase their radii. How-
ever, this decrease does not continue after the B4-type stars, sug-
gesting that either they loose enough angular momentum during
their evolution (e.g., via stellar winds; Vink et al. 2010) or that

our methodology does not allow us to measure the actual v sin i
below a certain threshold limit (see Simón-Díaz et al. 2017).

We also compared our results for the v sin i with those from
Holgado et al. (2022) for the O-type stars (see the gray dots
in Fig. 5) to show the differences with the BSGs as the first
are the progenitors of the second. A simple comparison with
Fig. 15 indicates a similar distribution that includes a main
group of stars at lower v sin i values, followed by a tail of fast-
rotating stars. Moreover, the stars with LC I are concentrated at
v sin i. 150 km s−1, similarly to our sample of stars of the same
LC. Moreover, the cumulative distributions for this LC also look
very similar. Last, the results from Holgado et al. (2022) for stars
located between the 20−32 M� evolutionary tracks (i.e., those
evolving into the early B-type III–IV–V stars) also show higher
v sin i values than those directly above, which is the same situa-
tion as we showed in Fig. 15, even though our sample is biased
by the relative number of stars with LCs III–IV–V with respect
to I and II.

These results clearly indicate that the v sin i values do not
significantly decrease during the transition from O-type stars
toward the BSGs (and the additional B-type III–IV–V stars),
thus favoring evolutionary models in which the braking effect
is weaker and/or the angular momentum transfer from the cores
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Fig. 15. Histogram and cumulative distribution of the v sin i in the sam-
ple stars, excluding the identified SB2+ stars. In the top panel, each bin
of the histogram is 20 km s−1 wide and stacks the stars separated and
color-coded by their LC. In the bottom panel, we plot the cumulative
distributions separated by LCs.

to the outer layers is very efficient and counteracts the effect (see
Brott et al. 2011).

5. Summary, conclusions, and future work

We have built a homogeneous spectroscopic sample of 733 O9–
B9 stars, the majority (483) of which have luminosity classes I
and II, while the rest (250) are late O- and early B-type stars
with classes III–IV–V. We benefited from over two decades of
observations using the same three high-resolution spectrographs
of high stability, resolution, and precision.

To create the sample, we explored the possibility to use one
simple measurement on the Hβ line to select stars above a cer-
tain log(L/L�) in the sHRD, filtering out other undesired stars
from the initial sample of stars with mixed luminosities. With
the exception of some stars that are strongly affected by disks
or stellar winds, for which the Hβ line could not be measured
(e.g., hypergiants, classical Be stars), this new method has been
proved to be of much utility using either low- or high-resolution
spectra. Furthermore, althoug we limited the applicability of this

Fig. 16. Main panel: distribution of the median of v sin i obtained
through the GoF method of IACOB-BROAD against the SpT, separated
into stars with LCs I and II. The solid error bars indicate the upper and
lower limits corresponding to the 75% and 25% percentiles, and the
dashed error bars correspond to 90% and 10% percentiles. Stars with-
out LC or SB2+ systems are not included. Small panel: histogram of
the subsample of B1 I–II stars against the v sin i for a better interpreta-
tion of the main paneland Sect. 4.3. The error bars corresponding to the
B1 I–II stars are plotted horizontally.

method to O9 – B9 stars, its usage can also be extended to also
include the A-type supergiants, or it can include all the O-type
stars.

We have also performed a morphological classification of Hβ
and Hα lines, identified 56 SB2+, and studied the distribution of
v sin i among the stars in the sample, and in particular, those with
LC I-II, finding that the presence of fast-rotating stars extends
up to B3-type stars.

Compared to other works using large samples of stars
observed at high-resolution, our sample of BSGs is ≈3.5
times larger (see Simón-Díaz et al. 2017). Compared to other
studies in which spectroscopic parameters for Galactic BSGs
are also derived (e.g., Crowther et al. 2006; Markova & Puls
2008; Weßmayer et al. 2022), our sample comprises between
≈8−25 times more stars.

With the only limitation of stars that are too faint to be
observed with the facilities used, we have evaluated the com-
pleteness of the sample (Sect. 4.2.3) and found that for stars
below Bmag ≤ 9, we have ≈90% completeness of those in the
northern hemisphere (δ > −20) up to 4000 pc, or ≈80% within
the first 2000 pc in both hemispheres. We are carrying out large
observing campaigns for the missing stars in both hemispheres
to be complete up to Bmag = 9.

Some main conclusions can be extracted from this work.
First, the method based on the FW3414(Hβ) will not only
(but certainly) help to filter new observations, but will also
be very useful in next generation spectroscopic surveys
such as WEAVE-SCIP (Dalton et al. 2020; Jin et al. 2023) or
4MIDABLE-LR (Chiappini et al. 2019) because these surveys
will increase the available spectra of observed BSGs in the Milky
Way by some orders of magnitude, and the BSGs that will be
observed have been never classified before. Second, by using this
method, we have also identified the risk of using spectral clas-
sifications from the literature. In particular, we found that many
stars were classified as supergiants in the regions of the sHRD

A212, page 15 of 23



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A 674, A212 (2023)

in which subgiants and dwarfs are located. Last and very impor-
tantly, the sample of ≈750 O9–B9 stars introduced in this work
is large enough to set (with enough confidence) new empirical
constraints to be used as anchor points in our understanding of
the nature of massive stars, and more specifically, in the regime
of the Galactic BSGs. In particular, the spectroscopic parame-
ters for these stars derived from the quantitative spectroscopic
analysis will contribute to improving the state-of-the-art evolu-
tionary models (e.g., those from Brott et al. 2011; Ekström et al.
2012) by constraining some input parameters of their convec-
tive cores (e.g., the core overshooting; Schootemeijer et al. 2019;
Martinet et al. 2021), and also by helping us to constrain the
location end of the main sequence (Vink et al. 2010; Castro et al.
2014). The analysis of the multi-epoch spectroscopic data and
the identification of the SB1 and SB2 systems together with
additional empirical information from Gaia (e.g., the proper
motions) can also help to constrain the fraction of binaries that
can interact or even become mergers at some point in their
evolution (Sana et al. 2012; de Mink et al. 2014). Moreover,
spectroscopic variability in combination with the pulsational
properties derived from photometric light curves can also be
used to continue the work by Burssens et al. (2020) of studying
stellar interiors (Saio et al. 2013; Bowman 2020; Aerts 2021).
The inclusion of derived abundances can also help us to disen-
tangle the different populations of stars that approach or return
from the RSg phase (Georgy et al. 2021).

In this first paper, we have given a glimpse of the poten-
tial of the sample by obtaining first results of their rotational
properties, and in particular, the v sin i. Interestingly, we found
fast-rotating stars of LCs I and II up to B3-type. Considering
the results from Crowther et al. (2006), Weßmayer et al. (2022),
B3-type stars can have temperatures down to ≈16 000 K for LC I.
This means that our results extend the presence of fast-rotating
stars by some thousand kelvin below what has been observed
previously (e.g., Fraser et al. 2010; Vink et al. 2010), probably
as a consequence of the much increased statistics. Although fur-
ther analyses using derived Teff and log g will provide additional
information, as pointed out in Vink et al. (2010), the presence
of fast-rotating stars could have a very important role in locat-
ing the terminal age main sequence, which is an open question
regarding the BSGs (see also Castro et al. 2014). Nevertheless,
as also pointed out in Vink et al. (2010), additional mechanisms
(e.g., enhanced mass losses; Vink et al. 2010) might also slow
the rotation of these stars down. We recall that some of them
might be the result of binary interaction (de Mink et al. 2013).
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Appendix A: pyIACOB package

A specific module written in python 3.8 and named pyIACOB5

has been developed for manipulating and analyzing the spec-
troscopic data obtained from the FIES, HERMES and FEROS
echelle spectrographs (see Sect. 2.1). This module is composed
of other submodules.

Among the submodules used in this work, the get_feros.py
submodule retrieves all available public spectra of the FEROS
spectrograph from the ESO archive given an input list of stars
to search. The db.py submodule a) generates tables with the
basic information of all the stars available in the IACOB spec-
troscopic database and additional FEROS spectra. This infor-
mation includes the coordinates, spectral classifications from
Simbad, basic photometric (Bmag, Vmag), the S/N at different
wavelength ranges, the number of available spectra of each
instrument, and the best reference file based on the S/N. b) It
generates tables with the astrometric and photometric informa-
tion from Gaia DR3, including the parallax zeropoint offset.
The spec.py submodule a) reviews each individual spectrum to
select the reference spectrum, and b) visually assigns labels to
the Hβ and Hα line profiles (see Sect. 3.3). The measure.py sub-
module automates the process of cleaning the spectra from cos-
mic rays and other cosmetic defects, measures and corrects the
spectra for heliocentric and radial velocity, and finally measures
FW3414(Hβ) (see Sect. 3.1.2) by fitting the line to a Voigt profile
convoluted with a rotational profile and an additional Gaussian
profile to account for the cores of the most slowly rotating stars.
The IACOBroad.py submodule prepares the input list of spec-
tra and lines to be used in IACOB-BROAD for the line-broadening
analysis.

Appendix B: Comparison between Gaia distances

As indicated in Sect. 2.2, the distances used in this work were
taken from Bailer-Jones et al. (2021), who used a direction-
dependent prior to improve the distances and their reliability
with respect to the simple inverse of the parallax. However, we
also compared preliminary distances from Pantaleoni González,
et al. (in prep.), who use a different prior in the determination of
these distances that is optimized for the OB stars.

For the initial full sample of stars with available Gaia data,
the top panel of Fig. B.1 shows that the difference between the
distances derived from the inverse of the parallax and from Pan-
taleoni González, et al. (in prep.) is less than 100 – 200 pc up to
5 000 pc for the vast majority of stars. The top panel also shows
that the stars with a larger error over parallax also show larger
differences. In particular, of the ∼50 stars with ∆(d)> 800 pc,
about ∼20% have G< 6, and another ∼20% correspond to SB2+
systems, and many of the rest have LCs I and show strong emis-
sion or are identified as stars with pulsations. Independently of
the value of σ$/$, we found an average difference of only
−7 pc.

The comparison in the bottom panel shows in contrast that
the difference between the distances from Pantaleoni González,
et al. (in prep.) and from Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) is less than
500 pc extend only up to ∼1 500 pc, with an overall trend toward
shorter distances for Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) above that dis-
tance. Above that distance, the larger scatter is also clear, which

5 https://github.com/Abelink23/pyIACOB/

Fig. B.1. Comparison between distances derived from Gaia. In the
top panel, distances from the inverse of the parallax (corrected for
the zeropoint) against the distances from Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) for
the initial full sample of O9 – B9 type stars. In the bottom panel, dis-
tances from Pantaleoni González, et al. (in prep.) against those from
Bailer-Jones et al. (2021). The stars are color-coded by their error over
parallax from the Gaia DR3 data. In both panels, the two dotted lines
indicate a deviation of ±1 000 pc.

also applies to stars with a very low error over parallax. In
this case, stars with larger errors also have larger discrepancies,
but we attribute this to the particular cases mentioned above
that affect the reliability of the initial data. As a conclusion,
the prior used in Pantaleoni González, et al. (in prep.) gives
larger distances as a function of the distance itself, populating
the sample of stars up to ∼4 000 pm rather than ∼3 000 pc as
in Bailer-Jones et al. (2021). If this is correct, it would imply
that on the one hand, we might miss fewer stars than previ-
ously shown in Fig. 12 between 1 000 – 3 000 pc, which there-
fore increases our completeness. On the other hand, it would also
imply that we may miss additional stars that would move up in
the green area in Fig. 11, which therefore would likely increase
our number of missing stars.
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Appendix C: Examples of SB2+ systems

Fig. C.1. He i λ5875.62 Å line for six SB2 systems identified in this
work. The top two panels show two cases of lines that are blended with
short separation. The middle right panel shows an example of a fast-
rotating star with a normal-rotating star. Bottom panels: Easiest exam-
ples of SB2 where the lines from each star are widely separated.

As described in Sect. 3.2.2, we searched the available multi-
epoch spectra for new or previously identified SB2 or SB3 sys-
tems. Figure C.1 includes some example SB2+ systems that we
found within the available spectra.

Appendix D: New spectral classifications

Table D.1 and Table D.2 include new or reviewed spectral
classification based on visual morphological features for two
groups of stars. The first table includes new classifications
for all LC I stars with log(L/L�)< 3.5 dex from Fig. 5 that
were incorrectly classified as such, and independently from the

Table D.1. New spectral classifications for some stars with LCs I and II
and FW3414(Hβ)< 7.5 Å taken from Fig. 5.

ID SpCS imbad SpCThiswork

Stars wrongly classified as supergiants
HD 13969 B0.5 I B0.7 III
BD +56 528 B0.5 I B1 Vn
BD +56 553 B0.4 I B1 IV
BD +56 584 B0.7 I B1 V
HD 14870 B1 Ib B1 III
HD 51756 B1/2 Ib O9.7 IV
HD 59882 B2 Ib/II B1 V
HD 53456 B1 Ib/II B0 IV
HD 50707 B1 Ib B1 IV
HD 152685 B1 Ib B1.5 III
HD 159110 B4 Ib B2 III
HD 152286 B1 Ib B2 III
HD 162374 B6 Ib B5 IVp
HD 164719 B3 Ib B4 III
HD 164741 B2 Ib/II B1 III
HD 173502 B1/2 Ib B0.5 III
HD 165016 B2 Ib B0 V
HD 165132 B5/6 Ib O9.7 V
HD 164384 B1/2 Ib/II B1 Vnn
HD 166922 B2 Ib B2 II
HD 166965 B2 Ib B1.5 II-III
HD 167088 B2 Ib/II B0.5 V
HD 167479 B1/2 Ib/II B2.5 III
HD 164188 B1 Ib/II B0.5 V
HD 166803 B1/2 Ib B0.5 IV
HD 174069 B2 Ib/II B1.5 V
HD 201638 B0.5 Ib B0.5 V
Stars wrongly classified as bright giants
BD +60 498 O9.7 II-III O9 V
HD 36591 B2 II/III B1 IV
HD 42690 B2 II B2 V
HD 61068 B2 II B2 III
HD 164002 B1/2 II B0.5 V
HD 164359 B1 II B0 III

Notes. Classifications adopted for stars with LC II are either from
Morgan et al. (1953, 1955) or Lesh (1968). The default Simbad classifi-
cation is included for comparison and with the stars ordered by Galactic
longitude.

FW3414(Hβ). It also includes at the bottom some other LC
II stars with log(L/L�)< 3.5 dex for which new classifications
were derived or were taken from either Morgan et al. (1953,
1955) or Lesh (1968). The second table includes new classi-
fications for stars without any spectral classification, spectral
sub-type, or without LC in the default Simbad query and with
FW3414(Hβ)< 7.5 Å.
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Table D.2. New spectral classifications for the stars with
FW3414(Hβ)< 7.5 Å without any spectral classification, spectral
sub-type, or without luminosity class.

ID SpCS imbad SpCThiswork

Stars without full spectral classification
HD 218941 O B1 Ib
HD 292164 OB B1.5 III
LS 513 OB B0.7 IV
LS 516 OB+ B0.5 IV
CD -57 3344 OB B1 III
HD 99146 OBe B0.5 V

Stars without luminosity class
HD 239895 B2 B8 Ia
HD 218325 B3 B2.5 IIIe
HD 217490 B0 B0 II
HD 213481 B8 B1.5 II-III
HD 219287 B0 B0.5 Ia
HD 219286 B0 O8:Ib:
HD 240256 B0 B3 Ib
BD +60 2525 B3 B0.5 III
BD +63 1962 B5 B0.7 IV
BD +62 2210 B0 B9 Ia
BD +63 1964 B0 B0 Iab
BD +60 2615 B0 B0.5 Ib(n)
BD +61 2526 B3 B1.5 II
BD +61 2529 B0 B1 Ib
BD +62 2299 B2 O8 II(f)
BD +60 2644 B1.8 B1 III
HD 236695 B2 B1.5 II
BD +00 1617 A O9 O9.2 V
BD +00 1617 C O9 O9.5 IV
HD 292392 B0 O8.5 V
CPD -57 3507 B1 B0 Iab
HD 97400 B1 B2.5 Ib
HD 306097 B2 O9 V
HD 332755 B0 O7.5 Ib-II

Notes. The default Simbad classification is included for comparison and
with the stars ordered by Galactic longitude.

Appendix E: Further notes about the completeness

In Sect. 4.2.3 we provided some information about the usabil-
ity of the ALS III as a reference catalog in which to check
the completeness of our sample of stars up to a given distance.
Figure E.1 shows the apparent magnitudes of a set of stars cov-
ering the space of SpT and LC in our sample against differ-
ent distances and for two values of total extinction, Av = 0 and
Av = 8. There, we indicate three threshold magnitudes at mv = 9,
11, and 16. The first and second constrain the magnitudes that
are hardly (but not impossibly) accessible from the observing
facilities we used to build this sample, while the latter corre-
sponds to the magnitude from which point the ALS III catalog
may begin to miss start. At mv = 16, in the case of Av = 0 (highly
ideal), we would be able to observe all stars up to even 4 000 pc
with an apparent magnitude mv < 9. However, as pointed out in
Sect. 4.2.3, the extinction in the Milky Way can be severe in
certain sight lines (Av > 4). When we focus on distances below
2 000 pc, no stars would be missing even at Av = 8. However, we
refer to Fig. 5, which shows that the coldest LC II-III stars above
log(L/L�) = 3.5 dex lie below the 20 M� track, which indicates

Fig. E.1. Apparent magnitude against distance for a set of six stars with
different SpT and LC and for Av= 0, and Av= 8. Three threshold mag-
nitudes at mv= 9, 11, 16 are indicated (see Appendix E). Two extinction
vectors are also included.

that these stars likely do not evolve from the O-type stars. When
we take this into account, we could extend the maximum value of
Av up to Av = 10 – 13 (for LC I), where still we would not expect
to miss many BSGs, except for for those that are extremely red-
dened.

Appendix F: Hypergiant stars

Table F.1. List of hypergiants stars we found in the sample of O9 –
B9 stars. The table includes the identifier of the star together with the
Simbad default classifications and those adopted in this work.

ID SpCS imbad SpCreviewed
HD 173010 O9.7 Ia O9.7 Ia+
HD 13256 B1 Ia B1 Ia(+)
HD 169454 B1 Ia B1 Ia+ (1)
HD 152236 B1 Ia-0ek B1.5 Ia+ (1)
BD -14 5037 B1.5 Ia B1.5 Ia+

HD 190603 B1.5 Ia B1.5 Ia+ (1)
HD 80077 B2 Ia+e B2.5 Ia+ (1)
HD 50064 B6 Ie B5 Ia+

HD 183143 B6 Ia B7 Iae (1)
HD 303143 A1 Iae B8 Ia+

HD 199478 B8 Ia B9 Iae (1)
HD 168607 B9 Iaep B9 Ia+ (1)

Notes. (1) Adopted classifications from Clark et al. (2012), if available.
The stars are ordered by the spectral type of the adopted classifications.

As indicated in Sect. 4.1, we include here the list of hypergiants
we found within the sample of O9 – B9 stars, independently of
whether the Hβ with difference was measurable or not.

The selection was made by filtering the full sample by
stars with the PCy++ label in the Hβ line profile, according to
the morphological classification described in Sect. 4.2.5. Their
classifications were revised and are included together with the
default classifications from Simbad.
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Appendix G: Comparison of the line-broadening

We compared our results for the v sin i and those obtained with
the Radial Velocity Spectrometer (R ≈ 11 500) on board Gaia
to account for the line-broadening (Vbroad). As pointed out in
Frémat et al. (2023), the parameter Vbroad does not account
for other mechanisms affecting the line profiles, neither for
the macroturbulence (e.g., Aerts et al. 2009; Simón-Díaz et al.
2010), which is assumed to be 0 km s−1, nor for the microturbu-
lence (e.g., Cantiello et al. 2009; Grassitelli et al. 2015) as in our
case. Moreover, the hottest stars for which radial velocities are
derived in the DR3 reach only 14 500 K (Blomme et al. 2023),
and therefore, we did not expected to obtain accurate measure-
ments of Vbroad but only a rough estimate. Figure G.1 com-
pares the two measurements for the sample of O9 – B9 stars
with a FW3414(Hβ)< 7.5 Å, excluding those with a poor deter-
mination of v sin i (see Sect. 4.3) and the SB2+. We note that
only ∼15% of the stars had values of Vbroad. The compari-
son shows that on the one hand, only very few stars had val-
ues for Vbroad above v sin i& 70 km s−1 compared to the number
of stars with v sin i above that value (see Fig. 15), but for stars
with v sin i& 120 km s−1, the agreement is lower than 10 km s−1.
On the other hand, the O9 – B4 stars with v sin i. 70 km s−1

have systematically higher values of v sin i with differences
&120 km s−1 in several cases, thus indicating that in this domain,
the values for Vbroad are not reliable. The only case in which the
results from Vbroad are similar to ours correspond to the late-B
stars with v sin i. 40 km s−1.

Fig. G.1. Comparison of the projected rotational velocity derived from
the Goodness of Fit method (v sin i) and the line-broadening param-
eter (Vbroad) from Gaia for the sample of O9 – B9 stars with a
FW3414(Hβ)< 7.5 Å. The stars are color-coded by spectral type. The
three dashed lines indicate the 1:1 line for comparison and the addi-
tional two lines are shifted by ±10 km s−1.
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Appendix H: Long tables

Table H.1. Summary of information for the sample of stars.

ID Bmag SpTa LCa Ref. file S/N FW3414(Hβ)e SB2+ f Hα Hβ v sin i
[Å] [km s−1]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
HD 69106 7.02 O9.7 IIn HD69106_20060104_044914_F_V48000 461 7.4 SB2 Ab Ab 323
HD 74575 3.50 B1.5 III HD74575_20221104_062414_M_V85000_log 285 6.8 – Ab Ab 18
HD 75222 7.80 O9.7 Iab HD75222_20150403_010037_F_V48000 315 3.8 – CF RF 77
HD 63922 3.93 B0 III HD63922_20201215_035803_M_V85000_log 123 6.2 – Ab Ab 24
HD 71304 8.98 O9 II HD71304_20090503_002457_F_V48000 326 3.8 – RF RF 73
HD 64760 4.10 B0.5 Ib HD64760_20090508_005304_F_V48000 280 4.4 – DP++ DP 258
HD 75759d 5.90 O9 V HD75759_20090503_012654_F_V48000 460 6.6 SB2 Ab Ab 25
HD 92007 9.00 B1 III HD92007_20070511_233036_F_V48000 138 7.5 – Ab Ab 87
HD 303143b 9.86 (B8) (Ia+) HD303143_20120520_014920_F_V48000 140 – – Em+ PCy+ 40
HD 92850 8.98 B0 Ia HD92850_20041224_062402_F_V48000 228 3.9 – Ab Ab 36
HD 92712 7.95 B2/3 II/III HD92712_20080517_015003_F_V48000 189 4.9 – Ab Ab 42
HD 91024 7.89 B8 Iab HD91024_20080517_013723_F_V48000 200 4.6 – RF+ RF 33
HD 91651 9.64 ON9.5 IIIn HD91651_20110321_040440_F_V48000 197 5.7 – DP+ DP 313
HD 92964 5.78 B2.5 Ia HD92964_20060103_081343_F_V48000 662 2.5 – RF+ (Inv.) RF (Inv.) 45
HD 93249 8.78 O9 III HD93249_20110516_021219_F_V48000 181 5.2 SB2 Ab Ab 60
HD 96264 7.54 O9.5 III HD96264_20090503_043924_F_V48000 361 6.8 SB2 Ab Ab 27
HD 97400 7.92 (B1) (. . . ) HD97400_20080419_003338_F_V48000 284 5.4 – Ab Ab 24
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Notes. (a)Stars with the SpT and LC in parenthesis have their spectral classification reviewed (see Appendix D). (b)B-type stars wrongly classified
as A-type in the default Simbad classification and included in this work. (c)For HD 13970 the classification has been taken from de Burgos et al.
(2020). (d)Stars for which the default Simbad classification includes SpT and LC for a second component but we have only considered the first one
listed. (e)We adopt a global uncertainty for FW3414(Hβ) of 0.1 Å. ( f )Stars marked with “*" in the SB column are new identifications. (g)Stars are
ordered by Galactic longitude. The full table is available at the CDS.

Table H.2. Photometric and kinematic data from Gaia.

ID l b G GBP GRP $ a,b µα cos δ µδ RUWE Distance (B-J)
[deg] [deg] [mas] [mas yr−1] [mas yr−1] [pc]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
HD 69106 254.5175 -1.3306 7.09 7.03 7.16 0.712± 0.036 -4.745± 0.036 4.824± 0.038 0.96 1420 101

−61
HD 74575 254.9931 5.7696 3.66 3.58 3.79 4.133± 0.215 -14.613± 0.163 10.012± 0.208 3.36 245 15

−13
HD 75222 258.2892 4.1768 7.31 7.51 6.93 0.494± 0.017 -4.784± 0.015 10.924± 0.016 1.01 2017 85

−76
HD 63922 260.1797 -10.1854 4.03 3.94 4.21 3.522± 0.414 -6.969± 0.455 6.636± 0.425 6.01 305 41

−37
HD 71304 261.7554 -3.7719 8.10 8.39 7.62 0.475± 0.016 -4.716± 0.019 4.605± 0.018 0.92 2096 74

−70
HD 64760 262.0569 -10.4234 4.17 4.11 4.29 1.539± 0.140 -5.679± 0.159 6.163± 0.214 1.05 684 84

−71
HD 75759 262.7976 1.253 5.96 5.89 6.03 1.077± 0.041 -5.614± 0.039 3.452± 0.045 0.87 934 36

−32
HD 92007 285.8876 0.0655 8.92 8.93 8.83 0.444± 0.023 -7.681± 0.026 3.366± 0.023 0.92 2267 94

−96
HD 303143 285.9032 0.8337 7.93 8.80 6.97 0.190± 0.018 -5.995± 0.018 2.889± 0.018 1.00 5276 462

−397
HD 92850 285.9842 1.5422 8.02 8.03 7.93 0.347± 0.026 -6.635± 0.031 3.184± 0.026 0.88 2922 224

−178
HD 92712 285.9906 1.2635 7.89 7.89 7.82 0.335± 0.047 -7.568± 0.052 3.230± 0.046 1.74 3146 563

−370
HD 91024 286.4426 -2.6738 7.52 7.67 7.20 0.242± 0.018 -6.600± 0.020 2.932± 0.020 0.88 4195 337

−256
HD 91651 286.5454 -1.7199 8.82 8.81 8.77 0.546± 0.025 -6.617± 0.027 2.074± 0.024 1.01 1846 72

−69
HD 92964 287.1091 -0.3583 5.27 5.42 4.96 0.484± 0.067 -6.536± 0.084 2.648± 0.082 1.03 2103 404

−268
HD 93249 287.4072 -0.3593 8.30 8.36 8.12 0.409± 0.018 -6.005± 0.019 2.042± 0.018 0.77 2455 112

−99
HD 96264 290.4014 -0.7981 7.56 7.51 7.59 0.342± 0.026 -6.493± 0.029 1.584± 0.028 0.89 2923 243

−187
HD 97400 290.9236 0.0809 7.76 7.81 7.61 0.398± 0.023 -6.035± 0.025 1.267± 0.023 0.94 2553 145

−109
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Notes. (a)Parallaxes are corrected from zero-point offset. (b)Negative parallaxes have been masked. The full table is available at the CDS.
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Table H.3. Photometric and kinematic data from Hipparcos.

ID l b B-V $ µα cos δ µδ Distance
[deg] [deg] [mas] [mas yr−1] [mas yr−1] [pc]

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
BD +55 2770 104.751 -1.4029 0.350 0.46± 1.37 -1.76 -4.27 . . .
HD 36486 203.8559 -17.7397 -0.175 4.71± 0.58 0.64 -0.69 . . .
HD 37128 205.2121 -17.2417 -0.184 1.65± 0.45 1.44 -0.78 . . .
HD 37742 206.4522 -16.5852 -0.199 4.43± 0.64 3.19 2.03 . . .
HD 37743 206.4522 -16.5852 -0.199 4.43± 0.64 3.19 2.03 . . .
HD 34085 209.2412 -25.2454 -0.030 3.78± 0.34 1.31 0.50 265± 24
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Notes. (a)Distances for stars with σ$/$ > 0.1 are not included. (b)HD 51756 has a negative parallax and therefore the value and the corresponding
distance are not included in the table. The full table is available at the CDS.
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ABSTRACT

Context. Blue supergiants (BSGs) are key objects for understanding the evolution of massive stars, which play a crucial role in the
evolution of galaxies. However, discrepancies between theoretical predictions and empirical observations have opened up important
questions yet to be answered. Studying statistically significant and unbiased samples of these objects can help to improve the situation.
Aims. We perform a homogeneous and comprehensive quantitative spectroscopic analysis of a large sample of Galactic luminous blue
stars (a majority of which are BSGs) from the IACOB spectroscopic database, providing crucial parameters to refine and improve
theoretical evolutionary models.
Methods. We derived the projected rotational velocity (v sin i) and macroturbulent broadening (vmac) using IACOB-BROAD, which com-
bines Fourier transform and line-profile fitting techniques. We compared high-quality optical spectra with state-of-the-art simulations
of massive star atmospheres computed with the FASTWIND code. This comparison allowed us to derive effective temperatures (Teff),
surface gravities (log g), microturbulences (ξ), surface abundances of silicon and helium, and to assess the relevance of stellar winds
through a wind-strength parameter (log Q).
Results. We provide estimates and associated uncertainties of the above-mentioned quantities for the largest sample of Galactic lumi-
nous O9 to B5 stars spectroscopically analyzed to date, comprising 527 targets. We find a clear drop in the relative number of stars
at Teff ≈ 21 kK, coinciding with a scarcity of fast rotating stars below that temperature. We speculate that this feature (roughly corre-
sponding to B2 spectral type) might be roughly delineating the location of the empirical terminal-age main sequence in the mass range
between 15 and 85 M⊙. By investigating the main characteristics of the v sin i distribution of O stars and BSGs as a function of Teff , we
propose that an efficient mechanism transporting angular momentum from the stellar core to the surface might be operating along the
main sequence in the high-mass domain. We find correlations between ξ, vmac, and the spectroscopic luminosity L (defined as T 4

eff /g).
We also find that no more than 20% of the stars in our sample have atmospheres clearly enriched in helium, and suggest that the origin
of this specific subsample might be in binary evolution. We do not find clear empirical evidence of an increase in the wind strength
over the wind bi-stability region toward lower Teff .

Key words. techniques: spectroscopic – stars: abundances – stars: evolution – stars: fundamental parameters –
stars: massive – supergiants

1. Introduction

Massive stars (Mini ≳ 8 M⊙) play a pivotal role in galactic sys-
tems, exerting a profound impact on their chemo-dynamical
evolution. On the one hand, massive stars make a substantial
contribution to the chemical enrichment of galaxies, primar-
ily through supernova explosions, but also through the release
of enriched material via stellar winds (e.g., Maeder 1981;
Woosley & Weaver 1995; Kaufer et al. 1997; Nomoto et al.
2013). On the other hand, their dynamic influence extends to
the surrounding interstellar medium, driven by intense stellar
winds and the copious emission of UV radiation. These fac-
tors can profoundly shape the interstellar environment (e.g.,
⋆ Full Table D.1 is available at the CDS via anonymous ftp

to cdsarc.cds.unistra.fr (130.79.128.5) or via https://
cdsarc.cds.unistra.fr/viz-bin/cat/J/A+A/687/A228

Krause et al. 2013; Watkins et al. 2019; Kim et al. 2019; Geen
et al. 2021), either triggering or inhibiting new episodes of star
formation.

These stars are intricately connected to some of the most
energetic and dynamic phenomena in the Universe, such as
core-collapse supernovae and gamma-ray bursts (Woosley &
Bloom 2006; Smartt 2009). Additionally, their role has recently
attracted attention in the realm of gravitational-wave astro-
physics as they serve as progenitors of black hole and neutron
star mergers (Abbott et al. 2016; Belczynski et al. 2016; Marchant
et al. 2016).

Furthermore, massive stars are valuable tools for extragalac-
tic research, serving as increasingly reliable distance indicators
(Urbaneja et al. 2017; Taormina et al. 2020) and providing
unique insights into the present-day abundances of their host
galaxies (Bresolin et al. 2007, 2016; Kudritzki et al. 2012),
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even at distances spanning several megaparsecs (Kudritzki &
Przybilla 2003; Urbaneja et al. 2003, 2005a; Kudritzki et al.
2008; Bresolin et al. 2022).

Blue supergiants (BSGs), a subset of massive stars, hold a
crucial position in unraveling and understanding the intricate
puzzle of the evolution of stars born with masses exceeding
≈15 M⊙. For a comprehensive overview of historical research
and methodologies related to the study of BSGs, we refer to the
introduction of a recent study by Weßmayer et al. (2022). Tra-
ditionally, BSGs were considered helium-burning stars that had
completed their main sequence (MS) evolution as single stars
(e.g., Hayashi & Cameron 1962). However, decades of obser-
vations have revealed persistent discrepancies with theoretical
models, indicating that the evolutionary status of BSGs is much
more intricate (see, e.g., Fitzpatrick & Garmany 1990; Castro
et al. 2014; Wang et al. 2020). This complexity likely arises from
a range of diverse evolutionary pathways that can ultimately
populate the region on the Hertzsprung–Russell diagram where
BSGs are located (see Vink et al. 2010; Maeder & Meynet 2012;
Langer 2012). In this context, the compilation and analysis of
spectroscopic data of BSGs with a considerable increase in qual-
ity and sample size compared to previous works (e.g., Dufton
1972; Lennon et al. 1992; Crowther et al. 2006; Lefever et al.
2007; Searle et al. 2008; Markova & Puls 2008; Castro et al.
2014; Haucke et al. 2018; Weßmayer et al. 2022) is becoming an
urgent need to decipher a more complex scenario than the one
initially established.

Focused on this and related aspects, the IACOB project1
started in 2008 with the overarching objective of providing
high-quality empirical information on a statistically significant
unbiased sample of Galactic massive stars. The aim was to
establish new anchor points for testing and improving current
theories of stellar atmospheres, winds, interiors, and the evolu-
tion of massive stars. Previous efforts of the IACOB team mostly
concentrated on the study of line-broadening sources affect-
ing the spectra of O- and B-type stars (Simón-Díaz & Herrero
2014; Simón-Díaz et al. 2014, 2017; Godart et al. 2017) and the
empirical characterization of Galactic targets covering the O-star
domain (Holgado et al. 2018, 2020, 2022; Britavskiy et al. 2023).

Within this framework, the aim of the study presented in this
paper, which can be considered a continuation of de Burgos et al.
(2023), is to perform a homogeneous estimation of the relevant
spectroscopic parameters of the most extensive sample of Galac-
tic luminous blue stars compiled to date, with a specific focus
on BSGs with O9 to B5 spectral types. In forthcoming papers,
we will complement the results presented here with additional
information on the luminosities, masses, radii, and surface abun-
dances of key elements such as silicon, carbon, nitrogen, and
oxygen, to cover other important quantities defining the proper-
ties of the sample. Our ultimate objective is to establish a new
highly improved empirical standard for the study of these stellar
objects.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the
spectroscopic dataset and the sample of stars under study.
Section 3 describes the methodology used to obtain estimates
for the line-broadening and other relevant spectroscopic param-
eters. Section 4 summarizes the results of the analysis and
compares them with previous studies. In Sect. 5 we discuss the
results of the analysis for the different parameters in our analy-
sis, and in Sect. 6 we present the summary and conclusions of
the work.

1 https://research.iac.es/proyecto/iacob/

2. Observational dataset and sample

This work makes use of the stellar sample described in de Burgos
et al. (2023) and the associated spectroscopic data, which were
collected from the IACOB spectroscopic database (for the latest
review, see Simón-Díaz et al. 2020) and the ESO public archive.
All considered spectra were obtained with the FIbre-fed Echelle
Spectrograph (FIES) on the 2.56 m Nordic Optical Telescope
(NOT), the High Efficiency and Resolution Mercator Echelle
Spectrograph (HERMES) on the 1.2 m Mercator telescope, and
the Fiber-fed Extended Range Optical Spectrograph (FEROS)
on the 2.2 m MPG/ESO telescope that provide resolving powers
between R = 25 000 and R = 85 000. The median signal-to-noise
ratio (S/N) of the compiled dataset is ≈130 at 4500 Å. All spectra
have a common wavelength coverage between 3800 and 7000 Å,
reaching 9200 Å in some cases. Figure 1 shows some exam-
ples of the quality of the spectroscopic observations that were
analyzed in this work.

Our original sample comprises 666 stars of types O9–B9
selected from de Burgos et al. (2023). In that work, we used the
effect of gravity on the shape of Hβ line as a proxy for the spec-
troscopic luminosity, log(L/L⊙) (see Sect. 4.4). Specifically,
we used the quantity FW3414 (Hβ), defined as the difference
between the width of the Hβ measured at three-quarters and
one-quarter of its line depth, to select all O- and B-type stars
with initial masses above ≈20 M⊙. This quantity represents an
improvement over the traditional full width at half maximum
(FWHM) by breaking the degeneracy caused by the projected
rotational velocity (v sin i), while minimizing other effects such
as surface temperature and spectral resolution (see further notes
in de Burgos et al. 2023).

Concerning luminosity classes2, our initial sample comprises
339 supergiants (class I), 113 bright-giants (class II), 111 giants
(class III), 55 subgiants (class IV), and 48 dwarfs (class V). We
note that this sample excludes 12 B-type hypergiants, 27 classi-
cal Be-type stars (see Negueruela 2004, and references therein),
as well as 56 double-line or higher-order spectroscopic binaries
(SB2+), identified in de Burgos et al. (2023). This was done due
to the impossibility of analyzing these objects with standard 1D
atmospheric models.

3. Analysis methodology

In this section, we describe the methodology used to derive the
line-broadening and spectroscopic parameters of the stars in the
sample. The analyses were carried out using the best available
spectrum for each star (as quoted in Table D.1), not only based
on the S/N but also regarding any potential issue affecting the
spectral windows where the main diagnostic lines are located.

3.1. Rotational and macroturbulent velocities

Following Simón-Díaz & Herrero (2014), we used IACOB-
BROAD to perform the line-broadening analysis. We obtained
estimates of v sin i using the Fourier transform and the goodness-
of-fit techniques. The latter also provided us with estimates of
the macroturbulent velocity (vmac, hereafter also referred to as
macroturbulence). We checked the agreement of both techniques
for deriving v sin i, and decided to keep the values from the
goodness-of-fit as our final estimates. The few cases with larger

2 See Table D.1 for information about the spectral classifications
adopted in this work.
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Fig. 1. Some illustrative examples of spectra used in this work, ordered by spectral type. Three different spectral windows depict the wavelength
ranges in which the main diagnostic lines used to obtain estimates of the spectroscopic parameters are located. The vertical red, cyan, and brown
bars indicate the corresponding H I, He I–II, and Si II–III–IV lines (see Sect. 3.2.3 for further details).

differences (≈20 km s−1) were attributed to low S/N spectra. Fol-
lowing de Burgos et al. (2023), we used Si III λ4567.85 Å and
Si II λ6371.37 Å for this analysis.

3.2. Quantitative spectroscopy

3.2.1. Model atmosphere–line formation code and main
assumptions

The NLTE model atmosphere and line synthesis code
FASTWIND (Fast Analysis of STellar atmospheres with WINDs,
v10.4.7, Santolaya-Rey et al. 1997; Puls et al. 2005, 2020; Rivero
González et al. 2011) was used to create a set of models for
the analysis. A complete description of the current status of
the code, as well as comparisons with alternative codes, have
been presented by Carneiro et al. (2016). FASTWIND solves
the radiative transfer problem in the comoving frame3 of the
expanding atmospheres of early-type stars in a spherically sym-
metric geometry, under the constraints of energy conservation
and statistical equilibrium, and accounting for line-blocking
and line-blanketing effects. Homogeneous chemical composi-
tion and steady state are also assumed. The density stratification
is derived from the hydrostatic balance in the lower atmo-
sphere, and from the mass-loss rate and the wind-velocity field
(a standard β-law) via the equation of continuity in the wind. A
smooth transition between the wind regime and the pseudo-static
photosphere is enforced.

Each FASTWIND simulation is defined by a set of parame-
ters: the effective temperature (Teff), surface gravity (log g), and
stellar radius (R), which are defined at τRoss = 2/3, the micro-
turbulent velocity (ξ), the exponent of the wind-velocity law (β),
the mass-loss rate (Ṁ), the wind terminal velocity (v∞), and a

3 For all lines from the so-called explicit elements that are used for the
analysis (here hydrogen, helium, and silicon), as well as for the strongest
lines from other elements (in between C and Zn); most other lines are
treated within the Sobolev approximation.

set of elemental chemical abundances. Regarding any specific
information concerning the detailed model atoms used in our
calculations, we refer to Urbaneja et al. (2005b).

3.2.2. Grid of model atmospheres

As described in the previous section, each FASTWIND model
requires a set of seven parameters (plus elemental abundances).
However, the optical spectrum of typical B-type supergiants
(such as those analyzed in this work) does not contain relevant
information that would allow us to constrain all these parame-
ters in parallel. For example, the main signature of the stellar
wind is imprinted into the Hα profile, which for the most part is
sensitive to the shape of the velocity field (i.e., β) and the wind-
strength parameter (optical depth invariant) Q, a combination of
mass-loss rate, wind terminal velocity and stellar radius4, and
not to the individual values of these three physical parameters.
Nothing can be said about possible inhomogeneities likely to be
present in the outflow, since only Hα, a recombination line, is
available. Based on these considerations, we decided to consider
only homogeneous winds (i.e., without clumping) since at the
very least they will provide an upper limit for the wind strength
via Q.

In consequence, each model in our grid is defined by a set of
seven parameters: Teff , log g, ξ, β, Q, helium and silicon abun-
dances. The range covered by each parameter is indicated in
Table 1). In addition, (a) following Urbaneja et al. (2011) we
used a fixed ξ =10 km s−1 for the calculation of the atmospheric
structure and occupation numbers, but allowed for different
(depth-independent) microturbulences for the calculation of the
line profiles (formal solutions); (b) we selected the lower limit
of the effective temperature based on the fact that our models
have not been thoroughly tested below Teff ≈ 14 kK; (c) the lower
boundary for the helium abundance was selected to be the solar
value (Magg et al. 2022), YHe = N(He)/N(H) = 0.10, as typically
4 Q is defined as Ṁ/(R⋆v∞)1.5 (see Puls et al. 1996, 2005).
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Table 1. Parameter space covered by the model atmosphere calculations
used in the present work.

Parameter Abbreviation Covered range

Effective temperature Teff 35–14 kK
Surface gravity log g 1.7–4.14 dex
Microturbulence ξ 0–30 km s−1

Helium abundance(1) YHe 0.10–0.30
Silicon abundance(2) ϵSi 7.00–8.00
Wind strength(3) −log Q 14.0–12.5
Mass-loss rate(4) Ṁ (6.10–0.02)×10−6

Wind terminal velocity v∞ 2700–570 km s−1

Exponent of the wind β 0.8–3.0
velocity law

Notes. (1) YHe =
N(He)
N(H) . (2) ϵSi = 12+ log

(
N(Si)
N(H)

)
. (3) log Q values calcu-

lated in units of M⊙ a−1, km s−1, and R⊙. (4) In units of M⊙ a−1.

adopted in studies of Galactic massive stars; and (d) all other ele-
ments beyond helium and silicon are adopted to follow the solar
metallicities as in Asplund et al. (2009).

To avoid the computation of an extremely large number
of models that would be required in a classic regularly-spaced
grid (reaching ≈1.5×106 if we consider typical step-sizes in the
sampling of the various considered parameters5), we opted for
sampling the multi-D parameter space with a distribution of
points following a Latin Hypercube Sampling algorithm (LHS;
McKay et al. 1979; Wei-Liem 1996, see also Appendix A).
The resulting analysis grid comprises 358 FASTWIND models
(≈55 per dimension in the parameter space). Using supervised
learning techniques, these models are employed to train a sta-
tistical emulator (Mackay 2003). This emulator is capable of
reproducing FASTWIND simulations to a specific degree of
fidelity in a fraction of the time required to run any actual
simulation (Urbaneja, in prep.). Later on, during the inference
phase (see 3.2.4), this emulator is utilized in combination with a
Metropolis-Hasting algorithm (Metropolis et al. 1953) to sample
from the underlying probability distribution.

3.2.3. Diagnostic lines

Table 2 compiles the list of diagnostic lines chosen for this work.
These were selected to be present in the 4000–7000 Å wave-
length range, common to all the available spectra. Their location
is shown in Fig. 1 with different colors depending on the atomic
element.

These lines represent a minimum set required to obtain infor-
mation on the fundamental atmospheric parameters characteriz-
ing the atmospheres of B-type supergiant stars. In particular, Teff
is inferred from the ionization balances He I/II and Si II/III/IV
(see for example McErlean et al. 1999; Urbaneja et al. 2005b).
The hydrogen Balmer lines provide a strong constraint on log g,
due to their sensitivity to broadening via the Stark effect. When
the stellar wind becomes strong enough, the shape and strength
of the Hα profile can provide constraints simultaneously on the
wind acceleration β and Q.

The microturbulent velocity is estimated from the differential
response of the three components of the strong Si III λλ4553–
68–75 Å triplet. We also note that some He I lines could

5 In particular: 1000 K in Teff , 0.1 dex in log g, 5 km s−1 in ξ, 0.04 in
YHe, 0.15 in ϵSi, 0.3 in log Q, and 0.7 in β.

Table 2. List of diagnostic lines used for the determination of the
spectroscopic parameters.

Line λ (Å) Line λ (Å) Line λ (Å)

Hδ 4101.74 He I 4387.93 He II 4199.83
Hγ 4340.46 He I 4471.47 He II 4541.59
Hβ 4861.33 He I 4713.14 He II 5411.52
Hα 6562.80 He I 4921.93

He I 5015.68
He I 5047.74
He I 5875.62

Si II 4128.05 Si III 4552.62 Si IV 4116.10
Si II 4130.89 Si III 4567.84 Si IV 4212.41
Si II 5056.32 Si III 4574.76 Si IV 4654.31
Si II 6371.37

Notes. For reference, we found that the He II and Si IV lines disappear
below Teff ≈ 25 kK and Teff ≈ 20 kK, respectively. The He I and Si III
lines are present in the full Teff range, and the Si II lines appear below
Teff ≈ 21 kK. Hδ was removed for fast-rotating stars (see Sect. 3.2.3).
Even though the relatively strong Si IV 4088.96 line is also present, we
decided to exclude it due to a blend with O II λ4089.29 Å.

show some sensitivity to this parameter (McErlean et al. 1999).
However, the differential effect in the Si III lines is the dominant
source of information. Finally, the surface abundances are deter-
mined from the strength of the corresponding spectral lines of
each species.

Strictly speaking, however, all the spectral features can (and
will) react to more than one of the fundamental stellar parame-
ters. For example, the hydrogen Balmer lines are also sensitive
to Teff and the helium abundance, albeit to a lower degree than
to log g. Similarly, the helium lines do not only depend on Teff
and helium abundance but also on log g and ξ. Therefore, the
analysis methodology involves a multi-dimensional optimization
problem, in which the best solution is found in an iterative pro-
cess, assuring at the same time a proper exploration of the full
parameter space (see below).

In addition to the physical arguments, when selecting lines,
we avoided choosing those that are affected by known issues,
for example showing blends with atomic species not currently
included in our detailed model atoms, as well as lines that are
severely affected by the presence of telluric lines. For example,
the Hϵ line was excluded due to contamination with the strong
interstellar calcium line.

Spectral features that show systematic differences between
models and observations, suspected of suffering from modelling
issues, were also excluded from the beginning. This is the case
for the prominent He I λ6678 Å line, for which our models always
predicted narrower lines than observed, which suggests that our
current broadening data for this particular line are not fully ade-
quate for B-type supergiant stars (see also Sect. 3.2.5 for other
less important issues).

For each diagnostic line indicated in Table 2, the length of
the corresponding spectral window used for the analysis was
adjusted individually, taking into account the different intrin-
sic and rotational broadening. We also note that all the listed
lines were always accounted for during the analysis process, even
if a line was weak or not present. This is because such situa-
tions still provide important information (e.g., the absence of the
He II λ4542 Å (see Fig. 2) indicates that the effective tempera-
ture of the star cannot exceed a certain value).
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Fig. 2. Examples of different masks used to select the diagnostic lines. Each of the four panels shows the same wavelength range including the
He II λ4542 Å line and the Si III λλ4553,4568,4575 Å triplet. The two panels on the left compare two stars of similar temperature but different
v sin i: HD 14 302 with v sin i ≈ 65 km s−1 (top left), and HD 197 460 with v sin i ≈ 200 km s−1 (bottom left). The two panels on the right compare
two stars of similar v sin i but very different Teff : HD 24 432 with Teff = 15 kK (top right) and HD 190 991 with Teff = 32 kK (bottom right). The
wavelength ranges selected for each analysis are shaded in green. The masked (not used) regions are shaded in red.

In addition, any contamination due to blends with lines from
other species was masked out. We illustrate this in Fig. 2, where
we show the same spectral window for four different stars with
their associated masks. It can be seen that the selected regions
(in green) are different in all the cases, being more restrictive for
the bottom right panel, where multiple blends are present.

3.2.4. Parameter inference

The problem of determining the set of parameters π defining
the model Mλ that best reproduces an observation Oλ can be
mathematical described as finding the underlying probability
distribution:

p (π,Mλ | Oλ) ∝ p (π,Mλ) p (Oλ | π,Mλ).
There, p (π,Mλ) represents the prior knowledge that we have on
the models, and p (Oλ | π,Mλ) is the likelihood of an observation
Oλ given the model Mλ.

A well-proven method to sample from this unknown pos-
terior distribution, to recover the best parameter set and their
corresponding uncertainties, is the use of a Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) algorithm (Metropolis et al. 1953; Chib 2001).
Key to the inference of the parameters is the definition of what
is considered “best” (i.e., what criteria are used to evaluate the
likelihood of a model, given an observed spectrum), as well as
the prior knowledge on the parameter space. For the likelihood
function (i.e., the probability that a specific model Mλ defined by
a set of parameters π fits a given observed spectrum O) we adopt
Eq. (1) (see Mackay 2003)

p (Oλ | π,Mλ) ∝ exp
(
−χ2/2

)
, (1)

where for each diagnostic window defined to contain the lines
in Table 2, the merit function χ is defined as the sum of the
quadratic residuals, weighted by the uncertainties, and normal-
ized to the effective number of wavelength points np contributing
to the sum. Hence for each window, this corresponds to

χ2
line =

1
np

np∑

j=1

(
O j − M j

σ j

)2

(2)

Since in the construction of the Markov chain we are using
emulated FASTWIND spectra and not direct simulations (see

Sect. 3.2.2), we convinced ourselves that the level of accuracy
obtained by the statistical emulator is good enough as not to
affect the outcome of the analysis (i.e., that the possible uncer-
tainties σe introduced in the synthetic line profiles due to the
statistical nature of the emulation are always significantly below
the photon-noise level σp). Therefore σ2

λ = σ
2
p + σ

2
e ≊ σ

2
p.

Concerning the priors, we assume that each value within its
predefined range (see Table 1) has the same probability (i.e.,
uniform priors). Additionally, each spectral window contributes
with the same weight to the merit function. No differential
weighting scheme is applied since we have a similar number of
lines for all the species.

Once the marginalized posterior probability distribution
functions (PDFs) are recovered, the values of the parameters and
their uncertainties are defined according to the following cases:
(a) In the best case, when the location of the uncertainties lies
within the range of possible grid-values, the solution is taken as
the location of the maximum of each marginalized PDF, whilst
the uncertainties are obtained as the values corresponding to the
first and third quartiles of the associated cumulative distribution
functions. (b, c) A lower or upper limit, when the upper or lower
uncertainties lie in the upper or lower boundary limit, respec-
tively. (d) An undefined solution, when the difference between
the lower and upper uncertainties extends to more than 70% of
the range of possible values.

An exception to case c applies to the helium surface abun-
dance, which, as indicated in Sect. 3.2.2, has the lowest value set
to YHe = 0.10. Formally then, the helium abundance is not prop-
erly determined in the analysis when its actual value is close to
this value. However, the solar helium abundance limit is a rea-
sonable ansatz for the problem at hand, and hence we adopt these
cases as solutions (a).

An overview of the output obtained through the spectro-
scopic analysis is included in Appendix B for HD 198 478, com-
plemented with a corner plot to illustrate the covariance between
different atmospheric parameters. We also included examples of
the output distributions for each of the cases mentioned above.

3.2.5. Quality assessment of the solution

Given the large number of stellar spectra for which we intend
to extract fundamental parameters, we decided to evaluate the
quality of each solution by defining several quality indica-
tors, each connected to some extent to one of the physical
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Fig. 3. Histograms of the five quality indicators described in Sect. 3.2.5, each connected to a physical property, as indicated in the label of each
panel. All histograms combine the information of all the stars with reliable estimates of Teff and log g. The gray bins correspond to values within
3-σ after applying an iterative clipping until convergence is achieved, while the red bins correspond to the clipped values. The median and 3-σ
values are indicated in the figure with vertical and dash-dotted blue lines, respectively. The associated values are shown in the legend. For the panel
associated with the wind strength, the x-axis extends to significantly higher values than for the others.

parameters: Hα as the only indicator of the quality of the wind
strength; Hδ, Hγ, and Hβ Balmer lines as indicators of the sur-
face gravity; Si II–III–IV and He I-II lines as separate indicators
of the effective temperature through their ionization balances,
and the Si III triplet for the microturbulence, as explained in
Sect. 3.2.3. The spectral window associated with each line is
evaluated regarding the residuals between the observed spectra
and the solution model as

χ2
line (Oλ,Mλ) =

1
np

np∑

j=1

(
O j − M j

ϵ

)2

, (3)

where the tolerance ϵ, defined as ϵ = [S/N]−1, is a measure-
ment of how much deviation is allowed between observed (Oλ)
and synthetic profiles (Mλ), and np is the number of wavelength
points in the spectral window that effectively contributed to the
evaluation of the goodness-of-fit. As a result of some systematic
broadening issues in some of the lines (see below), high S/N val-
ues might lead to large χ2 values that do not necessarily indicate
a bad solution. To reduce the effect caused by these systematics,
we set 100 as the upper limit of the S/N.

For each quality indicator, except the one associated with the
wind, we averaged the χ2 values of the associated lines. In the
case of Si II–III–IV and He I-II, we first averaged over those lines
that correspond to the same ionization stage. Finally, we used all
the solutions in which Teff and log g correspond to case a (see
Sect. 3.2.4) to obtain a histogram for each quality indicator (see
Fig. 3 and Sect. 4.1).

We also examined the individual χ2 distributions of the sil-
icon and helium diagnostic lines, which allowed us to identify
systematic differences between observations and models. In par-
ticular, we found what appears to be a small but systematic
difference in the broadening affecting the He I λ4387.93 Å and
He I λ4921.93 Å lines. This could be related to issues with the
forbidden components and not the broadening per se, and are
in any case smaller than the differences found in He I λ6678 Å,
which we considered large enough to be initially excluded
from the analysis. We also found difficulties in reproducing
He I λ5875.62 Å when the effect of the wind becomes relevant.
We decided to exclude these three lines only from the following
quality assessment.

To provide a single quality flag (q) that reflects the over-
all goodness of each solution, we used the above-mentioned
histograms to consider four cases (from better to worse):

q1: When each of the five values of χ2 lies within 3-σ of the
distribution after applying an iterative clipping of the outliers

until convergence is achieved. This corresponds to a very good
overall fit of all the diagnostic lines and the best reliability of the
derived parameters.

q2: When the value of χ2 associated with Hα lies outside 3-
σ of the corresponding distribution (see second panel of Fig. 3),
a situation which is normally indicating a less-optimal fit to the
specific profile-shape of this line (see the two examples in Fig. 4).
As the purpose of this work is not to provide an accurate descrip-
tion of the wind properties, we consider this group to be the
second best if all other four values lie inside 3-σ.

q3: When one of the values of χ2 associated with the gravity
determination, the helium or silicon ionization balances, or the
microturbulence lies outside 3-σ of the corresponding distribu-
tion (see panels 1, 3, 4, and 5 in Fig. 3, respectively), indicating
potential issues with the estimation of log g, Teff , ξ, or surface
abundances.

q4: The same as q3, but with two or more values of χ2 lying
outside 3-σ. This corresponds to the worst case and is typi-
cally associated with problems in the spectrum (e.g., low S/N
or normalization issues).

We note that q3 and q4 are independent of q2 and therefore
one solution can simultaneously attributed to q2 and q3 or q4.
Some examples of the different flags are presented in Fig. 4,
where a comparison between observed and synthetic profiles can
be found.

4. Results
4.1. General outcome from the analysis

Given the boundaries in Teff and log g of our considered grid of
models, we were able to obtain estimates for a total of 527 stars
(i.e., they belong to case a as defined in Sect. 3.2.4). The corre-
sponding quality distribution will be detailed later below, but we
anticipate already here that the majority of stars (86%) belongs
to q1.

The remaining 140 of the initial 666 O9–B9 type stars are
not considered in the following sections and figures. They cor-
respond to cases in which Teff or log g are lower or upper limits
(cases b and c, respectively), or to undefined solutions (case d).
Concerning Teff , we found no stars with case b, indicating that
all O9 stars fit within the limits of the grid, but we found 57 stars
with case c, corresponding to B6–B9 stars with Teff values lower
than the cold boundary of the considered grid of FASTWIND
models (see Table 1). Regarding log g, 5 stars correspond to
case b, and 34 to case c, the latter being mainly early-B giants
and dwarfs. In 22 cases, we found a combination of the previous
cases. The remaining 22 stars correspond to undefined solutions.
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Fig. 4. Four illustrative cases of the quality labels assigned to the solutions (see text). Each row is divided into three spectral windows presenting
three of the diagnostic regions: Si III λλ4553–68–75 triplet (left); He I λ4471 (middle); and Hα (right). The dashed green line is the synthetic
spectrum of the model with the best-fitting parameters; the solid black line is the observed spectrum.

Table 3. Summary of the formal uncertainties obtained for each
parameter.

Parameter Uncertainty Parameter Uncertainty

Teff (K) 500+200
−200 YHe 0.02+0.01

−0.00

log g (dex) 0.07+0.03
−0.02 ξ (km s−1) 1.5+0.7

−0.4

−log Q 0.12+0.06
−0.05 ϵSi 0.08+0.05

−0.02

β 0.41+0.13
−0.13

Notes. The positive and negative values associated with each uncer-
tainty correspond to the third and first quartiles of the distribution,
respectively.

Table 3 provides a summary of the typical formal uncer-
tainties associated with each investigated parameter. Although
our analysis provides a lower and upper error for each parame-
ter, both were very similar (on average, less than 10% different
except for YHe), and we simply considered the average values for
the table.

Figure 3 displays the histograms of χ2 for the five quality
indicators described in Sect. 3.2.5. In each panel, the position of
the 3-σ value used to assign the quality flags is included. Ide-
ally, following Eq. (3), these values should gather around unity.
It is evident that all the histograms except the one related to the
wind strength have median values close to unity. This indicates
that the chosen 3-σ clipping value is sufficiently stringent and
that there are no significant systematic errors. In these cases, we
also obtained similar 3-σ values. However, the histogram associ-
ated with the wind strength (Hα) displays larger median and 3-σ
values, approximately three times larger. We will return to this
problem in Sect. 5.5.

Following the criteria described in Sect. 3.2.5, we assign one
of the four quality flags to each of the solutions. The percentages
of solutions associated with each of them are: 83% for q1, 9% for
q2, 7% for q3, and 1% for q4. Remarkably, we can see that most
of them are concentrated in q1, indicating an overall high quality
of our results. The second largest group corresponds to q2. This,

together with the fact that there are only six q4 cases, and those
in q3 correspond to spectra with low S/N or specific issues6, tells
us that the considered grid is suitable for the analysis of the stars
that fit within the boundaries of Teff and log g.

The basic information about the stars in the sample is sum-
marized in the first columns of Table D.1. They include an
identifiable name (ID) in the SIMBAD astronomical database
(Weis & Bomans 2020), the Galactic coordinates, and the spec-
tral classification. The following columns summarize the main
outcome of the analysis, including the estimates of the rotational
and macroturbulent velocities (columns v sin i and vmac), and the
estimates of Teff , log g, ξ, YHe and log Q (columns are named
with the abbreviations from Table 1). Except for Teff and log g,
each of these columns is preceded by an additional column “l,”
indicating which of the four possible scenarios for the probabil-
ity distribution applies (see Sect. 3.2.4). In particular, the upper
and lower limits are indicated with < and >, the degenerate cases
with “d,” and the rest are considered reliable with an equals sign
(=). An extra column named “q” indicates the corresponding
quality flag (q1–q4). The last two columns indicate the name of
the fits-file in the format of the IACOB spectroscopic database
corresponding to the best spectrum, and the associated S/N in
the 4000–5000 Å region.

As indicated in Sect. 1, metal abundances will be dis-
cussed in a forthcoming paper; however, we briefly summarize
here the main outcome of our spectroscopic analysis regard-
ing silicon abundances. Globally speaking, the associated dis-
tribution has a mean and a standard deviation of 7.46 and
0.14 dex, respectively. This result is consistent with Hunter et al.
(2009), who considered 56 Galactic B-stars (less than half of
which were supergiants) located in specific clusters, obtaining
ϵSi = 7.42± 0.07 dex. Also, we find a fairly good agreement with
Nieva & Przybilla (2012) who obtained ϵSi = 7.50± 0.05 dex
using a sample of 20 Galactic B-type dwarfs in the Solar
vicinity. Interestingly, the standard deviation of our distribu-
tion of estimated abundances is somewhat larger compared to

6 For example, the case shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 4, which cor-
responds to the X-ray binary system HD 226 868 (Cyg-X1) an O9.7Iab
star orbiting a black hole.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the results of the Teff and log g with previous studies in the literature. The acronyms follow those used in Table 4. The error
bars in the bottom right corners indicate the average uncertainty from our analysis (vertical axis) or from the literature (horizontal axis) except for
those from Weßmayer et al. (2022) for which a separate error bar in pink is included. The two shaded areas indicate a difference in Teff and log g of
1000 K and 0.1 dex, and 2000 K and 0.2 dex, respectively. The diagonal black line indicates the 1-to-1 agreement.

Table 4. Summary of the analyses used by other studies of Galactic luminous blue stars.

Reference Acronym Stars in Codes(a) Obtain ξ Resol. Comments(b)

paper common vmac? (km s−1)

McErlean et al. (1999) McEr99 29 TDS No ... 5000 Unblanketed models
Crowther et al. (2006) Crow06 22 CMFGEN No 10–40 ≲5000 Fixed YHe = 0.2
Searle et al. (2008) Sear08 17 CMFGEN No 10–50 ≲2000 Optical + UV spectra
Lefever et al. (2007) Lefe07 20 FASTWIND Yes 5/10/15 70 000 Fixed He and Si (solar)
Markova & Puls (2008) Mark08 3 FASTWIND Yes 4–20 15 000 Closest comparison
Haucke et al. (2018) Hauc18 16 FASTWIND Yes 5–25 13 000 Fixed He and Si (solar)
Weßmayer et al. (2022) Weßm22 5 ADS Yes 0–16 48 000 Use turbulent pressure

Notes. (a)TDS refers to TLUSTY, DETAIL, and SURFACE while ADS refers to ATLAS12, DETAIL, and SURFACE. (b) Solar He and Si
corresponds to YHe = 0.1 and ϵSi = 7.55, respectively.

Hunter et al. (2009), Nieva & Przybilla (2012), and also com-
pared with the typical uncertainties resulting from our analysis
(see Table 3); however, this could be related to the fact that,
as shown in de Burgos et al. (2020), our sample includes stars
from many different locations and is certainly not limited to stars
within 500 pc from the Sun as in Nieva & Przybilla (2012), but
up to 3–4 kpc instead. Further results and discussions on these
issues will be presented in a follow-up study.

4.2. Comparison with previous results

Figure 5 compares our results for Teff and log g with other
relevant studies in the literature that also performed quantita-
tive spectroscopic analysis on small- or medium-sized samples
of Galactic luminous blue stars. They are separated into two
groups to better illustrate the differences. Table 4 summa-
rizes the main characteristics of the different analyses used by
those works and the number of stars in common. The table
also includes the different acronyms used to refer to each of
those works. In most cases, they have made use of the atmo-
spheric codes CMFGEN (Hillier & Miller 1998), or FASTWIND
as also done here. Other cases include the use of TLUSTY
(Hubeny 1988) or ATLAS12 (Kurucz 2005) combined with
DETAIL (Giddings 1981) and SURFACE (Butler & Giddings
1985). In McErlean et al. (1999), Crowther et al. (2006), and
Searle et al. (2008) (first and third panels of Fig. 5), the typ-
ical formal uncertainties in Teff and log g are ≈2000 K and
≈0.2 dex, respectively. In Lefever et al. (2007), Markova &
Puls (2008), and Haucke et al. (2018) (second and fourth pan-
els), the uncertainties are on average ≈800 K and ≈0.1 dex,

respectively. Weßmayer et al. (2022) claims the smallest average
uncertainties of ≈250 K and ≈0.05 dex. We note that, except for
Weßmayer et al. (2022), the quoted uncertainties are systemati-
cally larger than those reached in our analysis (see Table 3); this
is mostly a consequence of our analysis method and the way our
uncertainties are derived.

The different strategies and methodologies used in those
works made it very difficult to assess the overall agreement
with our results, as well as to carry out individual comparisons.
Despite this, we provide some individual notes and try to explain
the reasons for some of the more notorious differences.

First, we find a good overall agreement with the results of
McErlean et al. (1999), one of the first studies attempting to
derive spectroscopic parameters for a large sample of BSGs.
Most of the results lie within ±1000 K and ±0.1 dex as shown
in the corresponding panels of Fig. 5. This is interesting as it is
a study with large differences in the methodology, as they used
plane-parallel geometry and unblanketed models.

The comparison with Crowther et al. (2006) also shows
a very similar situation. However, one main difference from
this work is their use of a fixed YHe = 0.2 which, as shown
in Sect. 5.4), is not a representative value for the majority of
the analyzed luminous blue stars. Comparing the fit quality for
those stars with differences in Teff or log g larger than 1000 K or
0.1 dex, respectively, we find a typically better quality from our
results.

In the case of Searle et al. (2008), we observe a larger scat-
ter of the differences, both in Teff and log g. The latter was also
found by the authors themselves when comparing with Crowther
et al. (2006), being of the order of 0.1–0.2 dex. Despite that they
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attributed this difference to wind contamination of the Balmer
lines, one also finds differences in some diagnostic metallic lines
and significant discrepancies between their fitted and observed
spectra.

The differences with McErlean et al. (1999), Crowther
et al. (2006), and especially Searle et al. (2008) might also be
attributed to the much lower resolutions used in those works
compared to our data. Moreover, none of these works accounted
for macroturbulent broadening, which can represent an impor-
tant contribution to the shapes of the lines.

Our comparison with Lefever et al. (2007) shows the largest
discrepancies with our results, with lower Teff and log g values
for many of the stars in common. One reason for this difference
could be their (much) lower number of diagnostic lines compared
to other studies. In particular, they only used Hγ as the primary
gravity indicator and He I λ4471.47 Å in the second place. For
Teff they used either the Si II 4130 Å doublet or the Si III 4560 Å
triplet. They also adopted a fixed solar silicon abundance, which
can also affect the determination of the effective temperature.

The study by Markova & Puls (2008) represents the closest
comparison to our methodology. However, the number of stars
in common is very limited. Nevertheless, we observe a good
agreement for almost all stars in common.

The results from Haucke et al. (2018) show a good agree-
ment for half of the stars in common, with the other half having
lower Teff and log g values than in our case. For these stars, we
found (as also by the authors) that their Teff and log g values are
systematically lower compared to other studies such as Crowther
et al. (2006) or Searle et al. (2008).

Last, our results compared to Weßmayer et al. (2022) show
a good agreement despite the different methodologies and the
fact that they account for the effects of turbulent pressure on the
models. We could only identify a slight trend toward lower Teff
in their case. The authors suggested (via private communication)
that the differences are likely due to differences in the silicon
model, especially affecting some Si II lines (see Weßmayer et al.
2022, for more details).

In summary, we do not see any particular trend in our results
that may indicate a problem with our models or with the anal-
ysis technique. We also do not find particular differences when
comparing the results obtained with FASTWIND or CMFGEN.
Regarding the largest differences, they were attributed in the first
place to specific reasons related to the fit quality (e.g., Searle
et al. 2008), or the absence of diagnostic lines (e.g., Lefever et al.
2007).

4.3. Teff–spectral type calibration

Several studies have obtained calibrations of spectral type
against Teff for Galactic BSGs in the past (see Lefever et al. 2007;
Markova & Puls 2008; Searle et al. 2008; Haucke et al. 2018).
These calibrations are, however, based on samples of relatively
small size, with no more than a few tens of targets in the best
cases. Here, we benefit from our much larger sample to provide
a revised calibration. Figure 6 shows Teff as a function of spectral
type for those analyzed stars with luminosity classes Ia, Iab, and
Ib. To avoid spurious results associated with the use of erroneous
spectral classifications (as those provided by SIMBAD in many
cases, see de Burgos et al. 2023, and Sect. 4.4), we highlight with
blue dot symbols those stars with reliable spectral classifications
as provided by Sota et al. (2011, 2014), de Burgos et al. (2020,
2023), and Negueruela et al. (2024).

Using only those stars in the former group, we performed
both a linear and a third-order polynomial fit (the latter option

Fig. 6. Teff against spectral type for stars with luminosity class I. The
blue dots correspond to stars with revised classifications (see Sect. 4.3),
whereas the gray dots correspond to stars whose classification corre-
sponds to the default provided by SIMBAD. The dashed orange and
cyan lines correspond to a first- and third-order polynomial fit to the
stars in blue. Some previous calibrations from the literature are also
included for comparison.

first proposed by Lefever et al. 2007), accounting for individual
errors in Teff . The resulting calibrations are:

Teff = 27719 − 3754x (K)

Teff = 27597 − 4104x + 130x2 + 33x3 (K)

where x is the spectral type adopting O9 = –1, B0 = 0, and
so on. Additionally, the 1-σ uncertainties for each spectral
type are: O9± 1300 K, B0± 1500 K, B1± 700 K, B2± 700 K,
B3± 600 K, where for the B4- and B5-type stars, they are not
provided due to the reduced number of objects.

As illustrated in Fig. 6, both calibrations (indicated with
black and gray dashed lines, respectively) are almost identical
from O9 down to B3-type stars, but significantly differ for later
types. We also see a much larger scatter in Teff for those stars
whose classifications are directly extracted from SIMBAD (gray
dot symbols).

Compared to previous calibrations by Lefever et al. (2007),
Markova & Puls (2008), and Haucke et al. (2018), their regres-
sion curves seem to agree with our results only for B0-type
objects, differing by 1–3 kK for O9 and B1–B5 spectral types.
The explanation for this difference is the considerably smaller
number of targets considered by these authors, together with the
change of slope beyond the B5 spectral types, which notably
modify the polynomial fits. Taking into account the improved
statistics, our calibration is clearly more robust than the other
three.

4.4. Spectroscopic HR diagram

The location of the sample stars in the spectroscopic
Hertzsprung–Russell diagram (hereafter sHR diagram Langer
& Kudritzki 2014) is shown in Fig. 7, where we also indicate
the boundaries of our model grid. Along with the stars in our
study, the figure also includes 191 O-type stars from Holgado
et al. (2018, 2020, 2022, hereafter Hol18-22).

The colors in Fig. 7 indicate the luminosity class of the stars
as listed in Table D.1. In particular, for most of the stars in the
sample, we adopted the recommended classifications quoted in
SIMBAD. However, as shown in de Burgos et al. (2023), for
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Fig. 7. sHR diagram showing our results from the analysis for 527 stars with O9–B5 spectral type color-coded by their luminosity class, and 191
O-type stars from Hol18-22 in gray. The boundaries of our model grid are indicated with a rectangle. The shaded area indicates the approximate
region where our results correspond to the upper or lower limits (see Sect. 3.2.4). The approximate separation between the O- and B-type stars is
indicated with a dotted diagonal black line. For reference, the figure includes nonrotating evolutionary tracks with solar metallicity from the Geneva
and Bonn models (Ekström et al. 2012; Georgy et al. 2013; Brott et al. 2011, respectively). Intervals of the same age difference are marked with
purple crosses for Geneva and green triangles for Bonn, which are connected with dashed and dash-dotted lines of the same color. The dash-dotted
gray lines indicate different constant log g values.

B-type stars, a nonnegligible number of luminosity classes in
SIMBAD are incorrect or not even provided (see also Fig. 6).
While we plan to review the spectral classifications of all B-type
stars in our sample following the guidelines of Negueruela et al.
(2024), for this work we keep using the SIMBAD classifications
except for those ≈120 stars for which we have published revised
spectral types and luminosity classes (see de Burgos et al. 2020,
2023; Negueruela et al. 2024). These revised classifications rep-
resent an improvement for supergiant stars (see for comparison
Fig. 5 in de Burgos et al. 2023).

As illustrated in Fig. 7 (see also Sect. 2), the majority of
stars in our sample (≈70%) comprise stars with luminosity
classes I and II, especially toward cooler temperatures (below
Teff ≲ 29 kK, see also Fig. 8). However, there is also a nonneg-
ligible number of objects with luminosity class III, IV and V.
Despite most of them being located close to the hot boundary of
the investigated domain, there is still a fraction of objects from
this latter group whose location in the sHR diagram overlaps
with the region predominantly populated by stars with classes I
and II. Following the criteria formulated in Negueruela et al.
(2024), we revised the spectral classification for those class-V
stars that overlap with the location of stars with luminosity
class I, II, and III. Appendix C shows that almost all of them
actually correspond to stars with class-III.

This result warns us again about the use of unchecked spec-
tral classifications from SIMBAD. It also highlights the urgent
need for a systematic revision of an important percentage of the
known B-type stars, following a similar homogeneous approach
as the work performed by Maíz Apellániz et al. (2011, 2016);
Sota et al. (2011, 2014) in the case of O-type stars.

5. Discussion

5.1. An empirical hint for the terminal-age main sequence
in the high-mass domain

The empirical identification of the location of the terminal-age
main sequence (TAMS) provides important constraints for sev-
eral physical phenomena occurring in the interior of stars along
the main sequence, including core overshooting processes, and
the impact of rotational mixing and magnetic fields, among
others (see, e.g., Meynet & Maeder 2000; Vink et al. 2000;
Maeder & Meynet 2005; Schootemeijer et al. 2019; Martinet
et al. 2021; Scott et al. 2021). Above ≈3 M⊙, once hydrogen is
exhausted in the convective core and the TAMS is reached, stars
suffer from a rapid reconfiguration of their internal structure
while evolving approximately at constant luminosity. In brief,
they increase considerably their size (and hence the effective
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Fig. 8. Histogram of effective temperatures for all the stars in Fig. 7,
color-coded by luminosity class. The approximate separation between
O- and B-type stars is indicated with a dashed vertical black line.

temperature decreases), while the inert core is contracting. As
a consequence of the short time-scale of this process, the rela-
tive number of stars in a volume-limited sample detected on the
cool side of the TAMS is expected to be considerably lower than
those populating the main sequence.

Figure 8 depicts a histogram of the effective temperatures
of the stars shown in Fig. 7. The relative number of stars in
each bin steadily increases from the hot end down to ≈21 kK,
where a clearly noticeable drop is detected. As indicated above,
this drop might roughly delineate the location of the empirical
TAMS in the mass range between 15 and 85 M⊙. Interestingly,
this severe drop in the number of stars is located 5–7 kK below
the theoretical TAMS predicted by the single-star evolutionary
models of Ekström et al. (2012). Alternatively, if compared to
the single-star models of Brott et al. (2011), the location of the
drop overlaps well with the theoretical TAMS for masses below
40 M⊙, but for masses above, the TAMS is shifted to temper-
atures ≈10 kK cooler. The large difference between both sets
of models is mainly related to the different treatment of angu-
lar momentum transport (Ekström et al. 2012, advective; Brott
et al. 2011, diffusive), and the different size of the core-overshoot
parameter (lower in Ekström et al. 2012), where the latter has a
large impact on the main-sequence lifetimes.

While the presence of BSGs beyond the theoretically pre-
dicted main sequence in single-star evolutionary models has
been known for a while (see, for example, Fitzpatrick &
Garmany 1990; Castro et al. 2014, using photometric and spec-
troscopic observations, respectively), our work implies a higher
statistical significance, given the large sample of stars homoge-
neously analyzed here. Should this location of the TAMS be
confirmed, not all BSGs would be He-core burning post-MS
stars, with a possible significant fraction of them (mostly those
with spectral types earlier than B3) being H-core burning objects
(see also previous hints by Vink et al. 2010; Brott et al. 2011;
Castro et al. 2014; McEvoy et al. 2015).

However, the possibility of other evolutionary channels pop-
ulating this part of the sHR diagram, mainly invoking post-mass
transfer binaries and mergers (see Marchant & Bodensteiner
2023, and references therein), but also post-red supergiant stages
through blue loops (e.g., Stothers & Chin 1975; Martinet et al.
2021; Zhao et al. 2023), complicates a definitive identification

Fig. 9. sHR diagram of the 527 stars in the sample and 191 O-type
stars from Hol18-22, all color-coded by v sin i. The bottom and right
subpanels show v sin i against Teff and logL, respectively. The boundary
limits of our grid of models are marked with dashed black lines. The
evolutionary tracks are the same as in Fig. 7 for Geneva models.

of BSGs as main sequence or post-main sequence objects just
accounting from the simple picture described above. In addition,
the potential impact of observational biases, as well as sampling
effects related to the initial mass function and the age range of
the compiled sample should be taken into account in any attempt
to explain the observed distribution of stars presented in Fig. 7.

For example, despite one would expect a more or less con-
stant distribution of stars as a function of effective temperature
along the main sequence evolution, the relative number of stars
in the Teff range ≈30–20 kK is noticeably larger than in the ≈40–
30 kK range (see Fig. 8). This could be partially explained by the
effect of a Malmquist bias affecting our magnitude-limited sam-
ple (see de Burgos et al. 2023, for a detailed discussion). Since
mid B-type supergiants are expected to be intrinsically brighter
in the optical than other supergiants with similar luminosities but
earlier spectral types, the distances reached for the former group
are much larger than for the latter; hence, an overabundance of
mid-to-late BSGs is expected in our sample. This strengthens
our suggestion that the TAMS might be located at ≈21 kK if
we assume the drop in density of stars as a function of Teff as
empirical evidence of the position of the TAMS.

5.2. Rotational properties

Figure 9 shows an sHR diagram with the same stars as in Fig. 7,
but color-coded by their projected rotational velocities. The cen-
tral panel is complemented with another two (right and bottom
subpanels) in which the measured v sin i values are directly
confronted against logL and Teff , respectively.

As observed for Galactic O-type stars (see Holgado et al.
2022, and references therein), two main components can also
be clearly distinguished in the v sin i distribution when moving
to the BSG domain (see also Fig. 10): one main component
(comprising about 70% of the sample) with projected rotational
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Fig. 10. Distribution of v sin i separating the stars in the sample in four
groups of different Teff ranges, as shown in the legends. The panels show
the different histograms, indicating with a dash-dotted line the mean
v sin i values as derived from an iterative 2-σ clipping. In each panel the
corresponding cumulative distribution and the percentage of stars with
v sin i < 100 km s−1 is also included.

velocities ranging from ≈10 km s−1 to ≈100 km s−1, and a tail
of fast rotating stars reaching values of ≈400 km s−1. While the
main component is present in the full range of covered effective
temperatures, the tail of fast rotators disappears below ≈20 kK
(see bottom panel of Fig. 9).

The existence of a bimodal v sin i distribution in the O star
domain has been known for several decades (see, e.g., Conti
& Ebbets 1977). This is also the case for the clear drop found
in the Teff–v sin i diagram at Teff ≈ 21 kK (see bottom panel of
Fig. 9), which has previously been identified by several authors
(see, e.g., Howarth et al. 1997; Vink et al. 2010; Fraser et al. 2010;
Brott et al. 2011), including our previous work (de Burgos et al.
2023), where we found its location around the B2-type stars with
luminosity class I and II.

A theoretical explanation for the occurrence of a bimodal dis-
tribution (proposed by de Mink et al. 2013) invokes the effect

of mass transfer in binary systems, implying the spin-up of the
gainer. In this scenario, which has found empirical support by
Holgado et al. (2022) and Britavskiy et al. (2023), the tail of fast
rotators is mostly populated by post-interaction binary products,
and the observed v sin i distribution is not necessarily represen-
tative of the initial spin-rate at birth of the investigated samples.
This hypothesis leaves room for the possibility that the low-v sin i
component of the distribution mostly comprises stars which have
not interacted with any companion, while also including some
fast rotating stars seen with a low inclination angle, as well
as potential mergers spun-down by magnetic fields (see, e.g.,
Schneider et al. 2016; Keszthelyi et al. 2019).

Thanks to the large sample of stars for which we have
obtained v sin i, Teff , logL, and log Q estimates, and as a follow-
up of the work started in Holgado et al. (2022), we can eval-
uate with good statistical significance and robustness how the
observed v sin i distribution is modified as stars evolve. To this
end, we use Teff as a proxy of evolution, but also take into
account that in the binary channel the direct relation between
the Teff and age breaks down.

Figure 10 depicts the histograms of v sin i for four subsamples
of stars covering, from top to bottom, decreasing ranges of Teff .
In particular, we consider three subsamples covering the region
between our hotter Teff boundary and the speculated location of
the TAMS (see Sect. 5.1), plus a fourth one comprising the sup-
posedly post-MS region. In all cases, we mark the location of
the mean v sin i associated with the low-v sin i component of the
distribution and indicate the percentage of stars that have a v sin i
below 100 km s−1.

Regarding the low-v sin i component, both Fig. 10 and the
bottom subpanel of Fig. 9 show a slow decrease in its character-
istic v sin i (from 60 to 54 km s−1 in the Teff range between 40
and 21 kK, and from this later value down to 37 km s−1 when
considering the cooler stars in the sample). This result is consis-
tent with recent findings by Holgado et al. (2022) for the case
of O-type stars, but also extending them further to lower effec-
tive temperatures. Despite the widely predicted loss of angular
momentum due to stellar winds, the detected surface braking
in the low-v sin i component is almost negligible throughout the
considered range of effective temperatures. As suggested by
Holgado et al. (2022), this might be pointing toward the exis-
tence of an efficient mechanism transporting angular momentum
from the stellar core to the surface along the main sequence. This
statement might also be supported by the almost constant per-
centage of stars with v sin i > 100 km s−1, as well as the maximum
v sin i values detected in the tail of fast rotators in stars rang-
ing from the zero-age main sequence (ZAMS) to the suggested
location of the TAMS (see Holgado et al. 2022, and Sect. 5.1).

Regarding the drop in v sin i at Teff ≈ 21 kK, as pointed out by
Vink et al. (2010), it could be either an indicator of the end of the
main sequence or the result of an enhanced angular momentum
loss at the theoretically predicted bi-stability jump (Pauldrach
& Puls 1990; Vink et al. 1999, 2000)7 When considering this
latter possibility, we must remember that the exact location and
characteristics of the bi-stability jump remain a debated question
(see Petrov et al. 2016; Krtička et al. 2024). There is not even
consensus on the predicted occurrence of a significant increase
in the mass loss rate when the star is crossing from the hotter
to the cooler side of the bi-stability jump (Björklund et al. 2021,
2023). Furthermore, as described in Sect. 5.5, the behavior of our
measured wind strength does not support a strong change of the

7 The proposed location of the bi-stability jump in Vink et al. (2000)
for the range of luminosities of the considered BSGs is ≈25 kK.
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Fig. 11. sHR diagram of the stars in the sample color-coded by the ξ.
The bottom and right subpanels show ξ against Teff and logL, respec-
tively. Results of ξ considered as upper or lower limits, or degenerated
are excluded. The evolutionary tracks are the same as in Fig. 7 for
Geneva models.

mass-loss rate properties around the effective temperature where
the drop in v sin i is detected. Thus, we are still left with the ques-
tion of what causes the observed drop in the v sin i distribution
as a function of Teff .

5.3. Microturbulence and macroturbulence

Current analyses of the atmospheres of O- and B-type stars
require the consideration of two broadening parameters, termed
microturbulence (see, e.g., McErlean et al. 1998; Smith &
Howarth 1998; Vink et al. 2000) and macroturbulence (e.g.,
Ryans et al. 2002; Simón-Díaz & Herrero 2014; Simón-Díaz
et al. 2017), for which their exact physical origin is yet unknown.
Figure 11 presents our derived microturbulences. Previous stud-
ies based on smaller numbers of stars in the B-stars domain have
shown that supergiants have larger microturbulence values than
giants and dwarfs (Gies & Lambert 1992; Hunter et al. 2007,
2008; Lefever et al. 2007; Markova & Puls 2008; Weßmayer
et al. 2022). Benefiting from a much larger sample of stars, we
investigated whether a connection between the spectroscopic
luminosity and the microturbulence is statistically sound. A
Spearman’s rank-order correlation of our results delivers a
coefficient of ρ= 0.82 with a significance level of 95%, indi-
cating the hypothesis of statistical independence between both
quantities can be rejected.

Concerning the variation of ξ with respect to Teff for lumi-
nous blue stars (see, for example Markova & Puls 2008), we
obtained a median value of 20 km s−1 for O9–B0.5, 17 km s−1

in the B0.5–B2 range, 15 km s−1 at B2–B4 type, and 12 km s−1

for B5 and later. We also notice an increased relative and abso-
lute scatter toward the hotter Teff end, being particularly broad at
Teff ≈ 26 kK, whereas a smaller scatter is present at the cool end.

Our derived macroturbulent velocities (vmac), combined with
those from Hol18-22 for O-type stars, essentially reproduce the
previous findings by Simón-Díaz et al. (2017) in terms of the
dependencies with respect Teff and logL, and hence are not

Fig. 12. Macroturbulence against microturbulence for the sample of
stars, color-coded by their log(L/L⊙). The sample is limited to those
stars with v sin i < 100 km s−1. A linear fit is included and is indicated by
a dashed diagonal black line.

repeated here. However, we go beyond that study in terms of
investigating a potential correlation between ξ and vmac. Inter-
estingly, Fig. 12 shows that a positive correlation does exist. To
quantify this correlation we calculated Spearman’s correlation
coefficient, which resulted in ρ= 0.71 at a significance level of
95%. This result deserves a follow-up, more in-depth study since
it might indicate a connection between the physical drivers of the
two broadening mechanisms.

Several plausible scenarios have been proposed to explain
the occurrence of these two spectral line-broadening features.
Among them, Cantiello et al. (2009) suggests that microtur-
bulence originates in subsurface convective zones, whereas
Grassitelli et al. (2015) and Cantiello et al. (2021) propose the
same origin for macroturbulence. As an alternative, Aerts et al.
(2009) suggested the collective pulsational velocity broadening
due to gravity modes as a physical explanation for the macrotur-
bulent broadening in hot massive stars. More recently, Aerts &
Rogers (2015) extended further the proposed connection between
macroturbulence and stellar variability phenomena by linking
both through the effect of convectively driven waves originat-
ing in the stellar core (see also Edelmann et al. 2019; Lecoanet
& Edelmann 2023; Anders et al. 2023). This latter scenario has
been further explored by Bowman et al. (2019a,b, 2020), who
also showed evidence of a correlation between the amplitude of
observed stochastic low-frequency photometric variability, and
the amount of measured macroturbulent broadening.

Overall, despite the various alternatives proposed, no firm
conclusions have been reached yet (see, e.g., Simón-Díaz et al.
2017; Godart et al. 2017; Bowman et al. 2020; Cantiello et al.
2021). In these regards, the empirical correlations presented
here and in Simón-Díaz et al. (2017), together with results from
parallel works investigating the connection between macrotur-
bulent broadening and photometric and line-profile variability
(e.g., Simón-Díaz et al. 2010, 2017; Bowman et al. 2020) open
new avenues to find more conclusive answers about the physi-
cal origin and potential connection between these two ubiquitous
features.

5.4. Surface helium abundance

Together with nitrogen and carbon, a consistent determination
of the surface abundances of helium in O- and B-type stars

A228, page 13 of 22



de Burgos, A., et al.: A&A, 687, A228 (2024)

Fig. 13. sHR diagram of the stars in the sample plus 191 O-type stars
from Hol18-22, color-coded by helium abundance. We adopted YHe
≈ 0.10 as the lowest possible value. The bottom and right subpanels
show YHe against Teff and logL, respectively. The various subgroups
of stars listed in Table 5 are indicated with red solid lines. Results con-
sidered as lower limits or degenerate are excluded. The bottom subpanel
includes a horizontal dotted line at YHe = 0.13. The evolutionary tracks
are the same as in Fig. 7 for Geneva models.

can help to constrain the impact of internal mixing processes
along the main sequence evolution (see, e.g., Martins et al. 2005;
Rivero González et al. 2012; Carneiro et al. 2016; Grin et al.
2017). Furthermore, it can be used to identify the occurrence of
mass transfer and merger events in massive binaries (see, e.g.,
Langer 2012; Langer et al. 2020; de Mink et al. 2013; Glebbeek
et al. 2013; Schneider et al. 2016; Sen et al. 2022; Menon et al.
2023) and, ultimately, better identify the evolutionary status of
the investigated targets (e.g., whether they are in a H- or He-core
burning stage; see, Georgy et al. 2021, and references therein).

Figure 13 shows the sHR diagram for the estimated surface
abundances of helium in our BSG and O-star sample. As in
previous similar figures, we also present two subpanels to investi-
gate potential dependencies between this quantity and logL and
Teff , respectively.

Globally speaking, our results cover the range YHe = 0.10–
0.23, with few exceptions. For the discussion below, and based
on the median of our results plus the average of all the error esti-
mates for our sample stars, we define YHe = 0.13 as the threshold
for a star to be considered He-enriched. We find that 20% of the
stars in our sample have a surface helium abundance above this
limit, of which only 7% display YHe > 0.16.

The right and bottom subpanels of Fig. 13 do not show any
clear correlation between the amount of He surface enrichment
and logL or Teff . To further investigate the potential correla-
tion between these three quantities, also taking into account
the v sin i of the stars, Table 5 summarizes some information
of interest regarding the percentages of stars with YHe > 0.13.
This information is associated with subsamples of stars located
within the 12 panels highlighted in red in Fig. 13. Specifically,
we have selected three ranges in Teff that presumably cover the

Table 5. Summary properties of He-enriched stars, separated in groups
of different Teff and log(L/L⊙), as indicated in the second and third
columns.

Pa
ne

l log(L/L⊙) Teff All He-enriched (YHe > 0.13) (a)

range range # All low - high -
(dex) (kK) v sin i v sin i

a

4.
35

–4
.1

0 40–34 25 62% 57% 64%
b 34–27 78 19% 16% 25%
c 27–20 42 21% 24% 0%
d 20–14 18 26% 26% –

e

4.
10

–3
.8

5 40–34 69 18% 12% 22%
f 34–27 63 10% 0% 26%
g 27–20 106 15% 12% 21%
h 20–14 21 0% 0% –

i

3.
85

–3
.6

0 40–34 36 10% 5% 20%
j 34–27 34 19% 14% 29%
k 27–20 47 18% 11% 38%
l 20–14 14 7% 8% 0%

Notes. The first column refers to the panels displayed in Fig. 13.
(a) Low- and high-v sin i refer to stars with v sin i below or above
100 km s−1, respectively. The indicated percentages have been computed
with respect to the total number of stars in each v sin i subgroup within
the corresponding panel. (b) Abundances from Holgado (2019) are used
for the 191 O-stars shown in Fig. 13.

main sequence (see Sect. 5.1), plus a fourth one corresponding
to stars with Teff < 20 kK (i.e., to the cooler side of the suggested
empirical TAMS).

Regarding stars with Teff > 20 kK, the most remarkable result
is the particularly large percentage of He-enriched stars in panel
a (reaching ≈60%); all other panels with Teff > 20 kK show
only ≈10 to 20% of He-enriched objects, again without any
correlation between this quantity and Teff or logL. The statis-
tics associated with the rightmost panels in Fig. 13 (d, h, and
l) show a different behavior, with a much lower percentage of
He-enriched stars (except for panel d).

Another interesting result is that in those panels where there
is a clearly bimodal v sin i distribution (namely those with Teff
> 20 kK, see bottom subpanel of Fig. 13), the percentage of
He-enriched stars in the tail of fast rotators is systematically
higher (except for panel c) than for the main low-v sin i com-
ponent. A two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test indicates that,
with a 95% confidence, both groups (now also considering the
non-He-enriched stars) do not arise from the same probability
distribution for the surface helium abundance. This might be
explained by attributing a different origin to the He-enriched
stars in both low-v sin i and fast-rotating stellar populations.

While we expect these results to serve as guidelines for
future, in-depth comparisons of single and binary evolution
model predictions, we provide here some first hints which can
be extracted from the information in Table 5. First, we evaluate
the possibility that He-enriched stars originate from single-star
evolution. For this, we compare with evolutionary model pre-
dictions from Brott et al. (2011), Ekström et al. (2012), and
Keszthelyi et al. (2022). Among them, only the models by
Ekström et al. (2012) with an initial rotational velocity of 40%
of critical rotation can explain some (but certainly not all, see
below) of the percentages of stars with YHe > 0.13 quoted in
Table 5. The alternative computations by Brott et al. (2011), and
Keszthelyi et al. (2022) do not produce any remarkable
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He-enrichment along those main sequence tracks crossing any
of the various red panels highlighted in Fig. 13.

Exploring further the evolutionary models computations by
Ekström et al. (2012), we have found that they can, at maxi-
mum, explain 40–50% of the detected stars with He-enriched
surfaces. Basically, these are targets with low and intermediate
projected rotational velocities (v sin i < 100–150 km s−1) in pan-
els a, b, e, and f. Whereas the observed percentage of stars with
He-enriched surfaces is systematically larger within the tail of
fast rotators (see above and Table 5), Ekström et al. (2012), on the
other hand, predict that those stars with a clearly detected enrich-
ment of helium should have also suffered from a significant
braking of the stellar surface.

All this, together with the increasing empirical evidence indi-
cating that main sequence massive stars might not be suffering
from such a significant surface braking (see Sect. 5.2) leaves us
with the necessity for an alternative scenario to explain an impor-
tant fraction (if not all) of the detected He-enriched stars in our
sample, particularly those with v sin i > 150 km s−1. In this con-
text, given the high percentage of massive stars born in binary
and multiple systems, and the high probability of an interac-
tion during their evolution (see Marchant & Bodensteiner 2023,
and references therein), stars that exhibit helium surface enrich-
ment might be the result of binary interaction. For fast-rotating
objects, they could be the gainers of post-interaction systems in
which the mass transfer event occurs when the initially more
massive star has evolved beyond the main sequence (i.e., case B
mass transfer Langer et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2020; Klencki et al.
2020; Sen et al. 2022). Moreover, some of the He-enriched low-
v sin i stars could be the products of merger events, including
cases in which the merging occurs when one or both compo-
nents are close to or beyond the TAMS (see Podsiadlowski et al.
1992; Langer 2012; Schneider et al. 2016). Therefore, a more
thorough investigation of the various possibilities opened by the
binary channel, incorporating information about C, N, and O
surface abundances and new predictions from single and binary
evolutionary models, is hence certainly needed.

5.5. Wind properties

At present, several NLTE atmospheric codes are able to
treat spherically extended atmospheres with winds (assuming
radiative equilibrium). In this work we used FASTWIND (see
Sect. 3.2.1), but other available codes are CMFGEN (Hillier &
Miller 1998), POWR (Gräfener et al. 2002; Hamann & Gräfener
2004), WM-BASIC (Pauldrach et al. 2001), or PHOENIX
(Hauschildt 1992). A major challenge in reproducing the
observed spectral lines affected by stellar winds is accounting
for the inhomogeneities (clumping) of these winds (see Puls
et al. 2008, and references therein). Such inhomogeneities can
only be described by adopting a large number of free parame-
ters (particularly, when modeling optically thick clumping, see,
Sundqvist & Puls 2018), which significantly increase the com-
plexity. However, recent studies have gradually tried to improve
this scenario (see, e.g., Hawcroft et al. 2021; Brands et al. 2022;
Bernini-Peron et al. 2023), since empirical constraints are key to
derive important wind properties such as mass-loss rates.

In this work, we limit the discussion of such wind properties
to our results for the wind-strength parameter8 and its relation to

8 Here derived adopting an unclumped wind; however, when replacing
Ṁ by Ṁ

√
fcl in the definition of Q (with fcl the conventional clumping

factor for optically thin clumping), the Q-values derived in this work
remain roughly valid also for inhomogeneous winds.

Fig. 14. sHR diagram of the stars in the sample color-coded by log Q.
The bottom and right subpanels in each panel show this quantity against
Teff and logL, respectively. Cases in which log Q is degenerate are
excluded (see Sect. 4.1). All panels include 191 O-type stars from Hol18-
22 (gray circles). The evolutionary tracks are the same as in Fig. 7 for
Geneva models.

Fig. 15. Same as Fig. 14, but the color-coding represents the different
shapes of the Hα line as classified in de Burgos et al. (2023, see also
labels within the bottom right inset).

the morphology of the Hα line. In addition, more detailed inves-
tigations on the actual mass-loss rates and clumping properties
will be presented in a forthcoming study.

Figure 14 displays the stars from Fig. 7, now colored by
log Q. The results from Hol18-22 have been included for ref-
erence (in gray). The bottom subpanel shows two main and
important features. First, our results do not show evidence for
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increasing mass-loss rates over the bi-stability region toward
lower Teff . Instead, we observe a slow decay of the maximum
log Q values, with log Q ≈−13 in the 20–25 kK range. Second,
we find a clear separation of two groups of stars below ≈22 kK,
one with log Q ≳−13.6, and another one at (or below) log Q
≈−14.0. We will return to this bimodal distribution later, when
discussing the observed Hα morphology. Moreover, a diagonal
gap dividing O- and B-type stars seems to be present.

The right-hand subpanel displays increasing log Q values
with increasing logL. This feature is expected since stars closer
to the Eddington limit should and indeed do possess stronger
stellar winds driven by intense radiation (see, e.g., Abbott 1980;
Pauldrach et al. 1986). We also note that the wind strengths of
stars with log(L/L⊙) ≲ 3.9 dex are considerably weaker (log Q
≲−13.25) than those for values above.

Due to our neglect of wind inhomogeneities, discrepancies
between the synthetic spectra from our best-fitting models and
observations are to be expected, at least if the clumping prop-
erties would vary as a function of location (which seems to
be the case, e.g., Najarro et al. 2011). In fact, these neglected
inhomogeneities are the most likely contributors to the larger χ2

values associated with the Hα line (see Fig. 3). Interestingly, the
majority of cases where Hα could not be reproduced by our mod-
eling correspond to profiles either displaying emission in both
line wings or a P Cygni shape with very strong emission in the
red wing. In some of these cases, the models were also unable
to reproduce the shape of Hβ if it was not in pure absorption.
Despite this, these results significantly increase the number of
luminous blue stars for which wind-densities have been derived,
compared to previous studies (see, e.g., Markova & Puls 2008;
Haucke et al. 2018).

To enable an investigation of the relation between the wind
strength and line-profile morphology of typical wind lines, in
de Burgos et al. (2023) we carried out a visual classification of
the shape of the Hα and Hβ line profiles. We accounted for six
different line profiles: Pure emission profiles when the profile is
in emission above the normalized flux, P Cygni-shape profiles
when the emission is only in the red part of the line profile, red
filling profiles when the red wing of the line is filled up to the
continuum, double subpeak profiles when both wings of the line
are filled or in emission above the normalized flux, core filled
profiles when the core is filled to some degree, and absorption
profiles when the line is in absorption. Using this classifica-
tion, Fig. 15 shows, for the first time, the morphological map for
Hα in the sHR diagram for our BSG sample. The central panel
shows a gradient of profile types toward lower Teff and higher
logL, from absorption profiles to profiles with double subpeak,
to profiles where the red-wing is filled or in emission, to those
cases with pure emission. This gradient agrees very well with
our previous findings in de Burgos et al. (2023) using the spectral
classifications.

Another, even more interesting feature is displayed in the
bottom subpanel: here, the separation of stars above and below
log Q ≈ −13.6 (cf. Fig. 14) is even more evident, since stars from
each group differ significantly regarding their Hα morphology.
In particular, the low-log Q group consists of absorption profiles,
whereas those with large log Q mostly comprise P Cygni-shape
profiles. This separation is also present with respect to luminos-
ity class. Those stars above log Q ≈ −13.6 all correspond to Ia
luminosities, whereas for those other stars below log Q ≈ −13.6,
the majority corresponds to Ib and II.

On the other hand, from the central panel, we see that the
majority of core-filled profiles are located at spectral type O9 and

log(L/L⊙) ≈ 4.2 dex (above the absorption profiles). Similarly,
most of the profiles exhibiting pure emission are concentrated
around B0 I type stars. Moreover, we also note the presence of
a few stars with Hα in pure emission, located at log(L/L⊙)
< 3.8 dex, where absorption profiles dominate. Their location in
the sHR diagram suggests that these objects might be Be stars.

6. Concluding remarks

We conducted a quantitative spectroscopic analysis of high-
resolution and high signal-to-noise optical spectra of 527
Galactic O9–B5 stars, collected from the IACOB spectroscopic
database and the ESO public archive. The outcome of our anal-
ysis represents the most extensive collection of homogeneously
determined spectroscopic parameters of Galactic BSG stars built
to date, superseding previous attempts by more than one order
of magnitude. This study aims to advance our understanding of
the evolutionary nature of massive stars, also establishing new
empirical anchor points for state-of-the-art and future model
computations.

The spectroscopic analysis was carried out in two steps. First,
we used IACOB-BROAD to derive the rotational and macrotur-
bulent broadenings. Second, we used a suitable grid of model
atmospheres computed with the FASTWIND code to create a
statistical emulator for FASTWIND synthetic spectra. In combi-
nation with a Markov chain Monte Carlo method, we derived the
fundamental atmospheric parameters, helium and silicon surface
abundances, as well as an indicator of the wind strength.

We presented a revised calibration of Teff against spectral
type for Galactic B-type supergiants down to B5-type stars.
Previous calibrations based on smaller samples differ by up
to 3 kK for some spectral-type bins when comparing a third-
order polynomial fit to the data. Reliable spectral classifications
from selected sources turned out to be crucial to avoid spurious
results. In this latter regard, SIMBAD classifications for B-type
stars exhibit inaccuracies, emphasizing the need for a systematic
and reliable revision, similar to efforts in O-type star studies.

In comparison with the O-type stars, the relatively large
number of early B-type supergiant stars included in our
magnitude-limited sample suggest that at least a nonnegligible
fraction of them could still be on the main sequence, in contrast
to the classic interpretation that they are He-core burning post-
MS objects. Our results present solid statistical evidence for a
drastic drop in the relative number of objects at Teff ≈ 21 kK.
Though further analyses are certainly required, we suggest that
this drop (roughly occurring at B2-type stars) empirically locates
the TAMS in the mass range between 15 and 85 M⊙.

Similarly to O-type stars, the distribution of projected rota-
tional velocities for evolved B-type stars also exhibits two
clear components: a low-v sin i (≲100 km s−1) component that is
present in the full range of covered effective temperatures, and a
tail of fast rotators (reaching v sin i values up to ≈400 km s−1)
that disappears below ≈21 kK. Guided by some recent theo-
retical scenarios, our empirical study is consistent with the
possibility that this tail of fast rotators is mostly populated by
post-interaction binary products.

We observe no surface braking in the low-v sin i compo-
nent along the whole considered range of effective temperatures.
This result, combined with a constant percentage of stars with
v sin i > 100 km s−1 and associated maximum v sin i values from
the ZAMS to the drop, might indicate the existence of a very
efficient angular momentum transport mechanism between the
core and the surface of massive stars.
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The scarcity of stars populating the tail of fast rotators below
Teff ≈ 21 kK has been attributed to either the end of the main
sequence or the result of an enhanced angular momentum loss
at the theoretically predicted bi-stability jump. Our combined
results disfavor the latter scenario.

The distribution of ξ in the BSG domain is presented for the
first time in an sHR diagram. A strong correlation between ξ and
logL is found. In agreement with previous findings, a decrease
in both ξ and vmac toward lower Teff is also observed. This might
indicate a connection between the physical mechanisms respon-
sible for the two turbulent motions; our sample of stars supports
higher ξ values to be associated with higher vmac.

Our findings for the helium surface abundance indicate that,
on average, only ≈20% of luminous blue stars show helium
enrichment (YHe > 0.13) in their atmospheres. No clear corre-
lation is found between the surface abundance of helium and
logL or Teff . However, while we find a significantly lower per-
centage of He-enriched stars on the cooler side of the suggested
empirical TAMS (Teff ≲ 20 kK), the percentage of He-enriched
stars in the tail of fast rotators is systematically higher than for
the main low-v sin i component for stars with Teff above ≈20 kK.
In addition, we show with high statistical confidence that both
groups of different v sin i do not originate from the same proba-
bility distribution for the surface helium abundance, suggesting
a different physical origin of the two populations. Compared
with predictions from state-of-the-art evolutionary models, and
considering the empirical evidence that the predicted surface
braking might not occur, the possibility that He-enriched stars
originate from single-star evolution seems less likely compared
to a binary evolution origin.

Lastly, we evaluated the wind strength and its correlation
with the morphology of the Hα profiles. Our results indi-
cate no evidence of a mass-loss increase over the expected
wind bi-stability region, but rather a slow decay of the maxi-
mum log Q values with decreasing Teff . We found a separation
of stars with log Q above and below −13.6 in the Teff range
below ≈22 kK, each displaying a different Hα morphology. The
presence of a positive correlation between log Q and logL
is also evident, where the highest values are concentrated at
log(L/L⊙) ≳ 3.9 dex. In general, we found a gradient of mor-
phologies for Hα across the sHR diagram, with some profile
shapes being concentrated in specific areas in the diagram.

As a final remark, the results presented here represent a sig-
nificant step forward in the empirical spectroscopic study of
Galactic luminous blue stars, providing an updated overview of
many of their properties. These findings also lay the groundwork
for forthcoming in-depth studies dedicated to specific properties
of our sample. For this purpose, additional information is cer-
tainly required on luminosities, masses, radii, surface elemental
abundances, and wind properties. Our ultimate objective is to
establish new empirical anchor points that can serve to improve
our understanding of the evolutionary nature of BSGs.
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Appendix A: Grid of input models

Figure A.1 displays an sHR diagram with the grid of 358
FASTWIND models used to train the statistical emulator which,
as described in Sect. 3.2.2, is used to reproduce equivalent
FASTWIND simulations. Figure A.2 illustrates the coverage
of these models with respect to the remaining spectroscopic
parameters.

Fig. A.1. sHR diagram showing the initial grid of 358 FASTWIND
computed models used in this work. The boundary limits are marked
with dashed black lines. A set of Geneva nonrotating evolutionary tracks
with solar metallicity is included for reference.

Appendix B: Visualization of the output solution

In Sect. 3.2, we described the method used to derive the best
(i.e., most probable) set of parameters for each star. In each anal-
ysis, an associated synthetic spectrum is obtained, together with
individual probability distributions of the parameters. An exam-
ple of this output is included in Fig. B.1 for HD 198 478. The top
array of subpanels shows the observed and synthetic spectra split
into different windows that include the diagnostic lines listed in
Table 2. The associated probability distributions are shown in the
bottom grid of subpanels. Complementary to that figure, Fig. B.2
shows, for the same star, the probability distributions of the dif-
ferent parameters in a corner plot, allowing us to visualize the
possible covariances. In this example, we see the (well-known)
presence of a significant covariance between Teff and log g, aris-
ing from the behavior of the H-lines, as well as between β and
log Q (see Markova et al. 2004). In addition, we can see that the
distribution of the helium surface abundance reaches the lower
boundary of the grid.

For each of the stellar and wind parameters, we also defined
in Sect. 3.2.4 four possible scenarios for the associated probabil-
ity distribution. Figure B.3 provides an example for each of the
four possible cases described there.

Appendix C: New spectral classifications

Table C.1 includes revisited spectral classifications based on
visual morphological features for a group of stars erroneously
classified as dwarfs in the default SIMBAD classification.

Appendix D: Long tables

Fig. A.2. Same FASTWIND models as in Fig. A.1, but displaying the
coverage of other stellar and wind parameters.

Table C.1. New spectral classifications for some stars erroneously
classified as dwarfs, taken from Fig. 7.

ID SpC S IMBAD SpC Thiswork

Stars erroneously classified as dwarfs

HD 13544 B0.5 IV B1 IIn
HD 180968 B3 IV+ B1 IIIn
HD 193444 B0.5 V B0.5 III
HD 201819 B1 Vp B1 IIIn
HD 35653 B0.5 V B1 II
HD 43703 B1 IVp(e) B1 IIIn

Notes. The default SIMBAD classification is included for comparison.
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Fig. B.1. Summary of the analysis for HD 198 478. The subpanels of the top five rows show the observed spectra (solid black line) and synthetic
model (dashed green line) in different diagnostic windows used in the analysis of our sample. Within each window, the purple horizontal line
indicates which subregions have not been masked in the analysis. The subpanels in the bottom two rows are the associated probability distributions
of each of the parameters derived in this work. The vertical dashed red and orange lines indicate the maximum and median of the distribution and
associated uncertainties.
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Fig. B.2. Corner plot with the PDFs of the seven parameters derived for HD 198 478.

Fig. B.3. Illustrative example of the four different PDFs described in Sect. 3.2.4. From left to right: a well-behaved distribution (case a); an example
of an undefined (degenerate) solution (d); and two cases for the upper and lower limits (c and b, respectively).
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ABSTRACT

The properties of blue supergiants are key for constraining the end of the main sequence (MS) of massive stars. Whether the observed
drop in the relative number of fast-rotating stars below ≈21 kK is due to enhanced mass-loss rates at the location of the bistability jump,
or the result of the end of the MS is still debated. Here, we combine newly derived estimates of photospheric and wind parameters
with Gaia distances and wind terminal velocities from the literature to obtain upper limits on the mass-loss rates for a sample of
116 Galactic luminous blue supergiants. The parameter space covered by the sample ranges between 35–15 kK in Teff and 4.8–5.8 dex
in log(L/L�). Our results show no increase in the mass-loss rates over the bistability jump. Therefore, we argue that the drop in
rotational velocities cannot be explained by enhanced mass loss. Since a large jump in the mass-loss rates is commonly included in
evolutionary models, we suggest an urgent revision of the default prescriptions currently in use.

Key words. stars: evolution – stars: massive – stars: mass-loss – stars: rotation – supergiants – stars: winds, outflows

1. Introduction

Stellar winds play an important role in the evolution of massive
stars with Mini & 8 M� (e.g., Puls et al. 2008, for a review). Since
winds are capable of driving a significant amount of mass into
the interstellar medium, they can also alter stellar lifetimes and,
ultimately, the final fates of massive stars (see Maeder & Meynet
1987; Maeder 2009; Smith 2014).

The stellar wind models developed by Pauldrach & Puls
(1990) to investigate the massive star P Cygni revealed a bistable
nature in the predicted wind properties of blue supergiants
(BSGs). They identified a strong discontinuity in the mass-loss
rates (Ṁ) when the stellar parameters were only slightly modi-
fied. Lamers et al. (1995) showed the existence of a steep tran-
sition from high to low wind terminal velocities (v∞) by a factor
of 2 at ≈21 kK. The decrease in v∞ was predicted to lead to an
increase in the mass-loss rates also by a factor of 2, so that the
wind momentum (Ṁv∞) would remain constant over the bista-
bility region. This phenomenon is commonly referred to as the
“bistability jump”.

Although the physical origin of the jump has been attributed
to the recombination of Fe iv into Fe iii lines (see Vink et al.
1999), the associated increase in the mass-loss rates remains
unverified in statistically significant observational samples (see
Crowther et al. 2006; Markova & Puls 2008), as noted in the
recent review by Vink (2022). Although theoretical calculations
of Vink et al. (2001), widely used in current evolutionary codes,
predict an increase in the mass-loss rates by a factor of 5–7 over
the bistability region at ≈25 kK, more recent simulations carried
out by Krtička et al. (2021) only reported an increase by a fac-

tor of 5 at ≈15 kK. Furthermore, Björklund et al. (2021) did not
predict such an increase at all.

Mass loss also leads to angular momentum loss during the
evolution of massive stars (Langer 1998). Therefore, enhanced
mass loss, as predicted by Vink et al. (2001), can significantly
spin down the star, leading to a “bistability braking” (Vink et al.
2010). Keszthelyi et al. (2017) investigated the extent to which
different scenarios of mass loss result in surface braking, sug-
gesting that either additional mechanisms are required, or that
the adopted initial rotation rates must be lower to explain the
observed rotational velocities of BSGs.

In this letter, we present evidence of no enhanced mass loss
over the bistability region (or at any temperature within 30–
15 kK) for Galactic stars in the mass range between 20 and
60 M�. We compare our results with recent prescriptions of
Krtička et al. (2021) and Björklund et al. (2023) to check which
can better reproduce the observations. We also discuss the con-
sequences for stellar evolution, in particular, in relation to the
observed drop in the projected rotational velocity of BSGs and
its connection to the end of the main sequence.

2. Sample, data, and models

Our sample comprises 116 BSGs with wind terminal veloci-
ties available in the literature, spanning 35–15 kK in Teff and
4.8–5.8 dex in log(L/L�). They were selected from the sam-
ple of 527 late-O to mid-B luminous blue stars analyzed by
de Burgos et al. (2024) to cover ≈10 kK on both sides of the
bistability region following Vink et al. (2001). Their location in

Open Access article, published by EDP Sciences, under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0),
which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
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the Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram is shown with filled cir-
cles in the top panel of Fig. 1, color-coded according to their
luminosity.

Estimates of the effective temperature (Teff), surface gravity
(log g), and the wind-strength parameter (Q) were obtained by
means of quantitative spectroscopic analysis, employing mod-
els calculated with the Fastwind code (Santolaya-Rey et al.
1997; Puls et al. 2005, 2020; Rivero González et al. 2011), as
described in de Burgos et al. (2024). The wind strength parame-
ter is defined as Q = Ṁ/(R?v∞)1.5, where the mass-loss rate is in
units of M� yr−1, the wind terminal velocity is in units of km s−1,
and R? is the stellar radius in units of R� (see also Puls et al.
1996, 2005). For our analysis of optical spectra, the determina-
tion of Q is mainly constrained by the Hα profile. In addition,
we note that we used the smooth wind option implemented in
Fastwind.

We then benefited from reliable estimates of Gaia
EDR3 distances (with error-over-parallax values .0.15; see
Bailer-Jones et al. 2021) and our own estimations of the total
V-band extinction (AV) to derive the stellar radii and lumi-
nosities. Regarding v∞, the adopted values were obtained from
single-exposure UV spectra from IUE (R = 10 000). About 93%
of the values are taken from the works of Howarth & Prinja
(1989), Howarth et al. (1997). Other values were adopted
from Prinja et al. (2002), Prinja & Massa (2010) (4%) and
Lamers et al. (1995) (3%). Using Q, R?, and v∞, we derived Ṁ
for the stars in the sample (see Sect. 3). For further details, see
Appendices A and B.

We used the Mesa tool (Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015,
2018, 2019) to compute one-dimensional (1D) stellar evolution
models with initial masses from 20 to 60 M�, from the zero-
age main sequence (ZAMS) until 10 kK. The models include
rotation, diffusive angular momentum transport, overshooting,
and mass loss. We compared three theoretical mass-loss pre-
scriptions suitable for Galactic BSGs. First, we used Mesa’s
default routine, adopting the Vink et al. (2001) formula. Then,
we implemented the mass-loss prescriptions from Krtička et al.
(2021) and Björklund et al. (2023). Further notes on the com-
puted models are detailed in Appendix C.

3. No increase in the mass-loss rates over the
bistability region

The middle and bottom panels of Fig. 1 show our derived wind-
strength Q-parameter values and mass-loss rates, respectively,
against the effective temperature for our sample of stars. Again,
we remark that our methodology for deriving these two quanti-
ties did not account for wind clumping effects. However, while
the impact of the presence of wind inhomogeneities is discussed
in Sect. 4, we anticipate that such effects do not change our main
results.

The panels also include evolutionary model computations
(see Sect. 2) for four different initial masses, using the mass-loss
prescription of Vink et al. (2001). We should note that we did
not anticipate self-consistent matches between the models and
observations on these diagrams due to various issues1. Rather,
we consider that the majority of the stars in the sample follow
a canonical evolutionary channel represented by these models,

1 Firstly, the identification of a given evolutionary track that could cor-
respond to a given star requires resolving the mass-discrepancy prob-
lem. Second, the observations do not include clumping corrections;
hence, the values in Q and Ṁ might shift downwards.

Fig. 1. Properties of the 116 investigated Galactic stars described in
Sect. 2. Top panel: location of the sample stars in the HR diagram.
An additional 290 stars (without available UV spectroscopy) from
de Burgos et al. (2024) are also shown for reference. Middle and bot-
tom panels: wind-strength parameter (middle) and mass-loss rates (bot-
tom) as a function of the effective temperature. Derived mass-loss rates
were obtained using unclumped Fastwindmodels. In all of the panels,
different colors separate stars in three luminosity ranges, as indicated
in the legend. Upper and lower limits of Q and Ṁ are indicated with
arrows instead of error-bars. Four evolutionary models with different
initial masses and using the Vink et al. (2001) mass-loss prescription
are included for reference. We note the predicted jump in Ṁ at ≈25 kK.
Stars showing double sub-peak emission in the Hα line are indi-
cated with lime-colored crosses and are discussed in the Appendix A.
The red plus symbols correspond to four models by Driessen et al.
(2019) used to evaluate the clumping effects (see further explanation
in Sect. 4).
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evolving from high to low effective temperatures. However, we
cannot rule out the possibility that some of our objects may have
followed a post-MS evolution or result from binary interaction.
We investigated the helium enrichment of the O-stars and found
that the majority are helium normal. Given the flattening of the
mass-luminosity relation for higher masses and the fact that for
a given initial mass, stars evolve at an approximately constant
luminosity in the range of 30–10 kK, we decided to separate our
sample into three luminosity bins (as indicated in the legend).

The prediction of Vink et al. (2001), which is the most
widely used prescription in stellar evolution modeling (e.g.,
Brott et al. 2011; Ekström et al. 2012; Paxton et al. 2013),
results in a substantial increase in Ṁ by a factor of 10–
20, when crossing the bistability region at ≈25 kK2 (see also,
Keszthelyi et al. 2017). In contrast, our results for stars with
log(L/L�) between 5.3 and 5.8 dex (blue circles) show no evi-
dence of a sudden increase in Ṁ (or Q) in this region. Instead,
the observed stars within this luminosity range show a decrease
in Ṁ by a factor of 10 from the hottest to the coolest objects.

Furthermore, stars with log(L/L�) between 5.0 and 5.3 dex
(green circles) display a “quasi-flat” distribution in Ṁ, again
showing no evidence of the predicted increase in Ṁ (or Q) on
the cool side of the bistability region. The number of stars with
log(L/L�) between 4.7 and 5.0 dex (orange circles) is lower than
those with higher luminosities. For half of this subgroup of stars,
Q (hence, also Ṁ) is an upper limit. Nonetheless, we cannot
identify a jump in mass-loss rates around 25 kK.

We summarize the average values of Ṁ and Q in Table D.1.
We conclude that in the luminosity bins considered, which
approximately correspond to an evolutionary track with a given
initial mass, there is no evidence of an increase in Ṁ, as pre-
dicted by Vink et al. (2001).

4. The effect of clumping

Due to the unstable nature of the wind-driving mechanism, the
development of inhomogeneities (spatial and temporal) in the
form of over- and underdense regions within the mass outflows
of massive stars, has been postulated for several decades (e.g.,
Owocki et al. 1988; Sundqvist & Owocki 2013). On the obser-
vational side, several phenomena detected in different parts of
the electromagnetic spectrum so far seem to support the presence
of such inhomogeneities (e.g., Kaufer et al. 1996; Markova et al.
2005; Fullerton et al. 2006; Cohen et al. 2006; Prinja & Massa
2013).

In the limiting case of the micro-clumping formalism, it
is assumed that the optically thin over-dense clumps are sur-
rounded by a void interclump medium. The density of the
clumps is given by ρcl = fcl ρ, with fcl as the clumping factor
and ρ as the mean density. Using homogeneous wind models in
the present work means that the mass-loss rates obtained from
the analysis of Hα represent a maximum value. This is the case
for O-type stars (see, e.g., Sundqvist & Puls 2018).

However, for late B-type supergiants (not covered in this
work), Hα should become (more) optically thick due to the
partial recombination of hydrogen. As a consequence of the
increased population of the lower level of the transition (see
Kudritzki & Puls 2000), the Hα line can potentially resemble
the behavior of resonance lines in the UV spectrum of O-type
stars (becoming sensitive to porosity effects in velocity space;

2 For our considered range of luminosities, the dependence of Ṁ with
the Eddington factor as predicted in Vink et al. (2001) only shifts the
position of the bistability by 1–2 kK.

see Owocki et al. 2008). Between these two limiting cases, Hα
should show a progressive change in character when crossing
the B-type domain from early-to-late types (see the discussion
from Petrov et al. 2014). Therefore, we might naturally ask to
what extent our results could be a consequence of considering
homogeneous winds for the analyses.

We first consider the recent work by Driessen et al. (2019),
who employed wind instability simulations to investigate the
formation of structures in the winds of typical O- and B-type
supergiant stars. While these authors do not predict mass-loss
rates in their simulations (and therefore we cannot compare our
results in absolute terms), we can nonetheless consider the pre-
dicted growth rate of structures in the stellar wind. In particu-
lar, Driessen et al. (2019) concluded that a significant difference
in the properties of wind clumping should occur between the
extremes of the region considered here, with O-stars developing
significantly more clumping than the B-stars. Applying (some-
what naively) the clumping factors obtained by Driessen et al.
(2019) in the formation region of Hα to our sample, under the
assumption that the clumps remain optically thin, would result
in a reduction in our Hα-based mass-loss rates by a factor of 4
for the O-stars while they would remain basically unaffected for
B-type supergiants. That is to say, the distribution of Ṁ and Q
values shown in Fig. 1 would become flatter, but it would not
present a “bistability jump-like” feature.

Utilizing the continuum emission from the far infrared to
the radio regime, Puls et al. (2006) and Rubio-Díez et al. (2022)
studied the radial distribution of the clumping factors in the
winds of O-type and B-type stars, respectively. Their results can
be used to compare the behavior of the clumping factors up
to 2R?, which is the relevant region for our Hα-derived mass-
loss rates. The maximum clumping factors obtained for O-type
stars are two to four times higher than those derived for B-type
supergiants. Given that these results were obtained based on the
assumption that the wind becomes homogeneous again in the
radio region (the derived clumping factors should be re-scaled if
this is not true), these values cannot be applied in absolute terms.
However, taken in relative terms, they would suggest that there is
not a sudden increase in Ṁ as a function of effective temperature
within the parameter range studied here3.

A refined treatment of wind inhomogeneities in model
atmosphere codes (so-called macro-clumping) considers a wind
composed of clumps (that can become optically thick) and
an interclump medium that is not void (Oskinova et al. 2007;
Sundqvist & Puls 2018). The consideration of such macro-
clumping for the analysis of samples of O- and B-type stars
remains a novelty, with the works of Hawcroft et al. (2021) and
Brands et al. (2022) pioneering the endeavor for O-type stars.
These works show that a better agreement is obtained when res-
onance UV profiles are fitted under the macro-clumping formal-
ism of Sundqvist et al. (2014), while at the same time having lit-
tle effect on Hα (as expected). With a much more limited scope,
Bernini-Peron et al. (2023) illustrated the effect that the macro-
clumping formalism of Oskinova et al. (2007) has on the Galac-
tic B3 Ia star HD 53138.

We performed a set of simulations with Fastwind to
assess how the incorporation of macro-clumping, using the
Sundqvist & Puls (2018) formalism, would affect our results. We
stress here that under this formalism, the clumps are not assumed
to be optically thin or thick; rather, the optical depth is calculated

3 We note here that, strictly, this would only remain true when the
clumping properties in the radio-emitting region are the same for both
types of object.
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Fig. 2. Mass-loss rates against effective temperature for two additional
mass-loss prescriptions. The top panel follows Krtička et al. (2021) and
the bottom panel follows Björklund et al. (2023). Each panel includes
the same set of colors and symbols as in Fig. 1.

using the Sobolev approximation (Sobolev 1960). The effects of
velocity-porosity are incorporated as well. With this effective-
opacity treatment, the rate equations and the ionization and exci-
tation equilibria can change accordingly. Further details of these
simulations are provided in Appendix F. The main conclusion of
this exercise is that for the BSG domain studied in the present
work when considering a sensible set of parameters describing
the clumps, macro-clumping does not modify the mass-loss rates
determined from the Hα line profiles. Therefore, the trends iden-
tified in Ṁ and Q are not altered. This result is qualitatively in
line with the outcome of the 3D Monte Carlo simulations per-
formed by Šurlan et al. (2012).

5. Implications for massive star evolution

5.1. Alternative prescriptions of theoretical wind models

While theoretical predictions of mass-loss rates from Vink et al.
(2001) have been used for several years in stellar evolutionary
model computations, our results suggest the need for alternative
prescriptions (see also Crowther et al. 2006; Markova & Puls
2008; Keszthelyi et al. 2017; Rubio-Díez et al. 2022). In this
regard, we illustrate with Fig. 2 the mass-loss rates against
the effective temperature for evolutionary models adopting the
mass-loss rates of Krtička et al. (2021) and Björklund et al.
(2023) (upper and lower panels, respectively). Both show a sim-
ilar behavior from 40 to 22 kK by gradually decreasing mass-
loss rate with Teff . These prescriptions are consistent with the
trends displayed in our data, showing no increase within the 30–

Fig. 3. Estimates of the projected rotational velocity against the derived
effective temperatures. Symbols and colors are the same as in the bot-
tom panel of Fig. 1. The dashed line shows the effective temperature
where the increase in Ṁ takes place, as implemented in Mesa (see
Appendix C).

20 kK range. The rates by Krtička et al. (2021) include a gradual
rise below 22 kK, with a peak at ≈15 kK, whereas the rates by
Björklund et al. (2023) continue to decrease below that temper-
ature. The number of stars near 15 kK is still small to draw any
firm conclusion.

5.2. A connection between the extension of the main
sequence and the spin-rate properties of BSGs

Whether the majority of BSGs are main sequence (MS) or post-
MS objects remains debated (e.g., Vink et al. 2010; Castro et al.
2014). As a result of the rapid evolution toward cooler tempera-
tures, we would expect the relative number of post-MS objects to
be much lower compared to their MS counterparts. Additionally,
post-MS objects are expected to undergo a significant decrease
in their surface rotational velocity due to the significant increase
in their size.

The lack of fast-rotating stars with projected rotational veloc-
ities (v sin i) greater than ≈100 km s−1 below a given temperature
has been known for more than three decades (e.g., Howarth et al.
1997; Ryans et al. 2002; Vink et al. 2010; Simón-Díaz & Herrero
2014; McEvoy et al. 2015; de Burgos et al. 2023). We demon-
strate this with our sample stars in Fig. 3, finding a drop at≈21 kK.
As indicated by Vink et al. (2010), this feature could be related to
the termination of the MS (see also Brott et al. 2011). In fact, the
observed drop appears to overlap with the drop in the relative num-
ber of stars, as highlighted by de Burgos et al. (2024). However,
as an alternative explanation, Vink et al. (2010) suggested that
increased mass-loss rates at the bistability jump can trigger “bista-
bility braking”, leading to the spin-down of stars. In this work, we
find no evidence for increased mass-loss rates in the bistability
region. Consequently, we argue that the lack of fast-rotating stars
is more likely connected with the terminal-age main sequence
(TAMS). We also point out that for low-v sin i objects, which com-
prise the majority of BSGs (de Burgos et al. 2024), there is no evi-
dence of a drop in v sin i around the bi-stability region, thus favor-
ing the above possibility once again. Nevertheless, the study of
the location of the TAMS requires further considerations. These
include, among other things, the analysis of much larger samples,
an evaluation of potential observational biases, the inclusion of
hotter O-type stars, and the consideration of additional evolution-
ary channels populating the HR diagram, such as binary products
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(de Mink et al. 2014) or post-red supergiants that have undergone
a blue-loop evolution (Martinet et al. 2021).

6. Final remarks

The results of this work add strong constraints to the mass-loss
rates of BSGs, providing a reassessment of its behavior in the
35–15 kK effective temperature range. We chose this range to
generously cover ≈25 kK, where Vink et al. (2001) predicted a
significant increase in mass-loss rates. To date, this increase is
widely implemented in most evolutionary codes (e.g., Brott et al.
2011; Ekström et al. 2012; Paxton et al. 2013), but alternatives
have been tested (e.g., Keszthelyi et al. 2017).

Although a better characterization of the clumping properties
in the whole BSG domain can lead to a more robust description
of the dependence of mass-loss rates with effective temperature
and luminosity, our study provides strong observational evidence
of the lack of an increase in mass-loss rates over the bistability
region. As a consequence, from the proposed explanations for
the absence of fast-rotating stars below a certain effective tem-
perature, the most plausible one would be the termination of the
main sequence.

As potential areas for improvement in the future, the simulta-
neous fitting of optical and UV spectra for our complete sample
will provide additional clues on mass-loss rates. We also empha-
size the importance of increasing the number of stars with avail-
able wind terminal velocities from UV spectra, as well as explor-
ing mass-loss rates for stars with effective temperatures below
15 kK. In particular, the latter will help to provide additional con-
straints to the newer prescriptions of Krtička et al. (2021) and
Björklund et al. (2021).
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Appendix A: Stellar parameter determination in a
nutshell

The line-broadening analysis of the stars in the sample has been
done using the IACOB-BROAD tool (see Simón-Díaz & Herrero
2014), which allowed us to derive estimates of v sin i. The
quantitative spectroscopic analysis of the stars in this work
was performed using a grid of unclumped model atmospheres
computed with the NLTE model atmosphere and line syn-
thesis Fast Analysis of STellar atmospheres with WINDs
code (Fastwind, v10.4.7, Santolaya-Rey et al. 1997; Puls et al.
2005; Rivero González et al. 2011; Puls et al. 2020). These mod-
els were used with supervised learning techniques to create
a statistical emulator for Fastwind synthetic spectra that,
in combination with a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
method, allowed us to obtain estimates of Teff , log g, and Q
(see de Burgos et al. 2024, Sect. 3 for further details). We note
that for a small group of stars, their Hα profiles exhibit a small
double-subpeak structure reaching the continuum level. For pre-
caution, these stars are identified with a different symbol in all
figures.

We adopted geometric distances from Bailer-Jones et al.
(2021) using Gaia EDR3 data (Gaia Collaboration 2021). The
corresponding error-over-parallax for 95% of our sample takes
values .0.15, being 0.15–0.20 for the remaining 5%. For some
very bright stars (Gmag . 4) initially considered in the sample,
we also searched for alternative parallax values in Hipparcos
(Perryman et al. 1997). However, all of them had associated
error-over-parallax values greater than 0.20 and we did not
include them.

We used adopted distances combined with optical photom-
etry (B, V) from Mermilliod (2006) and infrared photometry
(J, H, Ks) from Skrutskie et al. (2006, 2MASS) to derive the
extinction (AV) to each star. In particular, our methodology is
based on an MCMC to solve simultaneously for the color excess
E(B−V) and Rv, by comparing the observed spectral energy dis-
tribution (SED) of the star with the one predicted by Fastwind
for the corresponding stellar parameters.

Combining the estimated AV with the collected apparent
V magnitudes and distances, we were able to first compute
the absolute V magnitudes and then, following Herrero et al.
(1992), the stellar radii. In a second step, and also taking
into account the effective temperatures, surface gravities, pro-
jected rotational velocities, and wind-strength parameters result-
ing from the quantitative spectroscopic analysis, we computed
the stellar luminosities, the surface gravities corrected from cen-
trifugal forces (following Repolust et al. 2004) and, eventually,
for those stars with available information about the wind termi-
nal velocities, the associated mass-loss rates.

Appendix B: Uncertainties in the parameters

The uncertainties of the spectroscopic parameters Teff , log g, and
log Q, as well as those of AV, were taken as 33% on both sides
of the maximum of the corresponding probability distribution
function (see de Burgos et al. 2024, for more details). Regarding
distances, we averaged the 16th and 84th percentiles provided
in Bailer-Jones et al. (2021). Following Prinja et al. (1990), we
adopted a global uncertainty of 100 km s−1 for v∞. For the
remaining parameters (R, L, and Ṁ), we adopted the standard
deviation resulting from a Monte Carlo approach that consisted
of generating 1000 Gaussian random values within the uncer-
tainties of the parameters required in each calculation.

Appendix C: Evolutionary models

For our numerical calculations of 1D stellar evolution models,
we used release r22.11.01 of the Modules for Experiments in
Stellar Astrophysics, mesa, software instrument (Paxton et al.
2011, 2013, 2015, 2018, 2019). mesa is an open-source, robust
tool, well-tested in modeling mass-loss rates from massive
stars (e.g., Keszthelyi et al. 2017, 2022; Higgins et al. 2021;
Sabhahit et al. 2022).

We used the mesa Software Development Kit (SDK) ver-
sion 22.05.01 (Townsend 2020), and we performed our calcu-
lations on the calculation server of the Japanese supercomputer
XC504. We calculated models with initial masses in the range
of 20–60 M�, with 5 M� increments covering the evolutionary
phase from the ZAMS until 10 kK. We stopped the calculations
here because it is already 5 kK below the lower boundary cov-
ered by the observational sample. At 10 kK, some models are
still on the main sequence, whereas others have depleted hydro-
gen in their cores and are in their post-main sequence evolution.

We assumed the Galactic chemical composition with ini-
tially Z = 0.014 and the Asplund et al. (2009) metal frac-
tions modified for certain elements by Przybilla et al. (2010) and
Nieva & Przybilla (2012). The isotopic ratios were taken from
Lodders (2003). The initial hydrogen and helium mass fractions
were adopted as X = 0.720 and Y = 0.266, respectively.

We assumed a mixing length parameter of αMLT = 1.8
and the “ML1” option in mesa, adopting the Böhm-Vitense
(1958) description of convective mixing. We used exponential
overshooting at convective boundaries with f = 0.025 and
f0 = 0.005. Very approximately, this corresponds to an exten-
sion by 20% of the local pressure scale height.

The initial rotation was set to a value of Ω/Ωcrit = 0.2 and
rotational mixing and angular momentum transport are assumed
as diffusive processes. Similarly to Vink et al. (2010), a strong
core envelope coupling is adopted in the models by means of the
viscosity of the Spruit-Tayler dynamo.

The mass-loss rate by stellar winds was calculated using
three different theoretical predictions. First, we calculated a
branch of models adopting the Vink et al. (2001) rates (their Eqs.
24-25). Stellar evolution codes can have some differences in their
implementations, even when formally the same prescription is
used. This is because the bistability region requires interpolation
(from Vink et al. 2001, Eq. 24 is used for Teff > 27.5 kK, whereas
Eq. 25 is used for Teff < 22.5 kK), which is not provided in the
prescription (see the discussion by Keszthelyi et al. 2017). Here,
we chose to use the routine directly implemented inmesa, which
sets the bistability temperature based on metallicity (Eqs. 14-15
of Vink et al. 2001), and uses a narrow 1 kK interpolation range.
This is similar to the implementation of Ekström et al. (2012) but
differs from the more gradual change implemented by Brott et al.
(2011). Besides metallicity, the location of the bistability also
depends on the Eddington factor (Γe; Eq. 23 of Vink et al. 2001).
However, the effect of Γe only produces a small shift of less
than 2 kK in the predicted Teff values where the bistability jump
would occur. Second, we implemented the mass-loss prescrip-
tion obtained by Krtička et al. (2021) (their Eq. 3). This for-
mula also accounts for an increase in the mass-loss rates over
the bistability region, though at a much lower effective tempera-
ture. Third, we calculated a branch of models where the hot star
mass-loss rates utilize the prescription of Björklund et al. (2023)
(their Eq. 7).

For the latter two branches, we modified the
run_star_extras file to calculate and apply mass-loss
4 https://https://cfca.nao.ac.jp/
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rates that are not directly included in mesa. Since the theoretical
mass-loss rates do not account for the effects of rotation, we
scaled the nominal mass-loss rates by rotational enhancement,
following the formula of Maeder & Meynet (2000). Since
rotation is slow in the models, this results in a negligibly small
enhancement (1%). We should note, however, that the base solar
metallicity is adopted differently in these wind prescriptions.
Vink et al. (2001) use Z� =0.019, whereas Krtička et al. (2021)
and Björklund et al. (2023) adopt Z� =0.0134. Since a metal-
licity scaling is included in all prescriptions, this can also lead
to some differences between calculations formally at “solar”
metallicity.

The calculation of wind terminal velocities v∞ is independent
of the mass-loss rate calculations in the evolutionary models.
We simply set empirical constraints and calculate v∞ from the
escape velocity, vesc =

√
(1 − Γe)2GM/R. Namely, we adopted

v∞/vesc =3.0 and 1.3 for Teff larger than and smaller than 22 kK,
respectively. The chosen interpolation width is 3 kK.

Appendix D: Summary values of mass-loss rates
and wind-strength parameter

Table D.1 summarizes the average value and standard deviation
of Q and Ṁ for stars grouped in bins of log(L/L�) and Teff .
We decided to exclude those stars for which the estimates of
these parameters are upper or lower limits (see Fig. 1), thus not
representative of the real value. For comparison, Table D.1 also
includes the results using the full sample (values in parentheses).

For stars in the highest luminosity bin, the average values
without parentheses clearly show a decrease in Q and Ṁ with
Teff . In fact, this decrease is three and two times greater than
the average scatter, respectively. For stars in the middle lumi-
nosity bin, both quantities evolve practically flat with Teff , at an
average value of −13.4 dex for Q, and −6.83 dex for Ṁ. For Q,
we note that the average values are slightly lower above 25 kK
than below, but the scatter values are consistent with a flat trend.
Lastly, the values and scatter of stars in the lowest luminosity bin
also reflect a flat trend in both quantities. We note that for stars
above 30 kK, most of the stars represent upper- and lower-limit
cases of Q. Therefore, we observe the largest difference with the
values in parentheses.

Table D.1. Average and standard deviation of the wind-strength values and mass-loss rates in the sample grouped in bins of log(L/L�) and Teff .

log Q Teff [kK]
35–30 30–25 25–20 20–15

log(L/L�) 5.3–5.8 −12.69±0.22 −13.05±0.21 −13.13±0.15 −13.23±0.14
(−12.65±0.18) (−13.05±0.21) (−13.13±0.15) (−13.23±0.14)

5.0–5.3 −13.41±0.34 −13.51±0.19 −13.31±0.08 −13.33±0.07
(−13.33±0.37) (−13.54±0.21) (−13.48±0.31) (−13.33±0.07)

4.7–5.0 −13.27±0.27 −13.45±0.28 −13.46±0.24 ...
(−13.74±0.34) (−13.63±0.33) (−13.65±0.31) ...

log Ṁ Teff [kK]
35–30 30–25 25–20 20–15

log(L/L�) 5.3–5.8 −5.96±0.39 −6.17±0.22 −6.40±0.24 −6.51±0.12
(−5.86±0.32) (−6.17±0.22) (−6.40±0.24) (−6.51±0.12)

5.0–5.3 −6.87±0.29 −6.91±0.18 −6.71±0.07 −6.81±0.14
(−6.81±0.30) (−6.93±0.21) (−6.88±0.31) (−6.81±0.14)

4.7–5.0 −7.17±0.10 −7.03±0.26 −7.09±0.43 ...
(−7.50±0.22) (−7.20±0.30) (−7.22±0.38) ...

Notes. The values in parenthesis take into account all the 116 stars in the sample. The values without parentheses exclude stars for which the
estimates of Q and Ṁ represent upper or lower limits.
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Appendix E: Wind terminal velocities

Fig. E.1. Stars in the sample colored by different derived quantities
against their effective temperature. Top panel: Adopted values of wind
terminal velocities from the literature, whereas the bottom panel shows
v∞/vesc, where estimates of vesc have been corrected from centrifugal
forces. The tracks and symbols are the same as in Fig.1. The average
uncertainty in v∞ is indicated as an error-bar within the legend. The
black solid line corresponds to a third order regression of those stars
shown with filled circles. In the bottom panel, the solid line indicates our
adopted prescription for v∞/vesc, whereas the dashed-dotted line indi-
cates the prescription by Lamers et al. (1995).

The top panel of Fig. E.1 shows our adopted wind terminal
velocities from the literature against our derived effective tem-
peratures for the same stars as in Fig.1. For completeness, we
decided to performed a third-order regression fit to the data,
which is also shown in the panel, and follows the equation:

v∞ [km s−1] = −0.416T 3
eff + 30.9T 2

eff − 633Teff + 4310 [kK].

We notice that compared to the models, the drop in v∞ below
Teff ≈ 25 kK becomes very smooth in the observational data, as
also shown by the regression fit.

The same panel also shows a group of stars that have lower
terminal velocities compared to the other stars of the same lumi-
nosity range. Those located at v∞ . 1500 km s−1 and Teff > 30 kK
correspond to HD 76341 (O9.2 IV), HD 163892 (O9.5 IV(n)),
HD 191423 (ON9 II-IIInn), and HD 306097 (O9 V) from larger

to lower v∞. They belong to a group of stars frequently
called “the weak-wind O stars” (see Martins et al. 2005;
Marcolino et al. 2009; de Almeida et al. 2019), and are char-
acterized for being O9 III–V type stars with lower mass-loss
rates compared to most O-type stars. An additional star at
v∞ ≈ 500 km s−1 and 25 kK is HD 86606 (B1 Ib). Its spectral type
and unusually low v∞ makes it a strong candidate to be a mag-
netic star and certainly demands further study.

Appendix F: Fastwind simulations with clumping

We used Fastwind (v10.6.5.1) to simulate several sequences
of models for constant luminosity log(L/L�) = 5.4 dex, represen-
tative of the bulk of the sample of stars studied in this work.
The sequences span the 40–15 kK range in effective tempera-
ture (with a step of 1 kK), for eight different values of the wind-
strength parameter defined by log Qs (where the index s indi-
cates the value of a smooth wind), encompassing the range of
values derived in our study. The surface gravity for each tem-
perature was selected to be representative of the correspond-
ing value for the luminosity; the radii follow from the lumi-
nosity and the temperatures, with the wind terminal velocity
related to the escape velocity by the relationship provided in
Kudritzki & Puls (2000). For all models, as a compromise, we
adopted a fixed value for the exponent of the wind velocity
law, β=1.5. Solar abundances were adopted for all species,
including helium. For a given log Qs sequence, three sets of
models were calculated: (1) smooth wind; (2) optically thin
clumps considering a clumping factor fcl =10 (i.e., volume fill-
ing factor of 0.1), following a linear increase law with clump-
ing starting at 0.03v∞ and reaching its maximum value at 0.1v∞;
and (3) macro-clumping in the wind, considering the following
values (see Sundqvist & Puls 2018, for the detailed discussion
of their meaning): clumping factor fcl =10, interclump density
contrast fic =0.01 and 0.2 (guided by the results obtained by
Hawcroft et al. 2021; Brands et al. 2022), velocity filling factor
fvel =0.5. and porosity length at the wind terminal velocity h =1
(in units of stellar radius). For models considering clumping, the
mass-loss rates were scaled with the clumping factor according
to Ṁcl = Ṁs f −1/2

cl , regardless of the nature of the clumping. In
all cases, we account for the effect of non-coherent electron scat-
tering in the calculation of the emergent profiles.

Fig. F.1 illustrates the outcome of these simulations for a
particular value of log Qs = −12.7 dex for a selected number
of models. The conclusions regarding the behavior of Hα are
very similar for all other log Qs sequences. As can be readily
seen, the simulations show that the mass-loss rates that would
be derived by applying models that do not consider any clump-
ing would still represent a maximum mass-loss rate limit. That
is, regardless of the nature of the clumping, the mass-loss rates
derived using clumped models would always be smaller than
those derived from smooth-wind models. Therefore, this allows
us to conclude that (at least for winds of early to mid B-type
supergiants of luminosity class Ia or lower) there is no indica-
tion whatsoever of an increased mass-loss rate that would corre-
spond to the so-called bistability jump predicted in the work of
Vink et al. (2001).
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Fig. F.1. Effect of micro- and macro-clumping in the Hα line. Each sub-
panel corresponds to a different temperature and includes three models
for different wind treatments: Smooth wind or unclumped (solid blue
line), wind with micro-clumping (dashed orange line), and wind with
macro-clumping for fic =0.2 (dotted green line).
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ABSTRACT

Context. Massive stars play a very important role in many astrophysical fields. Despite their scarcity with respect to their less-massive
counterparts, their influence on the chemo-dynamical evolution of the Galaxies is substantial. Yet, some fundamental aspects of their
evolution remain poorly constrained. In this regard, there is an open debate about the width of the main-sequence (MS) phase, in
which stars spend most of their lifetimes.
Aims. To build an updated Hertzsprung-Russell (HR) diagram that includes a volume-limited statistically significant sample of mas-
sive stars with luminosities L& 2×104L� and effective temperatures Teff & 14 kK, including also information about projected rotational
velocities (3 sin i) and their spectroscopic binarity status.
Methods. We combine spectroscopic parameters derived with the FASTWIND stellar atmosphere code and Gaia distances to obtain
estimates for stellar parameters for a sample of 832 Galactic luminous O- and B-type stars observed within the IACOB project. We
use the ALS III catalog to select a best-suited volume-limited sample of Galactic OB for our study. We employ 3 sin i estimates derived
with iacob-broad tool and use multi-epoch spectra to identify single- and double-line spectroscopic binaries (SB1, SB2).
Results. We present an HR diagram for a sample of 643 stars located within the first 2500 pc that has the best balance between
completeness and number. We evaluate the extension of the MS in terms of the drop in the relative number of stars as a function of
the effective temperature (Teff) for different luminosity ranges and find a very similar cool boundary at 22.5 kK. We obtain a smooth
decrease of the highest observed 3 sin i with Teff along the MS band, likely limited by the critical velocity. We find this effect combined
with a lower expected fraction of stars beyond the MS as the best explanation for the lack of fast-rotating objects in the post-MS region.
Our results favor low to mild initial rotation and a binary past for the well-known fast-rotating tail of stars of the 3 sin i distribution.
The prominence of SB1 and SB2 systems within the MS band further supports the latter scenario. The drop in relative fraction of
these objects with Teff can be used to better delineate the TAMS.

Key words. Stars: massive – stars: evolution – stars: rotation – (Stars:) Hertzsprung-Russell – (Stars:) binaries: spectroscopic –
techniques: radial velocities

1. Introduction

Massive stars (M& 8 M�) represent the minority of stars in the
local Universe (Salpeter 1955; Chabrier 2005). Despite their low
relative number, their influence on the interstellar medium and
the chemical evolution of their host galaxies is enormous (e.g.,
Maeder & Meynet 2000; Langer 2012; Nomoto et al. 2013;
Smith 2014). Furthermore, they are among the most luminous
stars in the Universe, becoming useful tools as distance indica-
tors (Kudritzki et al. 1999, 2003), and the main stellar contribu-
tors to the brightness of high-redshift galaxies (e.g., Dijkstra &
Wyithe 2007). Despite their influence and importance for many
branches of astrophysics, the physical properties and processes
that govern their evolution are not yet fully understood.

As for less-massive objects, massive stars spend most of their
lifetimes in the main sequence (MS), a phase in which stars burn
their core hydrogen while slowly becoming cooler and larger
in size. Upon termination of the MS, stars undergo a rapid re-
configuration of their cores, which translates into an important
reduction of the star’s surface temperature and a significant in-
crease in their sizes. In the classical Hertzsprung-Russell (HR)
diagram, the lack of stars with intermediate effective tempera-

tures (between those characterizing the stars on the MS and the
red supergiant phase, respectively) caused by this quick transi-
tion is popularly known as the Hertzsprung gap.

Traditionally, blue supergiants (BSGs; B-type stars with lu-
minosity classes I and II) were considered to be post-MS ob-
jects following MS O-type stars. However, the discovery of an
overdensity of BSGs by Fitzpatrick & Garmany (1990) in the
Hertzsprung gap raised questions about the true extension of the
main sequence of massive stars and what the true nature of BSGs
is. One possibility to solve the still persistent discrepancy is that
a significant fraction of BSGs could still be MS objects. This
would require updating or fine-tuning the extension of the MS
in the evolutionary models. In this regard, the length of the MS
depends not only on the stellar mass and the initial rotation rates
of the stars (Meynet & Maeder 2005; Heger et al. 2005; Georgy
et al. 2013), but also on different proposed internal mixing pro-
cesses that can provide additional hydrogen to the star’s core
(Maeder 1981, 2009; Schootemeijer et al. 2019; Martinet et al.
2021), thus extending the MS. Furthermore, massive stars are
affected by strong stellar winds, which can also affect their life-
times through the effect of mass loss (Kudritzki & Puls 2000;
Vink et al. 2010; Smith 2014). Another possibility is that addi-
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tional evolutionary channels contribute to the observed overden-
sity of BSGs. These may include stars evolving blueward, such
as those that undergo a blue loop after the red supergiant (RSg)
phase (Stothers & Chin 1975; Ekström et al. 2012), but also stars
that have evolved through binary interactions (Sana et al. 2012;
de Mink et al. 2013; Menon et al. 2024). In this entangled con-
text, observational constraints are the key to solving the puzzle.

Since the work by Blaha & Humphreys (1989) and Fitz-
patrick & Garmany (1990) using photometric data of stars in
the Galaxy and Large Magellanic Cloud, only the study con-
ducted by Castro et al. (2014) has attempted to better constrain
the width of the MS using a statistically significant sample of
massive stars with spectroscopic parameters available in the lit-
erature. However, even though their spectroscopic sample in-
cluded ≈400 Galactic OB stars, and their results once more ev-
idenced the extension of the MS, the presence of observational
biases and the lack of homogeneity in their analysis prevented
them from quantitatively providing the location of the terminal-
age main sequence (TAMS) for masses greater than 20 M�. As a
result, high-quality statistically significant samples of BSGs, an-
alyzed homogeneously, and for which additional spectroscopic
information such as spin rates, binary status, or surface abun-
dances, are key to improving the current situation and the in-
terpretation of the results, which is the main goal of this work.
Following Martinet et al. (2021) (see also Castro et al. 2014), we
define the TAMS by the position in the MS band where the evo-
lutionary tracks reach their lowest effective temperature before
momentarily returning to a hotter region (so-called “hook"), at
core hydrogen exhaustion.

In this paper we benefit from the spectroscopic observations
gathered within the IACOB project (Simón-Díaz et al. 2020) and
the astrometric distances delivered by the Gaia mission (Gaia
Collaboration et al. 2016, 2022; Babusiaux et al. 2023) to inves-
tigate three empirical aspects which can shed light in our knowl-
edge about the extension of the MS in the 12 – 40 M� range of
initial masses; namely the distribution of stars in the HR diagram
in terms of density and relative number, the spin-rate properties,
and the binary status.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the
spectroscopic sample of stars and data used to carry out this
work. Section 3 describes the methodology used to evaluate the
completeness of our sample. In Sect. 4 we present the HR di-
agram of the stars, their empirical properties evaluated in this
work, and our proposed TAMS, compared to the most-used evo-
lutionary models. In Sect. 5 we discuss the location of the TAMS
in the HR diagram and the rotational properties of the sample,
both connected with further implications for massive star evolu-
tion. Section 6 presents the main conclusions and the follow-up
work.

2. Sample and data

2.1. Spectroscopic sample

The spectroscopic sample of this work comprises 832 O3- to B6-
type stars that cover a range between 49 – 14 kK in effective tem-
perature (Teff), 4.3 – 1.8 dex in surface gravity (log g), and 4.3 –
6.0 dex in luminosity (log(L/L�)). Of them, 682 were selected
from the sample of late O- and early B-type stars presented in
de Burgos et al. (2023a) as stars descended from stellar objects
born as O-type stars (in the context of single-star evolution). This
sample was later increased with additional observations of stars
of similar types to increase the completeness (see Sect. 3). The
remaining 150 objects were selected from Holgado et al. (2018,

2020, 2022). In total, ≈50% of the sample corresponds to stars
classified as B-type supergiants and bright giants, and ≈34% to
O-type stars. The remaining ≈16% corresponds to B-type stars
classified from giants to dwarfs.

All stars in the sample have a magnitude Bmag. 11, and their
optical spectra were collected from the IACOB spectroscopic
database and the ESO public archive. In particular, they were ac-
quired using either FIES (Telting et al. 2014, 2.5 m NOT), HER-
MES (Raskin et al. 2011, 1.2 m Mercator), or FEROS (Kaufer
et al. 1997, 2.2 m MPG/ESO) high resolution (R = 25 000 −
85 000) optical (3800 – 7000 Å) echelle spectrographs. The av-
erage signal-to-noise ratio is ≈130 (4500 Å). For more details,
see de Burgos et al. (2023a).

Our sample excludes hypergiants, classical Be-type stars or
stars showing strong evidence of being surrounded by a disk.
As also indicated in de Burgos et al. (2023b), this is due to the
inherent limitation of our chosen model grids for the quantita-
tive spectroscopic analysis (see Sect. 2.3). Our sample includes
single-line and double- or higher-order spectroscopic binaries
(SB1, SB2+). The former are systems for which only one set
of spectral lines is detected, and where the Doppler-shifts indi-
cate the presence of a companion. The latter group are systems
for which the spectra show two or more separated spectral com-
ponents associated with two or more companions.

2.2. Astrometric distances

We adopted the distances quoted in de Burgos et al. (2023a)
or obtained them using the same approach. In general, most of
them were taken directly from the geometric distances quoted
by Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) or, for the few brightest objects,
from the parallaxes ($) provided by van Leeuwen (2007) using
the Hipparcos data (Perryman et al. 1997). The former also in-
cludes a direction-dependent prior and a 3D extinction map of
the Galaxy that are used in the determination of the distances.

2.3. Spectroscopic parameters

We applied the same methodology as in de Burgos et al.
(2023b) to derive spectroscopic parameters for those O9 – B6
stars not analyzed there that are included in the present sam-
ple. In particular, the line-broadening analysis was done using
the IACOB-BROAD tool (see Simón-Díaz & Herrero 2014), which
allows to obtain estimates of the projected rotational velocity
(3 sin i). For the remaining spectroscopic parameters used here,
namely Teff and log g, the analysis was carried out using a grid of
unclumped (i.e., not considering wind inhomogeneities) model
atmospheres computed with the NLTE model atmosphere and
line synthesis FASTWIND code (Fast Analysis of STellar atmo-
spheres with WINDs, v10.4.7, Santolaya-Rey et al. 1997; Puls
et al. 2005; Rivero González et al. 2011; Puls et al. 2020). Al-
though we refer to Sect. 3 in de Burgos et al. (2023b) for ad-
ditional details on the properties of the grid, the main advan-
tage of our analysis comes from the use of a statistical emulator
of synthetic spectra, which is combined with a Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) method to obtain the probability distri-
bution function for the parameters mentioned above. For the 151
O-type stars from Holgado et al. (2018, 2020, 2022), we refer
to those works for more details. We note that in this work, our
gravities are corrected from centrifugal forces (see Herrero et al.
1992; Repolust et al. 2004).
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2.4. Fundamental parameters

Reliable distances fulfilling σ$/$. 0.15 in the full sample (see
Bailer-Jones et al. 2021) were used to derive stellar radii and
luminosities for the 832 stars in the sample. To do this, we first
downloaded the optical B and V magnitudes available from Mer-
milliod (2006) and the infrared J, H, and Ks magnitudes from
Skrutskie et al. (2006, 2MASS). Then, a synthetic spectral energy
distribution (SED) was calculated in FASTWIND. Following an
MCMC approach in which E(B−V) and Rv were varied, the ob-
served and synthetic SEDs of the star were compared, allowing
us to obtain the total V-band extinction (AV). Combining AV and
the apparent V magnitudes with the above-mentioned distances,
we computed the absolute V magnitudes. Then, using Eq. 1 in
Herrero et al. (2002) we obtained the stellar radii, and, by using
the Stefan-Boltzman law (L = 4πR2σT 4

eff
), the luminosities.

2.5. Radial velocity measurements

We used available multi-epoch spectra in the IACOB spectro-
scopic database to obtain radial velocity (RV) estimates and
peak-to-peak amplitude values (RVpp) for 350 stars in the sam-
ple. For most O-type stars, we adopted estimates from Holgado
et al. (2018). The methodology followed there consisted in a sim-
ple cross-correlation between the observed spectra and the best-
fitting synthetic FASTWIND spectra for a given set of diagnostic
lines. For some O9- and all B-type stars in the sample, our es-
timates were obtained following the methodology described in
de Burgos et al. (2020). In this case, individual lists of several
diagnostic lines are selected and optimized for each sub-spectral
type. Then, a combination of line-fitting and sigma-clipping rou-
tines allowed us to obtain an average estimate for each spectrum.
Peak-to-peak amplitudes were obtained simply as the difference
between the largest difference of individual values.

3. Completeness analysis

In de Burgos et al. (2023a), we performed a preliminary analysis
of the completeness of our initial spectroscopic sample. In addi-
tion to carry out a first analysis on the number of observed and
missing stars to be included in upcoming observing campaigns
(see Table 1 of that work), our main goal was to corroborate that
our sample included a statistically significant number of stars up
to a certain distance from the solar neighborhood. In de Burgos
et al. (2023b), we limited our study to present our methodology
and estimates of some of the spectroscopic parameters of a sam-
ple of ≈500 stars, but we did not perform any analysis of the
completeness of that sample. In this work, we account for ad-
ditional ≈150 stars analyzed using the same methodology plus
≈150 stars from Holgado et al. (2018, 2020, 2022), and we eval-
uate our completeness against the same reference sample: the
Alma Luminous Star catalog (Pantaleoni González et al. 2021,
ALS III; Pantaleoni González, et al., in prep.).

Figure 1 shows our analyzed sample (green and blue circles)
and missing stars from ALS III (gray circles) on a Gaia color-
magnitude diagram (CMD), where we separated our stars from
the approximate age at which O-type stars become B-type on
the 20 M� evolutionary track (top dashed black line). As shown
in de Burgos et al. (2023a), all stars above this line should, in
principle, either be O-type stars or descend from them following
a single evolution scheme.

For our completeness evaluation, we selected only those stars
in the ALS III with spectral types earlier than B6 as quoted in the
SIMBAD astronomical database (Weis & Bomans 2020), and

Fig. 1. Gaia CMD including the stars in the sample and other missing
stars included in the ALS III catalog (Pantaleoni González, et al., in
prep.). All the stars have Bmag <11, and distances below 4 kpc. The two
diagonal dashed black lines mark the reddening line of a 20 M� star at
the ZAMS (bottom) and at 30 kK (top). Both are extended up to a ∆(Av)
= 2. Those stars for which the positive and negative distance errors give
a location in the diagram above the top reddening line are shown in
green. Those in which the lower distance places them below the top
reddening line are shown in blue. Stars missing from the ALS III cata-
log are shown in gray. Four evolutionary tracks corresponding to 9, 15,
20, and 40 M� are included for reference. They were downloaded from
the MESA Isochrones & Stellar Tracks online tool (MIST; see Dotter
2016a,b; Choi et al. 2016; Paxton et al. 2013, 2015, for references pur-
poses) for solar metallicity, no initial rotation, and AV = 0.0.

Table 1. Completeness summary for our stellar sample with derived
stellar parameters with respect to the ALS III catalog, for stars of similar
kind (see main text for further details).

Bmag ≤9 Bmag ≤10 Bmag ≤11
Distance Total # % obs. Total # % obs. Total # % obs.

d <1 kpc 39 82% 42 79% 43 79%

d <2 kpc 240 87% 318 79% 388 69%

d <3 kpc 438 86% 724 68% 936 56%

d <4 kpc 486 85% 858 64% 1170 49%

Notes. We include the statistics for stars above the top reddening line of
Fig. 1 (area with green circles) and up to four different distances. Specif-
ically, the different columns indicate the total number of stars with Bmag
up to 9, 10 and 11, and the associated percentage of observed stars rel-
ative to the total.

with a Bmag <11. This was made to limit the catalog to stars with
the same spectral types and magnitude range as in our sample
(see also below). We also removed hypergiant, Be, and SB2+
stars identified as such in previous works, as they are not in our
sample (see Sect. 2.1). Additionally, we removed missing stars
identified as classical Be-stars in the BeSS (Neiner et al. 2011)
and BeSOS (Arcos et al. 2021) databases, plus some other stars
identified as such in SIMBAD. Last, we removed stars with a
distance larger than 4000 pc, or a poor distance determination,
which mostly corresponds to very bright stars with a large paral-
lax uncertainty (σ$/$& 0.15).

Table 1 summarizes the completeness of our sample relative
to the ALS III catalog. We include information on the number
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Fig. 2. HR diagrams showing the stars in our sample. From left to right, each panel limits the sample to stars within 1500, 2500, and 4000 pc
of distance, respectively. The stars with 3 sin i >100 km s−1 are indicated with cyan circles, whereas the rest are shown in orange. The typical
uncertainties are indicated with an error bar in the lower-left corner of the central panel. For easier interpretation with other figures, each panel
shows the four log(L/L�) ranges considered for the analysis. Our proposed location for the TAMS is marked with a purple line in all panels (see
Fig. 3 and Sect. 4.1). The evolutionary tracks are taken from the MIST web-tool for solar metallicity and no initial rotation. The right panel includes
with an olive-colored dashed line a second-order polynomial fit to the points in the tracks where vcrit reaches 220 km s−1. A contour density mesh
based on a Gaussian kernel is included to represent the density of points.

of stars and the observed percentages relative to the total for
four different distances up to 4 kpc. Additionally, we separate
stars by their Bmag into three groups. The percentage of analyzed
stars with Bmag <9 consistently reaches ≈90% through all the dis-
tances considered. For stars with Bmag <10, the percentage drops
from ≈80% to ≈60% beyond 2 kpc (below 1 kpc, the total num-
ber is not relevant). Here, we must also take into account that,
despite the high level of completeness claimed by the ALS III
authors for stars up to 5 kpc and Bmag <16, the further the dis-
tance, the higher the possibility of highly reddened stars along
the line of sight not included in the catalog. In this regard de
Burgos et al. (2023a) showed that up to 2 kpc, sources within
the original sample of O9 – B9 type stars could reach up to 8 – 9
magnitudes of extinction and would still have Bmag <16, reassur-
ing a good level of completeness up to that distance.

Based on these results, we conclude that the completeness
level achieved relative to the ALS III catalog is particularly good
for stars with Bmag <9, and it is sufficiently high up to 3 kpc
(>50%) to study evolutionary aspects of massive stars, such as
the extension of the MS (see Sect. 4.1). However, we considered
a more conservative distance of 2.5 kpc as our “safe" distance to
evaluate this and other aspects. In particular, this distance gives
us a confident & 60% completeness for all stars up to Bmag =11.
Another argument for adopting this value is that for distances
above 3 kpc, there are fewer stars below Bmag =9 than the fainter
ones. We also note that the percentages of stars analyzed are ap-
proximately similar for all the spectral types and for both hemi-
spheres, eliminating the possibility of biases in that regard (see
Appendix A.

4. Results

4.1. The Hertzsprung-Russell diagram: drop in density

One of the most robust empirical evidence of the location of the
TAMS is the expected drop in the density of stars that populate
the HR diagram as a function of Teff . As explained in Sect. 1, this
is a consequence of the rapid evolution of massive stars once they
reach the end of the MS, the hydrogen is exhausted in their cores,
and core nuclear burning stops. In this section, we investigate the
occurrence of this feature using our sample of investigated stars.

Figure 2 shows three different HR diagrams with our sample
of O2 – B6 spectral type stars for which we were able to derive
reliable fundamental parameters. Each one is limited to stars up
to a different distance. The central panel shows those stars lo-
cated up to 2500 pc, that is, to our considered “safe" distance in
terms of completeness. This included a total of 643 stars. The
right panel extends the distance to 4000 pc and includes 814 of
the 832 stars with derived fundamental parameters (171 more
than in the central panel). The left panel is limited to stars up to
1500 pc, and includes 212 stars.

Regarding the distribution of stars in the diagram, the most
noticeable feature of the three panels is the apparent lower den-
sity of objects below 23 – 21 kK. To better characterize this fea-
ture, Fig. 3 shows the number of stars against their effective
temperature on a grid of histograms that separate stars in dif-
ferent distances and luminosity ranges, as indicated in the pan-
els (the latter ranges are also illustrated in Fig. 2). Looking at
the histograms for stars within 2500 pc (middle column), those
panels associated to stars with log(L/L�) <5.35 dex clearly show
the presence of a consistent steep drop in their relative number
below 22 kK. Although considerably smaller, the top panel also
shows a drop at that Teff value. As discussed in Sect. 5 (see also
Sect. 4.3), we interpret the drop in density as a consequence of
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Fig. 3. Histograms of the number of stars in the sample with respect to their effective temperature. Cyan bins indicate stars with 3 sin i >100 km s−1.
The top four rows of subpanels separate stars within the indicated range of log(L/L�). The three columns separate stars by their distances, as
indicated in the top panel. All histograms include with a vertical line the position of the TAMS for the corresponding luminosity range as defined
from the cumulative distribution for stars up to 2500 pc (see Sect. 4.1).

stars leaving the MS and, therefore, outlining the location of the
TAMS.

To establish a uniform criterion for the position of the drop in
Teff , we used the associated cumulative distribution of the central
bottom panel of Fig. 3. In particular, for each luminosity range,
we adopted the position in Teff where the tail of cooler stars
represents 20% of the total. These positions are marked with a
dashed vertical line in the central histograms and are also copied
into the other histograms with stars up to 1500 and 4000 pc. We
then used the same values to perform a linear fit, which is in-
cluded in the three HR diagrams of Fig. 2. The fit has the form:
log(L/L�) = 0.67 Teff −10.46 [dex], where Teff is given in kK.

Figure 3 shows that for stars with log(L/L�) <5.0 dex the
adopted position of the drop is consistent either when restrict-
ing the sample to the fewer stars in the first 1500 pc, and also
when including stars up to 4000 pc. Regarding the stars with
log(L/L�) >5.0 dex within 1500 pc, we argue that despite the

higher degree of completeness, the statistical number of stars is
not sufficient to show the drop, and this situation is much worse
for stars with log(L/L�) >5.35 dex. Concerning stars within
4000 pc, it can be seen that for stars with log(L/L�) >5.35 dex,
the drop is shifted towards cooler temperatures. This could be the
result of missing a non-negligible number of stars that are intrin-
sically fainter on the hot side of the drop, as mid-B-type stars are
intrinsically brighter than their early-B and O-type companions
(in other words, caused by the Malmquist bias).

This result represents an important improvement over the
previous reference work by Castro et al. (2014), who used a
compilation of spectroscopic observations and results from the
literature to show the distribution of 439 massive OB stars, for
the first time, in a spectroscopic HR (sHR) diagram1.

1 This diagram uses the quantity L, defined as T 4
eff

/g, to replace the
luminosity in the traditional HR diagram (see Langer & Kudritzki 2014)
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Comparing our results with those of Castro et al. (2014), we
first point out that despite the fact that part of their sample pop-
ulates the same parameter space as ours (see de Burgos et al.
2023b), their selection of stars was not created homogeneously
and included targeted groups of stars of interest for specific stud-
ies. Additionally, observational biases due to the different in-
trinsic brightnesses of the stars are likely present in their work,
whereas our volume-limited sample solves this issue. Further-
more, Castro et al. (2014) used the sHR diagram, while here we
are directly using the HR diagram, combined with additional in-
formation on the spin-rate properties and binary fraction of the
stars (see Sects. 4.2, and 4.4). We note that in the data compi-
lation by Castro et al. (2014) the surface gravities were not cor-
rected by centrifugal forces (see Herrero et al. 1992; Repolust
et al. 2004), hence affecting the location of the investigated stars
in the sHR diagram. In our case, since we are directly using lu-
minosities instead of the parameter L, the positions of the stars
in the HR diagram depicted in this paper are more robust. More-
over, our sample up to 2500 pc comprises a factor two more stars
than Castro et al. (2014) for the same Teff range.

Despite the differences, Castro et al. (2014) also found a
drop in the density of stars below 25 M� at Teff ≈20 kK. This
was also interpreted as the location of the TAMS. However, for
stars with 25 – 40 M� the drop was located at Teff ≈10 kK. As
shown in Figs. 2 and 3, our results indicate that the drop occurs
throughout the range of luminosities and masses considered, and
is located at approximately the same temperature (22 – 24 kK).
The overdensity of stars shown in Castro et al. (2014) beyond
20 kK, which is not observed in any of the panels of Fig. 2, is
likely caused by an observational bias originating from consid-
ering stars with available parameters from the literature rather
than a volume-limited sample, as in our study. In particular, it
is quite likely that their sample is biased towards brighter stars
in the optical. Since mid-B-type stars are intrinsically brighter
compared to early-B- and O-type counterparts and therefore ob-
servable at larger distances, this can explain the aforementioned
overdensity.

Regarding the distribution of stars excluded from our sam-
ple (see Sect. 2.1), we expect Be stars to only populate the
lower panels of Fig. 3, as classic Be stars mostly comprise
early-B MS objects with luminosity classes III to V, and to do
it evenly with Teff (see, e.g., Arcos et al. 2018). On the other
hand, SB2+ systems represent a larger fraction in the O-star do-
main than in the parameter domain investigated here. In fact,
Holgado et al. (2022) showed that ≈30% of their sample of O-
type stars are SB2 systems, while in de Burgos et al. (2023a, see
Fig. 6) we found that the percentage of SB2 systems among the
B0 – B6 supergiants drops down to ≈5%. As a result, we would
expect a larger number of stars in those bins corresponding
to Teff & 30 kK. We also note that the left-skewed distributions
shown in Fig. 3, particularly for stars with log(L/L�) <5.0 dex,
partially result from the effect of stars reaching different max-
imum Teff values along the zero-age main sequence (ZAMS)
limit.

4.2. Spin-rates of the sample

Another observational feature proposed to delineate the location
of the TAMS is the presence of a drop in the upper envelope of
the 3 sin i distribution as a function of Teff (Brott et al. 2011).
Figure 4 shows our distribution of 3 sin i values against Teff sepa-
rating stars in the same log(L/L�) ranges as in Fig. 3. The figure
indicates the location of the ZAMS and the empirical TAMS (the
latter resulting from the investigation presented in Sect. 4.1), and

Fig. 4. Projected rotational velocities of stars in our sample against their
effective temperature. In this case, the sample is not limited to any dis-
tance. The panels separate stars with different luminosities, as in Fig. 3,
using the same color code. Solid black error bars and central circles in-
dicate the 75% and 25% percentiles and the median values of stars in
bins of 4 kK. The dashed gray error bars correspond to the 90% and
10% percentiles. The dotted line at 100 km s−1 separates fast-rotating
stars. The location of the TAMS is also included with a vertical dashed
line. The olive-colored line corresponds to the critical velocity calcu-
lated from the models in Fig. 2. Stars showing double sub-peak emis-
sion in Hα are marked with additional lime-colored crosses (see Ap-
pendix B). The gray area corresponds to the temperature range covered
by the theoretical ZAMS in each luminosity range.

outlines the critical rotational velocity (vcrit), that is the equato-
rial velocity at which the centrifugal force balances gravity, as a
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function of Teff (see below). We also include the median 3 sin i
values for stars within bins of 4 kK (black-edge colored dots)
and the associated 25% and 75% (black solid lines) and 10% and
90% (gray dashed lines) percentiles. Although a detailed discus-
sion of the connection with the TAMS is presented in Sect. 5.1.1,
here we highlight the three most interesting features.

The first is the separation of stars into two main compo-
nents: a low-3 sin i denser group of stars (colored circles) and
a fast-rotating lesser-dense group (cyan circles; indicated also
in Fig. 2). Following de Burgos et al. (2023b), we adopted a
threshold value of 3 sin i =100 km s−1 to separate both compo-
nents. This separation is well known to be present in the O-star
domain and extends towards the early-B supergiant domain (see,
e.g., Holgado et al. 2022; de Burgos et al. 2023a, and references
therein). Using as reference those stars within 2500 pc, we find a
decreasing fraction of fast-rotating objects from ≈46% for stars
with luminosities below 4.65 dex, to ≈35% for stars between 5.0
and 4.65 dex, and to ≈25% for stars with luminosities higher than
5.0 dex. On average, 35% of the analyzed stars located on the hot
side of the TAMS belong to the fast-rotating component. A fur-
ther discussion of both components can be found in Sect. 5.1.2
and Sect. 5.3.

Another feature is the absence of fast-rotating objects be-
low a certain Teff , located very close to the TAMS, which is
especially evident in the middle panels. This can also be seen
in Fig. 3, where fast-rotating stars are indicated in cyan bins
in all histograms. In addition, the Teff that outlines the lack of
these objects seems to shift with luminosity by a few thousand
kelvins, with fast-rotating stars extending beyond the TAMS (in
evolutionary terms) towards lower luminosities and vice versa.
As discussed in Sect. 5.3, this behavior is similar to what is pre-
dicted in some evolutionary models of stars born with half of
their critical velocity.

Also interesting, the maximum 3 sin i values reached by stars
as a function of Teff (see Fig. 4) show a moderate decrease to-
wards lower Teff . This upper envelope closely follows the limit
imposed by vcrit, which is shown with an olive-colored line, and
has been calculated from the same models used in Fig. 2 using
Eq. 2 in Langer (1998). These features are further discussed in
Sect. 5.1.

4.3. Comparison with evolutionary tracks

Three publicly available evolutionary calculations widely used
in the literature are those of Brott et al. (2011); Ekström et al.
(2012); Choi et al. (2016). Each uses different assumptions, pre-
scriptions, or approximations to control internal and external
physical processes. Figure 5 displays the evolutionary tracks of
these models without initial rotation (top panel) and with consid-
erable initial rotation (vini/vcrit =0.42; bottom panel). To be able to
compare our empirical TAMS (purple dashed-dotted line) with
the equivalent TAMS of the evolutionary models, we performed
a polynomial fitting to those Teff - log(L/L�) points on the
coolest side of the hook towards the end of the MS (see Sect. 1
and Martinet et al. 2021). Since our empirical TAMS mixes stars
with different rotations, the top panel includes for reference an
additional TAMS where we removed all fast-rotating stars (red
dashed-dotted line; hereafter SR-TAMS). This results in an al-
most vertical line at Teff =22.65 kK (σ=0.11 kK). Complemen-
tary, the bottom panel includes another TAMS where we lim-
ited our sample to fast-rotating objects (gold dashed-dotted line;
hereafter FR-TAMS). In this case, the second-order polynomial

2 Models from Brott et al. (2011) were chosen to have vini ≈220 km s−1

Fig. 5. HR diagrams showing different evolutionary tracks for solar
metallicity together with different predictions for the location of the
TAMS, as indicated in each legend. The top panel includes tracks with
no initial rotation, and in the bottom panel track they correspond to
vini/vcrit =0.4 (for tracks downloaded from Brott et al. (2011), we used
an equivalent vini ≈220 km s−1). Intervals of the same age difference
are included in all the evolutionary tracks. The gray density mesh in the
background is based on a Gaussian kernel and includes our sample stars
up to 2500 pc. Evolutionary tracks are limited up to the RSg phase (if
applicable).

fit follows the form: log(L/L�) = −0.001385 Teff
2 + 0.176 Teff

+1.37 [dex], where again Teff is in kK.
Starting with the top panel, the comparison with the mod-

els by Ekström et al. (2012) and Choi et al. (2016) shows that
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in the 15 – 30 M� range, both predict a hotter effective temper-
ature for the TAMS. However, both agree particularly well for
the 12 M� and 40 M� tracks. In contrast, the TAMS predicted by
Brott et al. (2011) is located at cooler temperatures in the full
range of masses covered by our sample. Moreover, the models
computed by Brott et al. (2011) significantly extend the width of
the MS above the 25 M� track. This extended MS is also present
in the other models; however, it becomes noticeable only above
40 M�. Unfortunately, the number of stars in our sample is not
sufficient to draw any comparison above this mass. We note that,
in this case without initial rotation, the difference between our
TAMS and SR-TAMS is not substantial (see below).

In the bottom panel of Fig. 5, our TAMS only coincides with
those of Ekström et al. (2012) and Choi et al. (2016) for masses
. 15 M�. Interestingly, our FR-TAMS overlaps very well with
both sets of models up to 20 M�, and the agreement continues
up to 40 M� in the case of models by Ekström et al. (2012).
However, models by Ekström et al. (2012) for this initial rota-
tion also predict an important spin-down of the stars near the
MS. Therefore, an adequate comparison requires from further
considerations regarding the evolution of the spin-rate proper-
ties of the stars. Again, the models of Brott et al. (2011) extend
the width of the MS towards cooler temperatures in the entire
range of covered masses.

We remark here that our definition of the TAMS has arbi-
trarily been adopted as the temperature that includes 20% of the
coolest observed objects, but this depends, for example, on the
number of objects located on the hot side of the TAMS. There-
fore, the above comparison is affected by this definition. De-
spite this, the general comparison with the different models sug-
gests that those of Ekström et al. (2012), but also of Choi et al.
(2016) provide a better agreement with the observations (see also
Sect. 5.3, where we discuss the reasons for the observed discrep-
ancies).

4.4. Map of SB1 objects in the HR diagram

As explored in McEvoy et al. (2015) using a sample of BSGs
in the 30 Doradus region, the lack of SB1 systems beyond the
TAMS can also provide additional constraints to shape its loca-
tion in the HR diagram. Moreover, the lack of binaries on the
cool side of the TAMS can add new clues about the nature of
those objects.

We followed the guidelines presented in Simón-Díaz et al.
(2024; see also Holgado et al. 2018) to separate the observed
peak-to-peak amplitudes of the radial velocity caused by the in-
trinsic variability of the stars from true SB1 systems. In partic-
ular, the work by Simón-Díaz et al. (2024) establishes an effec-
tive temperature-luminosity RVpp threshold for this separation,
in addition to several visual guidelines and a minimum number
of multi-epoch data to avoid erroneous detections.

We evaluated the presence of SB1 systems in our sam-
ple up to a distance of 2500 pc. We excluded stars with
3 sin i >200 km s−1 because of the additional difficulty in deter-
mining the radial velocity in very broad lines and to avoid false
cases. Figure 6 shows the location in the HR diagram of the
451 systems with available multi-epoch data where we identi-
fied 146 SB1 systems (green circles). We can see that they are
spread mainly within the MS band of the HR diagram, with only
a few stars beyond the position of the TAMS. Table 2 provides
the number and percentage of SB1 systems in the HR diagram,
separating the stars in the usual luminosity ranges. With respect
to Teff , we separated the stars into those located on the hot and
cool side of the TAMS, and for those on the hot side, we also

Fig. 6. Similar HR diagram as in Fig. 2 highlighting with green circles
those stars identified as SB1 from the sample.

Table 2. Summary properties of SB1 systems for stars within 2500 pc.

log(L/L�) SB1 SB1 on MS SB1 on MS SB1 after
range on MS Teff >34 kK Teff <34 kK TAMS

5.70 – 5.35 23 12 11 2
5.35 – 5.00 38 15 23 4
5.00 – 4.65 39 6 33 3
4.65 – 4.30 28 – 28 4

log(L/L�) % SB1 % SB1 MS % SB1 MS % SB1
range on MS Teff >34 kK Teff <34 kK after TAMS

5.70 – 5.35 33±11% 43±18% 27±14% 11±15%
5.35 – 5.00 41±10% 45±17% 39±12% 13±12%
5.00 – 4.65 38±9% 43±26% 37±10% 12±13%
4.65 – 4.30 38±11% – 38±11% 21±18%

Notes. The uncertainties in the percentages were calculated using the
standard deviation for the fraction of SB1 systems and a 95% confidence
level.

divided the stars into those with Teff above and below 34 kK.
For all stars within the MS band, the percentage of SB1 systems
gradually increases towards lower luminosities. A more steep in-
crease occurs for stars between 34 kK and the TAMS. The per-
centage of SB1 system beyond the TAMS is significantly lower
than in the MS, particularly for the top luminosity bins; how-
ever, the lower bin is less representative as the number of objects
is more limited. The percentage of SB1 systems also decreases
with respect to Teff , remaining more constant towards lower lu-
minosities. These percentages and the observed distribution is
interpreted in Sect. 5.2.
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5. Discussion

Our results represent a significant improvement over the previ-
ous reference work of Castro et al. (2014) in the OB star do-
main. The significantly larger sample size, combined with its
high degree of completeness, allowed us to propose a new loca-
tion for the position of the TAMS in the massive star domain that
can contribute to better constrain stellar evolution models. More-
over, our sample benefits from being analyzed in a homogeneous
self-consistent manner, rather than a compilation of results from
the literature as in Castro et al. (2014). In addition to this, the
effective temperature below which the number of fast-rotating
stars significantly decreases roughly outlines the position of the
TAMS, which can further support its position in the HR diagram.
Interestingly, the fraction of SB1 stars notably decreases on the
cool side of the TAMS, and also seems to decrease within the
MS band, which can affect the interpretation of the results.

5.1. Spin-rate properties of the sample

Rotation in massive stars plays an important role in their en-
tire evolution (Meynet & Maeder 2000; Heger & Langer 2000;
Maeder & Meynet 2005; Yoon & Langer 2005; Langer 2012).
It can enhance internal mixing processes that provide the stel-
lar core with additional hydrogen, allowing stars to extend their
time in the MS. Rotation can also trigger increased mass-loss
rates, which can also affect their evolution and final fates. There-
fore, understanding the observed spin-rate properties of massive
stars is necessary to better constrain their evolution.

As indicated in Sect. 4.2, two main observable features are
known to characterize the spin rates of luminous O- and B-type
stars. One is the bimodal distribution of the projected rotational
velocity (e.g. Conti & Ebbets 1977; Howarth et al. 1997; Dufton
et al. 2013; Ramírez-Agudelo et al. 2013; Holgado et al. 2022;
de Burgos et al. 2023b), which includes a main component of
slowly-rotating stars and a secondary more extended tail of fast-
rotating objects. The latter component has been proposed to be
products of binary interactions (e.g., Ramírez-Agudelo et al.
2013; de Mink et al. 2014; Ramírez-Agudelo et al. 2015; Hol-
gado et al. 2022; de Burgos et al. 2023b). The second feature is
the lack of fast-rotating stars below a certain temperature (see
Howarth et al. 1997; Ryans et al. 2002; Vink et al. 2010; Simón-
Díaz & Herrero 2014; McEvoy et al. 2015; de Burgos et al.
2023b). As indicated by different studies, this feature could be
interpreted as the empirical location of the TAMS (see Vink et al.
2010; Brott et al. 2011; Martinet et al. 2021; de Burgos et al.
2023b). We explore this possibility further.

5.1.1. The lack of fast-rotating stars beyond the TAMS

Previous representations of the 3 sin i distribution against Teff

have shown the presence of a clear drop from 300 – 200 km s−1

to 70 – 30 km s−1 of the most rapidly rotating objects around 22 –
20 kK (see, e.g., Vink et al. 2010; McEvoy et al. 2015; de Burgos
et al. 2023b). This drop is followed by the lack of fast-rotating
objects below these temperatures. The distributions shown in
Fig. 4 for stars with log(L/L�) <5.35 dex also evidence this fea-
ture. However, the reason behind it is still debated and probably
involves various physical processes.

On the one hand, massive stars leaving the MS should un-
dergo an expansion of their envelopes and, in turn, also decrease
their observed surface rotational velocities. However, this ex-
pansion is not sufficient to drastically reduce spin rates within

the investigated Teff range where the drop occurs (which is of
≈200 km s−1; see, e.g., the second panel of Fig. 4).

On the other hand, stars with expanding envelopes and high
spin rates near the TAMS can get too close to their critical rota-
tional velocities (see, e.g., Meynet & Maeder 2006; Meynet et al.
2007). It is predicted that before reaching that point, stars expel
enough material into the medium (e.g. Kurfürst et al. 2014), trig-
gering a spin-down of the star’s rotation (e.g. Georgy et al. 2011;
de Mink et al. 2013). As shown in Fig. 4 (see also the right panel
of Fig. 2), the critical rotation derived from the models follows
the upper envelope of the 3 sin i distribution. In particular, the top
panel does not show any fast-rotating object beyond the TAMS.
For the other panels, we could, in principle, expect to find some
fast-rotating objects that have not yet reached their vcrit.

A third possibility is related to mass loss. In this respect,
Vink et al. (2010) suggested that the bi-stability nature of the
winds (see Pauldrach & Puls 1990; Vink et al. 1999, 2000) can
lead to an important increase in the mass-loss rates at ≈22 kK,
and to a subsequent enhancement of the angular momentum loss
(known as the “bi-stability braking"). However, in de Burgos
et al. (2024) (see also Rubio-Díez et al. 2022; Krtička et al. 2024)
we show that such an increase in the mass-loss rates (by a fac-
tor of ten to twenty) is not observed3. Therefore, we argue that
the lack of fast-rotating stars is not due to this latter proposed
mechanism.

These considerations leave different scenarios that can fur-
ther explain our results. One possibility is that the lack of fast-
rotating objects is the result of a statistically lower number of
stars beyond the TAMS, i.e., that detecting these objects is much
more unlikely. This could be supported by considering that for
stars with log(L/L�) =4.65 – 5.35 (where we account for more
stars), the histograms of Fig. 3 show the largest difference in the
relative number of stars when crossing the TAMS. In particu-
lar, for stars up to 2500 pc there are three times fewer stars be-
tween those within Teff =28 – 23 kK and those within Teff =23 –
18 kK. Considering that the proportion of fast-rotating objects
located within each range with respect to the total is 1:3, this ex-
ercise would result in only 12 fast-rotating objects below 22 kK.
We account for eight objects meeting these conditions, which
we consider sufficient to support this aforementioned possibility.
We note that we did not account for the fact that some of the
fast-rotating stars may not be seen as such due to a projection
effect.

Another possibility, which can coexist with the one above,
is that fast-rotating objects quickly spin-down once the spin-up
is triggered (i.e., that the fast-rotating phase is short-staying in
time). If the spin-up process occurs during the MS, then it would
be very difficult to observe these objects beyond the TAMS. Al-
though we further discuss the impact of binary interaction in
Sect. 5.2, in that regard we anticipate that different types of bi-
nary interaction in fact result in a strong spin-up process fol-
lowed by a quick (3 – 5 Ma) surface braking. Moreover, binary
interaction is also expected to occur mainly when at least one of
the components of the binary system is still on the MS (see de
Mink et al. 2013, 2014). A third possibility is the presence of
unconsidered effects or forces that can trigger a moderate brak-
ing toward the end of the MS. This can include, for example, the
effect of magnetic fields (see Keszthelyi et al. 2020, 2022).

In conclusion, we argue that the lack of fast-rotating stars
below a given temperature is not caused by enhanced mass-loss
rates and may have its origin in two possible compatible expla-

3 Newer prescriptions, such as those of Björklund et al. (2021), do not
predict any enhancement near our empirical TAMS.
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nations. One, that beyond the TAMS, the statistical number is not
sufficient to observe them; and two, that if fast-rotating objects
result from binary interaction within the MS, and the increased
angular momentum only lasts for a short period of time, then it
is unlikely to observe them beyond the TAMS. Either way, we
argue that the drop of fast-rotating objects can also be used to
outline the end of the MS.

5.1.2. The evolution of 3 sin i along the MS

Figure 4 provides the largest 3 sin i distribution of Galactic OB
stars to date, which is combined with the largest Teff and L cov-
erage for stars homogeneously analyzed where the influence of
observational biases is minimized. This allows us to confidently
extend our discussion on how the stars within each of the two
3 sin i components may evolve along the MS.

Interestingly, the median 3 sin i values of the two top panels
in Fig. 4 show similar trends. First, the values increase by some
tens of km s−1 to then slowly decrease towards the coldest effec-
tive temperatures. This trend is less obvious in the third panel,
but may still be present, and it is certainly not the case of the
bottom panel, which we discuss separately in Appendix D. We
also note that the first median value may not be so representative
as it overlaps with the position of the ZAMS, where the number
of stars is significantly lower than for the other values. Exclud-
ing that first value, our results strongly suggest a slow-braking
process occurring along the MS, which has already been empiri-
cally supported by the works of Holgado et al. (2022); Britavskiy
et al. (2023); de Burgos et al. (2023b). Furthermore, the number
of stars on the hot side of the TAMS with 3 sin i. 100 km s−1

(i.e. the low-3 sin i component of the spin rate distribution) rep-
resents 65% of the total number. This large fraction may indicate
that massive stars are born with low to mild initial rotations (not
more than 0.2 of the critical velocity), as indicated also in the
aforementioned works. However, we note that since we do not
account for projection effects, the 67% may represent a lower
limit.

In Sect. 4.2 we highlight the moderate decrease in the highest
values of 3 sin i with Teff until the TAMS is reached (see Fig. 4;
see also Sect. 5.1.1). In general, these highest values closely fol-
low the limit imposed by the critical velocity, indicating that
fast-rotating objects are ubiquitous within the MS. In this regard,
the 90%-percentiles associated with the median values shown in
Fig. 4 also provide a better statistical representation of this fact.
Again, we note that the percentile corresponding to the first me-
dian value on the ZAMS is not well representative, whereas the
rest of the values monotonically decrease toward lower temper-
atures. We noticed that the 90%-percentiles associated with the
top panel (stars with log(L/L�) = 5.7 – 5.35 dex) are more sepa-
rated from the vcrit than in the other panels4. A possible explana-
tion for this could be related to the importance of mass loss with
increasing luminosity and its connection with angular momen-
tum loss (Maeder 2009). In this regard, de Burgos et al. (2024)
showed that the difference in mass-loss rates between BSGs with
log(L/L�) <5.0 dex and those with log(L/L�) >5.3 dex can be
more than a factor of ten. If this is the case, stars with higher
luminosities would lose angular momentum at a much higher
rate than their less luminous counterparts.

4 The two stars with 3 sin i >300 km s−1 and Teff <30 kK in the top panel
both have log(L/L�)≈5.35, more compatible with the distribution for
stars with log(L/L�) = 5.35 – 5.0 dex.

5.2. The impact of binaries

An important aspect to our understanding of massive stars is the
impact that binary interaction has on the interpretation of the
observed properties. This is particularly relevant as a result of
the large proportion of objects that are predicted to interact with
a companion during the MS (see Sana et al. 2012; de Mink et al.
2014).

Before discussing our results on the detected fraction of the
SB1 system, it is important to remark that there is no definitive
method to distinguish RV variations produced by stellar com-
panions from those caused by stellar intrinsic variability, such
as pulsations (see Bowman 2020, for a review). Moreover, this
variability can have different physical origins, including pulsa-
tions that originate in the stellar interiors or strong stellar winds
that originate in their atmospheres (see, e.g., Simón-Díaz et al.
2010; Aerts et al. 2017, 2018; Burssens et al. 2020; Simón-Díaz
et al. 2024). Therefore, one has to be particularly careful, as the
percentage of detected SB1 systems is highly dependent on the
adopted threshold used to separate the effect of intrinsic vari-
ability from the variations linked to the orbital motion. In this
work, we followed the approach of Simón-Díaz et al. (2024),
which provides a robust study of the characteristic amplitude of
RV variations produced by stellar pulsations in the O-stars and
BSGs domains, allowing us to more confidently flag the likely
presence of a stellar companion.

In Sect. 4.4, we present the fraction of SB1 in our sample and
how this fraction changes along the MS and beyond the TAMS
(see Table 2). These results show an average 37% of SB1 sys-
tems present within the MS, and that this percentage is reduced
by ≈25% to an average 14% beyond the TAMS. This interest-
ing result approaches that found by McEvoy et al. (2015) in the
Tarantula Nebula, where no more SB1 systems were detected be-
low a given temperature. In this work, we show that SB1 systems
are also present beyond the TAMS, but their absolute number is
very limited (13 out of 92 stars). We conclude that the lower
percentage of SB1 systems beyond the TAMS can be used to
delineate its position with respect to Teff .

One of the predicted types of binary interaction involves that
one of the stars in the system reaches a more evolved state in
which its larger size leads to a mass transfer into the companion.
The donor can then become a compact object (i.e., a black hole
or neutron star) or a stripped helium star that may result in an
SB1 system, merge with the gainer, or be kicked by a supernova
explosion triggered by the secondary star. The latter two cases
obviously do not produce an SB1 system. Either way, this type
of interaction is less likely to happen outside the MS, as it would
require both stars to have similar masses in order to reach the
end of the MS at the same time (see Marchant & Bodensteiner
2023). Therefore, one would expect the number of SB1 systems
to decrease significantly beyond MS, not only in relative terms,
but also as a result of this less probable scenario. This scenario
is supported by our findings.

The results of Table 2 indicate that the percentage of SB1
systems within the MS decreases towards lower temperatures.
In particular from 44% above 34 kK to 34% below (on average).
This situation could be explained as the result of the expansion of
(at least) one of the stars and the subsequent merging in a binary
system that would otherwise still be seen as an SB1, thus turning
SB1 systems into mergers. Furthermore, the percentage of SB1
systems decreases in the highest luminosity bin. This case could
be explained by the higher detection threshold of RV in the upper
part of the HR diagram, which would eliminate some true SB1
systems. We also argue that the few SB1 systems beyond the
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Fig. 7. Histograms of the number spectroscopic binaries against spectral
type or, equivalently, log10(Teff), limited to a distance of 2500 pc. The
top panel include SB2+ systems for which the spectral type is taken
from the primary star (see also Sect. 5.2 for further details). The middle
panel is similar to the top one but including the SB1 systems detected
from the RVpp variability. The bottom panel include the same stars as
in the middle one, but we used the log(Teff) instead of the spectral type.
In two panels on the top, the position of the TAMS is highlighted with
a patch of purple lines, derived from the range of spectral types of stars
within 1 kK of the average Teff of the TAMS, which is shown in the
bottom panel as a dashed purple line.

TAMS likely correspond to stars heading to the RSg phase, since
this phase practically eliminates all detectable binaries beyond
the TAMS (see de Mink et al. 2014).

Similarly as for SB1 systems, the presence of a drop in SB2+
systems on the cool side of the TAMS could provide additional
evidence of its location. Although SB2+ systems were intention-
ally excluded from our sample, and therefore we do not count
with reliable quantitative spectroscopic analysis of each individ-
ual component, we can still use the available information on their

spectral types as a proxy (to some extent) of the corresponding
effective temperatures.

The upper and middle histograms of Fig. 7 show the distri-
bution of SB2+ and SB1 systems with respect to their spectral
type5. Also in this case, SB2+ systems are limited to a distance
of 2500 pc. For the former group, the sample is limited to B-type
supergiants (a primary component of luminosity classes I and
II) and O9-type stars (of any luminosity class). These include
those systems identified in de Burgos et al. (2023a), plus some
other systems found later from the acquisition of new spectra.
The SB1 systems are limited to stars in our sample with O9 –
B7 spectral types. Both histograms show a reducing number of
spectroscopic binaries towards mid-B-type supergiants, with the
only exception of a lesser number of O9 SB1 systems. This de-
crease is followed by a steep drop after B2-type for both SB2+
and SB1 systems, which in both cases roughly coincides with the
empirical location of the TAMS (see diagonal lines). To provide
a rough idea of the comparison between Teff and spectral types,
the bottom histogram of Fig. 7 shows this equivalency, where
the drop of SB1 systems very well matches the position of the
TAMS at log10(Teff) =4.35 dex (≈22.5 kK; dashed purple line).

From this exercise, we conclude that the drop in SB2+ sys-
tems very well coincides with that of the SB1 systems and, there-
fore, could also be used as an indicator of stars reaching the
TAMS. In fact, we also expect the number of SB2+ systems to
decrease beyond the MS as a result of (at least) one of the stars
in the system either turning into a compact object or interacting
with the companion.

5.3. Implications for stellar evolution models

Our combined results, including the drop in density in the HR
diagram, the lack of fast-rotating stars and SB1 systems beyond
that drop, all support the location of a new empirical TAMS at
the position described in Sect. 4.1. In Sect. 4.3 we show that
this position implies an extension or contraction of the width of
the MS depending on the set of evolutionary models considered.
Moreover, we showed that the location of the TAMS depends on
the selection of stars based on their 3 sin i. In this section, we fur-
ther discuss the comparison with widely used publicly available
stellar evolutionary models.

As we argued in Sect. 5.1.2, one possibility to explain the
observed 3 sin i distribution and the larger fraction of stars with
3 sin i. 100 km s−1 is that massive stars are born with low to mild
initial rotation (vini . 150 km s−1) and continue evolving while
slowly decreasing their spin rates. This scenario is more com-
patible with the predictions of Brott et al. (2011) and Choi et al.
(2016), where the effect of surface braking is much lower than
in Ekström et al. (2012). Although the models of Ekström et al.
(2012) and Choi et al. (2016) do not include an intermediate ini-
tial rotation (vini/vcrit . 0.2) we continue our discussion assum-
ing that the available models without initial rotation (top panel
of Fig. 5) are more representative for comparing the positions
of the theoretical and empirical TAMS. In this regard, two im-
portant processes that significantly impact the width of the MS
across all the masses considered here are the above-mentioned
initial rotation and the amount of overshooting. Although other
mechanisms such as semi-convection, inflation, rotationally in-
duced chemical mixing, and magnetic fields also influence the
MS, some are restricted to a specific range of masses (e.g. in-
flation for masses & 30 M�; see Ishii et al. 1999; Köhler et al.

5 The spectral classification was adopted from trustable sources when
possible, or from the SIMBAD astronomical database
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2015), or their influence also depends on additional assumptions
(e.g. rotational mixing which relies on an efficient angular mo-
mentum transport; see Martinet et al. 2021). However, as shown
by Keszthelyi et al. (2022), the effect of surface fossil magnetic
fields can largely influence the evolution of stars, and certainly
deserves further consideration. However, the models of Brott
et al. (2011), Ekström et al. (2012), and Choi et al. (2016) do
not account for this effect, and we decided not include it in our
discussion.

This leaves the main difference for the position of the TAMS
in Fig. 5 set by the overshooting parameter (αov). In the mod-
els of Brott et al. (2011), this parameter is fixed to αov =0.335,
whereas in Ekström et al. (2012), it takes the value of αov =0.10.
For Choi et al. (2016), they use the exponential overshoot for-
malism, which for models without initial rotation, is equivalent
to αov ≈0.206. In general, in all available models, the coefficients
that regulate this parameter have been set to match either the em-
pirical location of the drop in the relative number of stars (e.g.,
Ekström et al. 2012), or the drop in rotational velocities (e.g.,
Brott et al. 2011). However, the latter would be more risky un-
der the aforementioned assumption of a low initial rotation, plus
the additional uncertainty in the case that fast-rotating objects
have their origin in binary interaction (see Sect. 5.2). Further-
more, the range of masses used to calibrate the coefficients in
those models where overshooting is not mass-dependent is an
additional source of discrepancy. This explains, for example, the
better agreement between the models by Brott et al. (2011) and
Ekström et al. (2012) for intermediate masses below ≈15 M�.

Recent work by Martinet et al. (2021) used the observational
information presented in Castro et al. (2014) to investigate the
sizes of the convective cores and constrain the amount of over-
shooting. Furthermore, different works (including that one) have
shown that the size of the cores is also mass-dependent (e.g.
Langer & Kudritzki 2014; Claret & Torres 2019; Tkachenko
et al. 2020, 2024). Using our volume-limited sample and its
high degree of completeness, we can contribute to a better def-
inition of the width of the MS adding new constraints to fine-
tune the overshooting parameter and its dependence on the
initial mass for evolutionary masses from 12 M�, and up to
40 M�. In this regard, we show in Sect. 4.3 that our empirical
TAMS, as well as the SR-TAMS (that only includes objects with
3 sin i <100 km s−1), both lie between the theoretical TAMS of
Ekström et al. (2012) and Choi et al. (2016), and the one of Brott
et al. (2011). Although tests are certainly required, this suggests
a higher overshooting value in the first two cases and a lower
value in the latter. Moreover, the lack of an overdensity of ob-
jects with 25 – 40 M� below ≈20 kK as shown in Castro et al.
(2014) (see Sect. 4.1) also adds an important constraint for fu-
ture models. Although some authors attributed the observed ex-
tension to the effect of inflation (e.g., Choi et al. (2016), Sanyal
et al. 2017), this is no longer needed within that range of masses.
Unfortunately, the number of stars in our sample is not sufficient
to draw any conclusion above 40 M�.

Before moving further into our discussion, we must recall
the possibility mentioned in Sect. 1 in which stars undergoing
a blueward evolution may also be present in our sample. If this
is the case and some of these stars overlap with those used here
to define the position of the TAMS, it could lead to its incorrect
definition. We evaluated this possibility using the predictions in
Brott et al. (2011), Ekström et al. (2012), and Choi et al. (2016).

6 We note that this comparison is not straightforward in models with
rotation because it induces diffusive processes that contribute to chemi-
cal mixing and thus the length of the MS.

We found that Brott et al. (2011) do not predict stars evolving
blueward, whereas the models of Choi et al. (2016) only predict
them for vini/vcrit =0.4 and initial masses below 12 M�, and above
40 M�. For models of Ekström et al. (2012), we find their pres-
ence for masses below 12 M� (which corresponds to stars under-
going blue loops), and above 32 M� or 20 M� for models without
rotation or with vini/vcrit =0.4, respectively. Assuming the slow
initial rotation scheme, the models of Ekström et al. (2012) for
masses & 32 M� predict stars to quickly move blueward and then
spend a non-negligible time (≈0.2 – 0.3 Myr) in the 30 – 20 kK
Teff range before reaching their final fates. If this is the case,
then some of the stars in this Teff range could contaminate the
distributions shown in Fig. 3 for stars with log(L/L�)& 5.3 dex.
However, to further evaluate the nature of these objects (whether
they are evolving towards the RSg phase or coming from it),
additional clues from the surface chemical composition and the
pulsational properties is required (see Bowman et al. 2019; de
Burgos et al. Chapter 6)7.

As also mentioned in Sect. 1, the binary channel can also
contribute to the observed distribution of single and SB1 stars
used to define the TAMS (see, e.g., Menon et al. 2024). Unfortu-
nately, our understanding of how different types of binary inter-
action spread over the HR diagram is still in an early stage. Nev-
ertheless, we may expect that for those cases where the merging
of two stars leads to a reconfiguration of the outcome core, the
evolution follows the same path as for a more massive single star,
thus not altering the drop in density.

The initial stellar rotation also influences the extension of
the MS predicted by evolutionary models (see, e.g., Meynet &
Maeder 2000; Brott et al. 2011; Martinet et al. 2021). Although,
as pointed out in Sect. 4.3, we cannot directly compare our em-
pirical FR-TAMS with the theoretical ones, our large sample
compared to previous studies (e.g. Vink et al. 2010; Castro et al.
2014; McEvoy et al. 2015) allows us to withdraw one conclu-
sion. If fast-rotating stars retain their spin rates (regardless if they
got it as a result of binary interaction, or they were born as such),
then rotationally induced effects seem to shorten the width of the
MS for higher masses and extend it for lower ones. This behavior
could be similar to what predicted by Ekström et al. (2012) for
vini/vcrit 0.4. However, in that case, the models by Ekström et al.
(2012) also predict an important spin-down on the initial part of
the MS.

The comparison with the different models thus suggests that
a revision of the overshooting is required in all the cases to
match with our empirical TAMS, which is a conclusion also sup-
ported by asteroseismic studies of massive stars (see Burssens
et al. 2023). In the case of Ekström et al. (2012) and Choi et al.
(2016), the overshooting should be adjusted to further extend the
width of the MS to cooler temperatures for masses between 15 to
30 M�, whereas models by Brott et al. (2011) appear to require
further adjustments.

6. Conclusions and future work

The unresolved question regarding whether BSGs are MS or
post-MS objects arose over three decades ago due to the ob-
served overdensity of BSGs situated beyond the theoretical lo-
cation of the TAMS. To date, we now know that a significant
fraction of BSGs are likely hydrogen-burning stars and that a
significant fraction of their observed population may be binary
products. However, we do not have a clear definition of the loca-
tion of the end of the MS, situation that gets worse considering

7 This is a temporary internal reference for the purpose of this thesis.
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that, appart from single MS stars, additional evolutionary chan-
nels can also populate the BSGs domain, making a very difficult
task to disentangle the different groups. A key to improving this
situation requires high-quality statistically significant volume-
limited samples of BSGs analyzed homogeneously.

In this work, we performed a selection of 643
spectroscopically-observed Galactic O-stars and BSGs. Using
the ALS III catalog as reference, we found that our sample com-
prises ≈60% of all massive stars within 2500 pc and Bmag <11
that are born as O-type stars and reach the B6 spectral type. This
results is the most complete spectroscopic-analyzed sample
of Galactic massive stars analyzed to date. Combining the
results of the quantitative spectroscopic analysis with the Gaia
distances, we were able to derive their absolute luminosities.
This has allowed us to represent the sample in the HR diagram
and analyze its properties in the context of stellar evolution.

Our results evidenced a drop in the density of stars below
22 – 25 kK and for luminosities between 4.3 and 5.7 dex. This
range corresponds to initial masses between 12 and 40 M�. We
interpret this drop as the location of the TAMS. Moreover, this
drop is still present when the volume of our sample is reduced
to 1500 pc or increased to 4000 pc. This is an important im-
provement over previous studies that attempted to empirically
locate the TAMS. We particularly improve the situation for ini-
tial masses above ≈25 M�, where the TAMS was suggested to be
at Teff ≈10 kK.

We studied the projected equatorial velocities of the stars in
our sample with respect to Teff and log(L/L�). We identified a
clear separation between fast-rotating and slow-rotating objects
at ≈100 km s−1. We found an important lack of fast-rotating stars
on the cool side of the TAMS, almost outlining its position.
This situation has been suggested to be the result of stars leav-
ing the MS. In that regard, we evaluated different processes and
effects potentially involved and concluded that the lack of fast-
rotating objects is likely due to a combination of stars reaching
near-critical velocity and the result of two compatible scenarios.
One is that, as a result of stars crossing the TAMS, the num-
ber of stars, including the fast-rotating objects, significantly de-
creases. The other one is that if fast-rotating objects are products
of binary interaction within the MS, and they quickly spin-down
once the spin-up is triggered during this interaction, then it is un-
likely to observe them. Based on the latest findings on mass-loss
rates in BSGs, we do not find a connection between the poten-
tial associated braking effect and the lack of fast-rotating objects.
However, we find that the Teff at which fast-rotating stars are no
longer present varies with log(L/L�), with cooler fast-rotating
stars towards lower log(L/L�), even beyond the TAMS. We ar-
gue that this could be a consequence of rotationally induced ef-
fects that change the width of the MS.

Based on the distribution of 3 sin i values with Teff , we argue
that the evolution and the larger fraction of the slowly-rotating
component may be an indicator that massive stars enter the MS
with low to mild initial rotations (vini/vcrit . 0.2). This would
be further supported under the assumption that the fast-rotating
component mainly emerges from binary interaction.

Using multi-epoch spectra, the associated peak-to-peak RV
variations, and an adequate diagnostic of the intrinsic variability
of O-stars and BSGs, we were able to find 146 SB1 systems
within 451 objects in our sample. We find an average of 37%
of SB1 systems within the MS, which is significantly reduced to
14% beyond the TAMS, further delineating its position in the HR
diagram. We also find a smaller decrease within the MS, which
we suggest to be a consequence of the evolution of SB1 systems

into mergers. We found that the behavior of SB2+ systems with
Teff is qualitatively similar to that of SB1 systems.

We compared the location of the theoretical TAMS in refer-
ence sets of evolutionary models from Brott et al. (2011), Ek-
ström et al. (2012), and Choi et al. (2016) with its empirical lo-
cation obtained in this work. Our results suggest a revision of
the overshooting parameter for nonrotating models, with higher
overshooting values in the first two sets of models and a lower
value in the latter set. We show that the behavior of the FR-
TAMS is similar to that displayed by the theoretical TAMS in
the models of Ekström et al. (2012).

The results presented in this work provide strong empirical
constraints for improving stellar evolution models. Particularly
with respect to the width of the MS in the massive star domain.
Although our results also agree with the possibility that fast-
rotating stars may have binary origin, further investigation is re-
quired to confirm this hypothesis. Furthermore, stars evolving
blueward may also populate the upper part of the HR diagram
near the TAMS. Our next steps will bring additional clues from
the surface abundances and the analysis of the pulsational prop-
erties of the stars in our sample to further test these possibilities.
Moreover, the fraction of spectroscopic binaries within our sam-
ple demands further investigation and will likely add important
constraints on the frequency of binary interaction in massive star
evolution.
Acknowledgements. AdB and SS-D acknowledge support from the Spanish Min-
istry of Science and Innovation (MICINN) through the Spanish State Research
Agency through grants PID2021-122397NB-C21, and the Severo Ochoa Pro-
gramme 2020-2023 (CEX2019-000920-S). Regarding the observing facilities,
this research is based on observations made with the Mercator Telescope, oper-
ated by the Flemish Community at the Observatorio del Roque de los Mucha-
chos (La Palma, Spain), of the Instituto de Astrofísica de Canarias. In partic-
ular, obtained with the HERMES spectrograph, which is supported by the Re-
search Foundation - Flanders (FWO), Belgium, the Research Council of KU Leu-
ven, Belgium, the Fonds National de la Recherche Scientifique (F.R.S.-FNRS),
Belgium, the Royal Observatory of Belgium, the Observatoire de Genève,
Switzerland, and the Thüringer Landessternwarte Tautenburg, Germany. This
research also based on observations with the Nordic Optical Telescope, owned
in collaboration by the University of Turku and Aarhus University, and oper-
ated jointly by Aarhus University, the University of Turku and the University
of Oslo, representing Denmark, Finland and Norway, the University of Ice-
land and Stockholm University, at the Observatorio del Roque de los Mucha-
chos, of the Instituto de Astrofísica de Canarias. This work has made use of
data from the European Space Agency (ESA) mission Gaia (https://www.
cosmos.esa.int/gaia), processed by the Gaia Data Processing and Anal-
ysis Consortium (DPAC, https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/gaia/dpac/
consortium). Funding for the DPAC has been provided by national institutions,
in particular, the institutions participating in the Gaia Multilateral Agreement.

References
Aerts, C., Bowman, D. M., Símon-Díaz, S., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 476, 1234
Aerts, C., Símon-Díaz, S., Bloemen, S., et al. 2017, A&A, 602, A32
Arcos, C., Kanaan, S., Chávez, J., et al. 2018, MNRAS, 474, 5287
Arcos, C., Kanaan, S., Chavez, J., et al. 2021, VizieR Online Data Catalog: Be-

SOS Be stars stellar parameters (Arcos+, 2018), VizieR On-line Data Cata-
log: J/MNRAS/474/5287. Originally published in: 2018MNRAS.474.5287A

Babusiaux, C., Fabricius, C., Khanna, S., et al. 2023, A&A, 674, A32
Bailer-Jones, C. A. L., Rybizki, J., Fouesneau, M., Demleitner, M., & Andrae,

R. 2021, AJ, 161, 147
Björklund, R., Sundqvist, J. O., Puls, J., & Najarro, F. 2021, A&A, 648, A36
Blaha, C. & Humphreys, R. M. 1989, AJ, 98, 1598
Bowman, D. M. 2020, in Stars and their Variability Observed from Space, ed.

C. Neiner, W. W. Weiss, D. Baade, R. E. Griffin, C. C. Lovekin, & A. F. J.
Moffat, 53–59

Bowman, D. M., Burssens, S., Pedersen, M. G., et al. 2019, Nature Astronomy,
3, 760

Britavskiy, N., Simón-Díaz, S., Holgado, G., et al. 2023, A&A, 672, A22
Brott, I., de Mink, S. E., Cantiello, M., et al. 2011, A&A, 530, A115
Burssens, S., Bowman, D. M., Michielsen, M., et al. 2023, Nature Astronomy, 7,

1138

Article number, page 13 of 15



A&A proofs: manuscript no. output

Burssens, S., Simón-Díaz, S., Bowman, D. M., et al. 2020, A&A, 639, A81
Castro, N., Fossati, L., Langer, N., et al. 2014, A&A, 570, L13
Chabrier, G. 2005, in Astrophysics and Space Science Library, Vol. 327, The

Initial Mass Function 50 Years Later, ed. E. Corbelli, F. Palla, & H. Zinnecker,
41

Choi, J., Dotter, A., Conroy, C., et al. 2016, ApJ, 823, 102
Claret, A. & Torres, G. 2019, ApJ, 876, 134
Conti, P. S. & Ebbets, D. 1977, ApJ, 213, 438
de Burgos, A., Keszthelyi, Z., Simón-Díaz, S., & Urbaneja, M. A. 2024, arXiv

e-prints, arXiv:2405.09868
de Burgos, A., Simon-Díaz, S., Lennon, D. J., et al. 2020, A&A, 643, A116
de Burgos, A., Simón-Díaz, S., Urbaneja, M. A., & Contreras, M. Chapter 6,

PhD thesis
de Burgos, A., Simón-Díaz, S., Urbaneja, M. A., & Negueruela, I. 2023a, A&A,

674, A212
de Burgos, A., Simón-Díaz, S., Urbaneja, M. A., & Puls, J. 2023b, arXiv e-prints,

arXiv:2312.00241
de Mink, S. E., Langer, N., Izzard, R. G., Sana, H., & de Koter, A. 2013, ApJ,

764, 166
de Mink, S. E., Sana, H., Langer, N., Izzard, R. G., & Schneider, F. R. N. 2014,

ApJ, 782, 7
Dijkstra, M. & Wyithe, J. S. B. 2007, MNRAS, 379, 1589
Dotter, A. 2016a, ApJS, 222, 8
Dotter, A. 2016b, ApJS, 222, 8
Dufton, P. L., Langer, N., Dunstall, P. R., et al. 2013, A&A, 550, A109
Ekström, S., Georgy, C., Eggenberger, P., et al. 2012, A&A, 537, A146
Fitzpatrick, E. L. & Garmany, C. D. 1990, ApJ, 363, 119
Gaia Collaboration, Prusti, T., de Bruijne, J. H. J., et al. 2016, A&A, 595, A1
Gaia Collaboration, Vallenari, A., Brown, A. G. A., et al. 2022, arXiv e-prints,

arXiv:2208.00211
Georgy, C., Ekström, S., Eggenberger, P., et al. 2013, A&A, 558, A103
Georgy, C., Meynet, G., & Maeder, A. 2011, A&A, 527, A52
Heger, A. & Langer, N. 2000, ApJ, 544, 1016
Heger, A., Woosley, S. E., & Spruit, H. C. 2005, ApJ, 626, 350
Herrero, A., Kudritzki, R. P., Vilchez, J. M., et al. 1992, A&A, 261, 209
Herrero, A., Puls, J., & Najarro, F. 2002, A&A, 396, 949
Holgado, G., Simón-Díaz, S., Barbá, R. H., et al. 2018, A&A, 613, A65
Holgado, G., Simón-Díaz, S., Haemmerlé, L., et al. 2020, A&A, 638, A157
Holgado, G., Simón-Díaz, S., Herrero, A., & Barbá, R. H. 2022, A&A, 665,

A150
Howarth, I. D., Siebert, K. W., Hussain, G. A. J., & Prinja, R. K. 1997, MNRAS,

284, 265
Hunter, I., Lennon, D. J., Dufton, P. L., et al. 2008, A&A, 479, 541
Ishii, M., Ueno, M., & Kato, M. 1999, PASJ, 51, 417
Kaufer, A., Wolf, B., Andersen, J., & Pasquini, L. 1997, The Messenger, 89, 1
Keszthelyi, Z., de Koter, A., Götberg, Y., et al. 2022, MNRAS, 517, 2028
Keszthelyi, Z., Meynet, G., Shultz, M. E., et al. 2020, MNRAS, 493, 518
Köhler, K., Langer, N., de Koter, A., et al. 2015, A&A, 573, A71
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Fig. A.1. Histogram of the number of stars within 2500 pc located above
the top reddening line of Fig. 1 in bins of spectral type. As in that figure,
we use green and gray colors to separate analyzed stars in our sample
from missing stars listed in the ALS III catalog (see Sect. 3 for further
details). The dashed pattern within the missing sources corresponds to
observed stars that have not been analyzed.

Appendix A: Further notes on the completeness of
the sample

In Sect. 3 we evaluated the completeness level of the stars an-
alyzed with respect to the ALS III catalog. Figure A.1 extends
this by showing the observed and missing stars within 2500 pc,
separated by their spectral type. We do this to further evaluate
the potential existence of biases in the distribution of stars (e.g.,
in the HR diagrams) that may lead to misinterpretations of our
results. We see that for most of the spectral types, the percentage
of observed stars is higher than the missing ones. Only spec-
tral types B5 and B6 have more missing objects. Furthermore,
for O9- and B1-type stars that hold more than 40 missing ob-
jects, the number of observed stars is ≈25% and ≈50% larger,
respectively. The B0-type gathers more missing stars than any
other group. The associated mean Teff of the observed objects
that corresponds to this spectral type is 28 kK. Interestingly, this
corresponds to a temperature close to the TAMS, on the hot side.
Having these stars would probably strengthen the position of the
TAMS respect to what already shown.

Furthermore, the dashed pattern included in the bins of
Fig. A.1 indicates stars for which we have available spectra, but
we were unable to provide reliable estimates of the parameters.
This fact has not been taken into account in the completeness
analysis of Sect. 3 as we only aim to evaluate the level of com-
pleteness of the analyzed stars regardless of whether we have
observed them or not. However, we can see that for many of the
spectral types, they represent an important fraction of the miss-
ing objects. These cases usually correspond to peculiar objects
or with problematic features in the spectra (e.g., strong nebular
emission) or even stars simply not yet analyzed. Based on these
results, we conclude that our results are valid for the interpreta-
tions made in this work.

Appendix B: Evidence of disks near critical velocity

Oe and Be stars that exhibit disks are not present in our sample
because of the impossibility of analyzing these objects with con-

ventional 1-D atmospheric models (see Sect. 2). Despite this, in
de Burgos et al. (2023b) we were able to analyze some objects
exhibiting a small double sub-peak structure in the Hα line, sug-
gesting the presence of some material around them. Looking at
Fig. 15 of de Burgos et al. (2023b), we observed that the lo-
cation of these objects in the sHR diagram shifts with Teff and
log(L/L�) in a similar way as does the drop of fast-rotating
stars in the HR diagram8. To further explore this connection,
we marked with lime crosses in Fig. 4 those stars flagged in de
Burgos et al. (2023b) for having such sub-peak structure. Inter-
estingly, we can see that most of them are located close to their
vcrit. As explained in de Mink et al. (2013), a consequence of
stars reaching near-critical rotation is the formation of a near-
Keplerian disk, which helps stars to decrease their angular mo-
mentum. We suggest that our results indicate clear evidence of
this phenomenon.

Appendix C: The minimum observed spin-rates
increasing with luminosity

The associated 10%-percentiles of the top three panels of Fig. 4,
representative of the low-3 sin i component (Sect. 4.2), clearly
show an almost flat trend, with a slow decay of ≈20 km s−1 from
the hot- to the cool-end of temperatures in the top two panels.
Although the connection between the minimum measured 3 sin i
values with the spectroscopic luminosity (Holgado et al. 2022;
de Burgos et al. 2023b) or the evolutionary mass (Markova et al.
2014) has already been shown, our results display for the first
time this characteristic with respect to the luminosity. For com-
pleteness, the average values of the 10%-percentiles drop by
≈10 km s−1 from the top to the third panel. However, as pointed
out in Sundqvist et al. (2013) (see also Simón-Díaz & Herrero
2014), we may be overestimating our measured values in the
low-velocity regime as a consequence of additional turbulent
motions present in the star’s atmospheres (namely micro- and
macroturbulence).

Appendix D: Spin-rate properties of stars with
log(L/L�) = 4.65 – 4.3

The bottom panel of Fig. 4 has some characteristics that are dif-
ferent from the other panels. It is the only panel in which the me-
dian values are above the threshold limit of 100 km s−1, resulting
from the smaller fraction of stars in the low-3 sin i component
(see the corresponding panels of Fig. 3). Although this charac-
teristic is not new (see, e.g., Hunter et al. 2008; Holgado et al.
2022), the higher number of fast-rotating stars allows us to bet-
ter see the “diagonal" decrease of 3 sin i in the 25 – 17 kK range.
This panel also shows that most of the stars beyond the TAMS
are fast-rotating objects. However, we note the lack of stars in the
21 – 15 kK range, for which we do not find a specific reason, but
it could be related to the selection of stars with spectroscopic lu-
minosities with log(L/L�) >3.5 dex in de Burgos et al. (2023b).
The inclusion of additional stars in that Teff range would shift the
location of the TAMS towards cooler temperatures.

8 We note that the presence of a disk might affect the apparent mag-
nitude of these objects and possibly lead to lesser reliable distances.
However, we decided to include them.
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On the properties and evolutionary
nature of Galactic B-type supergiants

around the TAMS

He is glorified not in one, but in countless suns, not in a single earth...
...but in a thousand thousand, I say in an infinity of worlds.

Giordano Bruno

This chapter includes the content of a paper at an advance stage
of preparation that will be submitted to Astronomy and Astrophysics.
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ABSTRACT

Context. The evolutionary nature of B-type supergiants remains a long-standing problem for our understanding of massive star
evolution. Although different theoretical models and physical mechanisms are able to explain the diversity of observed properties, we
do not have a definitive strategy for disentangling stars following different evolutionary channels.
Aims. To improve the situation by bringing together information on the physical, chemical, kinematical and pulsational properties
of the largest sample of Galactic B-type supergiants studied to date. Ultimately, our goal is to find new clues about the nature and
properties of these objects.
Methods. Within a sample of 729 stars, we used the projected rotational velocity to identify fast-rotating objects, the effective temper-
ature and surface gravities combined with Gaia distances to obtain the stellar parameters, multi-epoch spectra to detect SB1 systems,
chemical surface abundances to identify contaminated atmospheres, and TESS photometric light curves to evaluate the asteroseismic
information contained in the detected variability.
Results. We find an important but systematic mass discrepancy between spectroscopic and evolutionary masses affecting most stars
in the sample. We do not find clear evidence of stars evolving bluewards from the red supergiant (RSG) phase within our sample.
We find products of binary interaction as the most likely nature of those stars displaying helium-enriched atmospheres and largest
N/C-N/O ratios, particularly we find merger candidates in a group of stars located near and after the terminal-age main sequence
(TAMS). Other stars on the cool side of the TAMS are also more compatible with stars evolving from the main sequence. We find a
group of stars located before the TAMS and with a smaller mass discrepancy, with the highest percentage of SB1 systems (59%), of
which 80% correspond to fast-rotating stars with normal surface abundances, suggesting a past main-sequence binary interaction. We
study how the pulsational properties change with evolution in the B-type supergiant domain, particularly when crossing the TAMS.
We compare our results with theoretical predictions in which pulsations are produced by coherent heat-driven modes and convectively
driven gravity waves.

Key words. Stars: massive – supergiants – stars: fundamental parameters – abundances – stars: evolution – binaries: spectroscopic

1. Introduction

Blue supergiants have been puzzling the massive star commu-
nity for more than 30 years. They were once thought to be stars
that had completed their main sequence (MS) and red supergiant
(RSG) phases, evolving blueward in the classical Hertzsprung-
Russell (HR) diagram (Fitzpatrick & Garmany 1990; Langer
1992). B-type supergiants were also once thought to be stars
that evolve as single objects (Humphreys 1978). To date, we can
confidently argue that neither of the above situations is true, but
neither we have a trusted reliable method to tell which B-type
supergiants have undergone a post-RSG phase or which have
interacted with a companion in the past and in what way. De-
spite this, theoretical developments over the last decades have
allowed us to find different, non-exclusive theories or mecha-
nisms to explain most of the observed properties of B-type su-
pergiants. Some of them include the rotational rates (Maeder &
Meynet 2000) or surface chemical abundances (Maeder et al.
2014), more recently the pulsational properties (Saio et al. 2013;

Georgy et al. 2014; Bowman et al. 2019b) and the multiplicity
(Langer 2012; Marchant & Bodensteiner 2023), each of them
connected with different internal and external processes or ini-
tial conditions.

It is generally accepted that those B-type supergiants that
have undergone a blue-loop evolution (as predicted by theo-
retical models; see, Ekström et al. 2012; Martinet et al. 2021)
should exhibit chemically enriched atmospheres with respect to
the abundances of stars that, despite having similar luminosi-
ties and effective temperatures, are still in the main sequence of
their evolution. This results from the important mass loss that is
predicted to occur during the RSG phase (e.g., van Loon et al.
2005; Mauron & Josselin 2011), which exposes the inner lay-
ers of the star, and also from the heavy internal convection that
brings the processed material to the surface (see, e.g., Georgy
et al. 2013, 2021). A side effect of the important mass loss expe-
rienced during the RSG phase is that post-RSG stars should also
have a higher luminosity-over-mass ratio. This can be empiri-
cally tested by comparing objects that are in the same position
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of the HR diagram (in the main sequence band) but have differ-
ent masses.

Pulsations in massive stars include coherent pressure- and
gravity-mode oscillations (see the review by Aerts 2021). In
addition, internal gravity waves (IGWs; see review by Bow-
man 2023) have been proposed to be the origin of the observed
stochastic low-frequency variability (SLFV1; see Bowman et al.
2019b), for stars with M& 8 M�. These waves may have their
origin at the interface region between the convective core and the
radiative envelope, and/or sub-surface convection zones, from
where they propagate up to the surface. If this is the case, we
would expect to see some differences in the pulsational prop-
erties before and after the moment when the hydrogen-burning
phase is halted upon termination of the main sequence, as pre-
dicted by Bowman et al. (2019b) and shown observationally by
Bedding et al. (2011) for red giant and red clump stars.

The study of the multiplicity in massive stars has revealed
that they likely form in close binary systems (Mason et al. 2009;
Sana et al. 2012). In fact, the 55 – 65% of the O-type stars have
revealed the presence of a companion (e.g., Sota et al. 2014;
Barbá et al. 2017; Britavskiy et al. 2023), while the main se-
quence B-type stars revealed a lower percentage (30 –46%; e.g.,
Abt et al. 1990; Chini et al. 2012; Kiminki et al. 2015). In con-
trast, the B-type supergiant domain has been significantly less
explored. However, the recently observed decrease in detected
binaries towards lower temperatures (see de Burgos et al. Chap-
ter 5; Simón-Díaz et al. 2024, in prep.)2 adds new information
to interpret the different proposed types of interaction and the
different surface properties of the outcome product(s) (e.g., de
Mink et al. 2014; Sen et al. 2022). These include, for example,
the cases of contaminated atmospheres by mass transfer of pro-
cessed material from a more evolved donor star; or stripped at-
mospheres revealing higher helium abundances.

Although a unified interpretation of all the properties men-
tioned above is not yet possible (e.g., Maeder & Meynet 2012;
Langer 2012). Given their diversity, it is certain that statistically
large samples of B-type supergiants are required to infer general
trends or new clues that favor or discard the proposed explana-
tions and ultimately disentangle the B-type supergiant domain
of stars that have followed different evolutionary channels. Ide-
ally, those samples should be bias-free to avoid possible misin-
terpretations. In this sense, volume-limited samples are the best
approach to achieve this.

To this end and in that context, the IACOB project (see
Simón-Díaz et al. 2015, 2020) has dedicated the last years to
obtain the largest spectroscopic sample of Galactic B-type su-
pergiants to date. The preliminary sample was presented in de
Burgos et al. (2023a), and currently comprises more than 6000
spectra of ≈900 B-type stars with luminosity classes I and II. In
de Burgos et al. (2023b), we presented the results of the quan-
titative spectroscopic analysis of more than 500 of these ob-
jects, providing estimates of the projected rotational velocities
(3 sin i), the macroturbulent and microturbulent velocities (3mac
and ξ), the surface temperatures and gravities (Teff and log g)
and the surface helium abundance (YHe). Benefiting from the
astrometric data provided by the Gaia mission (Gaia Collabo-
ration et al. 2016, 2023; Babusiaux et al. 2023), we present in
de Burgos et al. (Chapter 5) a Hertzsprung–Russell (HR) dia-

1 The SLFV was detected thanks to the advent of high-precision space
photometry (Saio et al. 2006; Aerts et al. 2017; Bowman et al. 2019a);
see Simón-Díaz et al. (2018) for an example using long-term ground-
based data.
2 This is a temporary internal reference for the purpose of this thesis.

gram of the OB massive star domain, which represents a signif-
icant improvement with respect to the previous reference work
by Castro et al. (2014) on Galactic massive stars. In particular,
fundamental parameters for more than 800 objects are provided,
which is a sample twice as large as in the latter work. We also
combined the wealth of homogeneity of the data and analyses
with the high completeness level (& 70%) of a volume-limited
subsample to propose an empirical position for the terminal-age
main sequence (TAMS). This was achieved based on the drop in
the number of objects, the fast-rotating stars, and the single- and
double-line spectroscopic binaries below ≈21 kK, or B2 spectral
type, respectively.

In this work, we continue the empirical exploration of the
same sample of B-type supergiants by combining the previous
empirical data with additional information on the spectroscopic
masses and with an exploratory work on the carbon, nitrogen
and oxygen (CNO) surface abundances and the pulsational prop-
erties. Our goal is to investigate in a comprehensive and statis-
tically significant manner differences in the sample properties,
and, in particular, between the hot and cool sides of the TAMS,
aiming at finding additional clues towards the various theoretical
scenarios proposed to explain the evolutionary nature of B-type
supergiants.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the
spectroscopic sample of stars and the photometric and astro-
metric data used to carry out this work. Section 3 describes the
methodology used in the spectroscopic and photometric analy-
sis. In Sect. 4 we present the results of the different properties
evaluated, including those resulting from the spectroscopic and
pulsational analysis. In Sect. 5 we interpret and discuss these
properties in the context of stars resulting from a post-RSG phase
or from binary interaction. Section 6 presents the main conclu-
sions and the follow-up work.

2. Sample and data

2.1. Spectroscopic sample

The sample of B-type supergiants used in this work comprises
595 objects that have been collected in the IACOB spectro-
scopic database3. They have spectral types between B0 – B6.
We also included 133 O9-type stars that share similar Teff and
log g values with the B0 I-II stars. All 728 stars have magnitudes
Bmag. 11. Their optical spectra were acquired using FIES (Telt-
ing et al. 2014, 2.5 m NOT), HERMES (Raskin et al. 2011, 1.2 m
Mercator), or FEROS (Kaufer et al. 1997, 2.2 m MPG/ESO)
high resolution (R = 25 000 − 85 000) optical (3800 – 7000 Å)
echelle spectrographs. On average, the signal-to-noise ratio of
these spectra is ≈130 at 4500 Å. Further notes on the complete-
ness and properties of this sample can be found in de Burgos
et al. (2023a, Chapter 5).

Multi-epoch spectra are available for half of the sample, ac-
counting with an average of four spectra for each star. These
spectra and the peak-to-peak radial velocity amplitudes (RVpp)
were used in de Burgos et al. (Chapter 5) to identify single-line
spectroscopic binaries (SB1), following the guidelines presented
in Simón-Díaz et al. (2024). We also used the same spectra in
de Burgos et al. (2023a) to identify double-line or higher-order
spectroscopic binaries (SB2+) using a set of diagnostic lines.

3 The IACOB public spectroscopic database is available at
https://research.iac.es/proyecto/iacob/iacobcat/.
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the workflow used to reduce the TESS cutout and extract the peridiograms associated to the light curves. From left to right,
the top three panels show the aperture mask of the star, the selected background pixels, and the Gaia DR3 overlay (see Sect. 3.2). The left panel
on the bottom shows the extracted light curve, where the black line shows some scattered light that is later corrected as shown by the blue line.
The right panel on the bottom shows the extracted periodogram, where the orange horizontal line at 0.3 in normalized amplitude corresponds to
the local threshold value of considered frequencies (each of which is indicated by an orange triangle).

2.2. Photometric data

Photometric data from the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satel-
lite (TESS) space mission (Ricker et al. 2015) were obtained us-
ing the Lightkurve open-source Python package (see Lightkurve
Collaboration et al. 2018). This package allows to retrieve the
Full Frame Images (FFIs) from the MAST archive4 used in the
extraction of the light curves, which are used subsequently for
the frequency analysis described in Sect. 3.2. TESS provides
a large sky coverage with continuous observations of about 27
days on average for every sector in the sky at different image ca-
dences. The geometry of the pointings results in some areas of
the sky being covered multiple times in different sectors. How-
ever, we only performed the analysis on the data from one sector.

We used the Lightkurve package to retrieve the FFIs and the
associated TESS cutouts for a homogeneous subsample of 215
stars. Using the same package, we transformed the light curves
into periodograms (see Sect. 3.2). We note that this sample ex-
cludes stars that displayed saturation issues in the light curves
(usually linked to stars brighter than Bmag ≈7), or stars for which
the light curves were contaminated for being embedded in a
parental cluster, and therefore making it very difficult to isolate
the light from the source. Additionally, we discarded eclipsing
binary systems, and cases with unresolved problems in the data
(see, e.g., Bowman et al. 2022).

2.3. Astrometric data

The distances adopted in the determination of the radius (R) and
luminosity (L) of our sample stars correspond to those quoted in
Bailer-Jones et al. (2021) using the astrometric data from the

4 MAST archive is available at https://archive.stsci.edu/missions-and-
data/tess

Gaia mission (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2023; Babusi-
aux et al. 2023). Furthermore, we used the parallax-over-error
(σ$/$) threshold of 20% to limit the sample to stars with the
best determination of R and L (see de Burgos et al. 2023b, for
further notes on the detemination these quantities). In fact, for
90% of the sample, the percentage is less than 10%.

3. Analysis methodology

3.1. CNO abundances

The determination of the surface abundances of the CNO el-
ements was preceded by the quantitative spectroscopic analy-
sis of the sample stars. The latter led us to obtain estimates of
3 sin i, Teff , log g, 3mac, ξ, and YHe. Although more details on the
analysis techniques can be found in de Burgos et al. (2023b),
we provide here a brief description of the analysis strategy
that we followed. The line-broadening analysis to derive 3 sin i
and 3mac was performed using the iacob-broad tool (Simón-
Díaz & Herrero 2014), while for the other parameters we used
an optimized training grid of unclumped model atmospheres
computed with the NLTE model atmosphere and line synthesis
code FASTWIND (Fast Analysis of STellar atmospheres with
WINDs, v10.4.7, Santolaya-Rey et al. 1997; Puls et al. 2005;
Rivero González et al. 2011; Puls et al. 2020). This grid was
used to train a statistical emulator of synthetic spectra, which
combined with a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method
allows us to obtain probability distributions for each parameter.
In these analyses, the He i/ii and Si ii/iii/iv lines are used as diag-
nostic lines for the ionization balance and determination of Teff .
We used the Hα – Hδ Balmer lines to constrain log g because of
their sensitivity to broadening via the Stark effect.

To derive the CNO abundances, we used the same grid of
FASTWIND models and emulator, but this time we fixed all the
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Fig. 2. HR diagram showing the main properties of the sample stars. The open orange squares correspond to stars with enriched helium surface
abundances, whereas the purple plus symbols correspond to fast-rotating objects. The red and blue dots are upper and lower outliers in Msp/ Mev,
respectively (see Sect. 4.1 for more details). The evolutionary tracks are taken from the MESA Isochrones & Stellar Tracks online tool (MIST; see
Dotter 2016a,b; Choi et al. 2016), for solar metallicity and no initial rotation. Intervals of the same age difference are indicated with larger green
dots. The position of the TAMS in these models is indicated with a green-gray dashed line. The empirical TAMS as defined in de Burgos et al.
(Chapter 5) is shown with a purple dashed line.

parameters mentioned above and recomputed the analysis en-
abling key CNO diagnostic lines. The carbon model atom was
adopted from Carneiro et al. (2018), the nitrogen model from
Rivero González et al. (2011, 2012, N iii) and Urbaneja et al.
(2005, N ii), and the oxygen model from Urbaneja et al. (2005).
The ranges of abundances covered by each element are: εC

5 =
7.00 – 9.00; εN = 7.60 – 8.40; εO = 8.20 – 9.30. We used here the
same criteria as in de Burgos et al. (2023b) to find the cases in
which the derived abundances are unreliable or represent upper
or lower limits.

3.2. Frequency analysis

The analysis of the TESS light curves, that is, the differential flux
in the TESS wavelength pass-band (∆Tp), was carried out using
the Lightkurve package nested in our Python routine6. The initial
step consisted in the selection of the sector containing the FFIs
of each star. However, the actual downloaded data only comprise
a cutout of the FFI selected around the star (see Brasseur et al.
2019). The aperture mask of the star and the background pixels
were selected and subtracted. Before proceeding with the light
curve extraction, an overlay map showing the Gaia sources and
associated magnitudes was used to identify potential contami-
nating sources. We used a linear regression and a Principal Com-
ponent Analysis (PCA) technique implemented in Lightkurve to

5 εZ = 12+ log
(

N(Z)
N(H)

)
, where Z is C, N, and O.

6 The package “LCExtractor" used to extract and process the light
curves can be found at https://github.com/Abelink23/LCExtractor

remove scattered light from the light curves (see also Deming
et al. 2015). Outlier points were removed using a sigma-clipping
function. We then used the Lightkurve functionality for convert-
ing the light curve into a periodogram, and output all the fre-
quencies above a given threshold value. We note that for some
stars the initial TESS sector selected exhibited issues of different
kinds, and we had to repeat the analysis by trying different avail-
able ones. Figure 1 illustrates this workflow with an exemplary
case in which the aperture mask had to be adjusted to exclude
one nearby star on the right-hand side of the star.

4. Results

4.1. General properties of the sample

We obtained the spectroscopic mass (Msp), derived from the ra-
dius and surface gravity7, for the 728 stars in our sample. Fig-
ure 2 shows the distribution in the classical HR diagram of the
606 stars with an uncertainty lower than 33% (see Appendix A).
We indicate with purple plus symbols those fast-rotating stars
with 3 sin i >100 km s−1, whereas the presence of stars with en-
riched helium surface abundances is indicated with open orange
squares. The threshold of 100 km s−1 was adopted based on the
results of de Burgos et al. (2023b) on the separation between a
main low-3 sin i component and a tail of fast-rotating stars in the
B-type supergiant domain. To identify helium-enriched objects,

7 log(M/M�) = 2 log(R/R�) + log(g/g�). The surface gravities are cor-
rected from centrifugal forces following Repolust et al. (2004).
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Fig. 3. Quantity Msp/ Mev represented against Teff , YHe, and 3 sin i
for our sample stars, indicating with different symbols whether
they are helium-enriched, SB1 systems, or fast-rotating objects
(3 sin i >100 km s−1), as indicated in the legend. The vertical dashed gray
lines in the top panel separate the sample into three regions of different
Teff (see Sect. 4.1). The horizontal lines instead separate the stars in
the six groups of Fig. 6 as indicated with the letters a- f , and corre-
spond to ±3σ of the Msp/ Mev distribution in each Teff region. The green
dashed lines correspond to the mean. The vertical dashed line in the
central panel mark the threshold value for star to be considered as he-
enriched. Similarly, the vertical dashed line in the bottom panel separate
fast-rotating stars from the rest.

we used the same threshold value of YHe =0.13 as in de Burgos
et al. (2023b).

One characteristic observed in the figure is the lower number
of objects below ≈21 kK, particularly below the 30 M� track,
which is attributed to the rapid evolution of stars after cross-
ing the TAMS (see further notes in de Burgos et al. Chapter
5). Another important feature is the distribution of fast-rotating

objects with respect to the position of the theoretical or empir-
ical TAMS (with green-gray and purple dashed lines, respec-
tively). As shown in de Burgos et al. (Chapter 5), this is most
likely a combined effect of stars reaching their critical veloc-
ity towards higher luminosities and extending their lifetimes in
the main sequence for those at lower luminosities. The distribu-
tion of stars with YHe >0.13 is split into two groups separated
by a lack of these objects above 20 M� around the theoretical
TAMS. One group in which these objects are embedded in the
main sequence and an isolated group centered at Teff ≈21 kK
and log(L/L�)≈5.6. These two groups are discussed in detail
in Sect. 5.2.

As indicated above, Fig. 2 limits the sample to those stars
with the best determination of Msp. This allows us to compare
our derived masses with those of the evolutionary models Mev.
For this, we adopted the evolutionary mass of the nearest track
in the HR diagram relative to the position of the star. The top
panel of Fig. 3 shows Msp/ Mev against Teff for the same sample
and using the same symbols as in Fig. 2. Additionally, stars de-
tected as SB1 systems (see Sect. 2.1) are shown with open blue
triangles.

These results show an important systematic discrepancy be-
tween the spectroscopic and the evolutionary masses. This dif-
ference is not new, and it is related to the well known “mass
discrepancy problem", which was first found by Groenewegen
et al. (1989) and Herrero et al. (1990), and refers to the sys-
tematically larger masses predicted by the evolutionary tracks
when compared to the spectroscopic masses. To evaluate the
discrepancy on both sides of the empirical TAMS, we carried
out an iterative 1.5σ-clipping routine over Msp/ Mev, separating
the stars into three groups: those with Teff >25 kK, those with
25 kK > Teff >21 kK, and those with Teff <21 kK. The width of
the middle range, indicated by vertical dashed lines in Fig. 3,
was set to cover ±1 kK from the highest and lowest Teff values
of the TAMS. The mean values resulting from this exercise are
indicated with a dashed green line in Fig. 3, where we also indi-
cated the associated ±3σ values of each range with dashed lines.
We consider “normal" stars to be those within the ±3σ values, as
they represent the intrinsic mass discrepancy. Interestingly, the
mean values show an increase from Msp/ Mev ≈0.5 for the group
with higher Teff to Msp/ Mev ≈0.7 for the one with lower Teff ,
which also shows a smaller scatter due to the lack of outliers.

We note that the 3σ value was adopted to ensure the selec-
tion of true outliers of Msp/ Mev in each range, since our deter-
mination of Mev is not as accurately determined as if we had
used other more adequate methods, such as interpolation. All
these outliers are indicated in Fig. 2 with red or blue circles
depending on if they deviate more than 3σ towards larger or
smaller mass discrepancies, respectively. They seem to be ubiq-
uitously located in the parameter space, especially with respect
to the position of the empirical TAMS. However, as discussed
in Sects. 5.1 and 5.2, the discrepancy displayed by these objects
may indicate that they may have followed a different path from
the single-evolution scheme.

Regarding the distribution of fast-rotating, helium-enriched
and SB1 objects in the top panel of Fig. 3, we note the absence
of stars in any of these groups below 18 kK (see also Fig. 2). In
addition, we note the apparent larger number of helium-enriched
objects above the mean in the middle group, as well as the ap-
parent larger number of SB1 systems above the 3σ value of
the group with Teff >25 kK (see Sect. 5). To further evaluate
any correlation of Msp/ Mev, the middle and bottom panels of
Fig. 3 show this quantity against YHe and 3 sin i, respectively.
The middle panel (Msp/ Mev against YHe) shows that the major-
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ity of fast-rotating objects have an Msp/ Mev between 0.4 and
0.8. Moreover, we see that below Msp/ Mev ≈0.8, most helium-
enriched objects also correspond to SB1 systems. The bottom
panel (Msp/ Mev against 3 sin i) instead does not show any clear
trend. Fast-rotating objects mix SB1 and helium-enriched ob-
jects covering the full range of Msp/ Mev values. We only noted
that the lower envelope of Msp/ Mev values seem to increase to-
wards higher values of 3 sin i.

4.2. CNO abundances

We performed a CNO surface abundance analysis for a repre-
sentative subsample of 50 stars8 spread in five separate groups
in the HR diagram. Three groups in the upper luminosity regime
of the HR diagram (log(L/L�) >5.0) comprising objects before
the TAMS, near it and after it; and two in the lower lumi-
nosity regime (log(L/L�) <5.0), one near the TAMS but ex-
tended on both sides and one after the TAMS. In general,
stars within each group were chosen to be close to each other
in log(L/L�) and Teff , but also include at least one star with
YHe ≈0.1, and 3 sin i >100 km s−1, and one star with YHe >0.13,
and 3 sin i <100 km s−1. In addition, if available, we also selected
outliers in Msp/ Mev. The HR diagram including only these ob-
jects is included in Appendix B. The reason behind this selec-
tion is to cover the variety of properties of our sample stars and
connect them with potential differences in the displayed CNO
surface abundances.

Figure 4 shows the N/O and N/C ratios of the 50 stars sepa-
rated into the two luminosity ranges, using the same symbols as
in Fig. 3. The abundances are given by number. In the top two
panels, we see a smooth increase of the ratios which becomes
more steep towards the cool end in Teff . We do not observe much
scatter among the stars located before the TAMS, but on the cool
side, it is evident that those helium-enriched objects have larger
ratios than the rest of the stars. Regarding the lower two pan-
els, the overall distribution is much more flat, with the exception
of two helium-enriched stars in the N/O and N/C panels, and a
group of fast-rotating stars in the N/C panel. These features are
interpreted in Sect. 5.

4.3. The photometric variability across the HR diagram

In frequency space, most of the stars in our sample are charac-
terized by stochastic low-frequency variability (see bottom right
subpanel of Fig. 1 for an example; see also Burssens et al. 2020).
As shown in Bowman et al. (2019b), one way to characterize the
SLFV is by fitting an amplitude spectrum given by the expres-
sion:

α(ν) =
α0

1 +
(

ν
νchar

)γ + Cw

where α0 is the amplitude at the zero frequency, Cw is a
frequency-independent noise term, γ is the logarithmic ampli-
tude gradient, νchar is the characteristic frequency, which is the
inverse of the characteristic timescale, τ, of stochastic variability
present in the light curve so that νchar = 1/(2πτ). In this work, we
followed the same approach (see also Bowman et al. 2019a) to
obtain the quantity νchar. Additionally, we measured the standard
deviation of the differential flux σ(∆Tp).

Figure 5 displays the 215 stars for which we were able
to perform the pulsational analysis from reliable TESS light

8 A future work will extend the CNO analysis to the full sample.

Fig. 4. Surface chemical N/C and N/O ratios for a subsample of 50
stars in our sample. The two top and two panels divide the stars above
and below log(L/L�) =5.0. The symbols are the same as in Fig. 3. The
vertical dashed purple line indicates the TAMS.

curves. We show in two different panels, using different marker
sizes and colors, the distribution of σ(∆Tp) and νchar values (top
and bottom panels, respectively). The top panel displays larger
σ(∆Tp) values towards higher luminosities. In addition, we ob-
serve higher values being reached towards lower temperature
regime for the same luminosity range. No substantial differences
appear to be present between both sides of the TAMS, neither
the empirical TAMS (dashed purple line) nor the theoretical one
(dashed orange line). In contrast, the bottom panel displays a dif-
ferent behavior for νchar. The values increase towards lower lu-
minosities and higher temperatures. These properties are further
discussed in Sect. 5.3.

5. Discussion

Apart from stars following the single evolution scheme, in this
work, we discuss the possibility that some of the B-type super-
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Fig. 5. HR diagrams representing the sample stars in different color-
maps to indicate two different properties of the TESS photometric vari-
ability. In the top panel, the size and color of the stars scales with the
standard-deviation of the observed variability. The bottom panel uses
the characteristic frequency as scaling parameter (see Sect. 4.3 for more
details). The evolutionary tracks and the dashed lines indicating the
TAMS are the same as in Fig. 2.

giants populating the HR diagram may have followed a different
evolutionary path. In particular, we evaluate the possibility that
some of these objects (either located before or after the TAMS)
may be evolving bluewards after reaching a RSG phase, or that
some are products of binary interaction. In the first case, several
evolutionary models predict that stars within certain ranges of
initial masses experience the so called “blue-loops" (see Stothers
& Chin 1975; Ekström et al. 2012; Martinet et al. 2021; Keszthe-
lyi et al. 2022). These occur after stars become RSGs and during
the core helium burning phase, and result in stars crossing the
HR diagram one or more times. In the second case, binary inter-
action can lead to important changes in the radii, mass, and lumi-
nosity of the output products (see, e.g., Yoon et al. 2010; Götberg
et al. 2017; Laplace et al. 2020), which may populate different ar-
eas of the HR diagram, also exhibiting different observable prop-
erties. Moreover, their detection also depends on the fraction of
time that these objects spend overlapping with stars following
a single evolution. In this work, we benefit from a significantly
larger sample of Galactic B-type supergiants compared to previ-
ous studies. This lets us provide an updated evaluation of some
of the observed properties across the HR diagram that are rele-
vant for the discussion of the above-mentioned scenarios. These
include the surface chemical abundances, rotational properties,
and the fraction of detected binary systems.

Fig. 6. Histograms of the relative percentage of stars separated in the
same three categories and with the same color-code as in Fig. 3 (FR
refers to “fast-rotating" with 3 sin i >100 km s−1; see also Sect. 4.1). The
six panels separate the stars mimicking the division in Msp/ Mev and
Teff of the top panel of Fig. 3 (letters a- f ). We note that the percentage
of SB1 systems is not calculated with respect to the full sample, but
only with respect to the stars with enough multi-epoch data to determine
whether they fall into this category or not.

Figure 6 presents a grid of histograms in which the main
properties of our sample stars are summarized into six panels
based on their Teff and Msp/ Mev values (indicated in Fig. 3).
Each panel includes the number and relative fraction (as percent-
ages) of helium-enriched, fast-rotating and SB1 systems. The top
and bottom panels divide the stars into those that have a Msp/ Mev
value above the 3σ threshold indicated in Sect. 4.1. The separa-
tion in Teff aims to include stars before the TAMS, crossing the
TAMS, and after the TAMS. We note that regarding the SB1 sys-
tems, the displayed fraction is calculated relative to the sample
of stars for which we account with sufficient multi-epoch data to
determine this property. We evaluated the presence of potential
biases for not having enough data in specific areas of the HR di-
agram in Appendix C, but we note here that this probably does
not affect our results.

5.1. The presence of post-RSGs in the sample

We discuss the possibility that some of the B-type supergiants in
our sample are post-MS objects that have already undergone a
RSG phase. For this, it is important to understand the expected
properties of these objects. In this regard, post-RSGs objects are
predicted to exhibit chemically enriched atmospheres due to the
different nuclear-burning episodes occurring at the core or in the
burning shells coupled with the development of convective zones
and dredge-up movements bringing processed material to the
surface (e.g., Georgy et al. 2013, 2021). In addition, post-RSG
objects are predicted to experience important mass-loss episodes
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Fig. 7. Histograms showing the distribution of Msp dividing the sample
in slices of log(L/L�). In each histogram, the stars are separated into
those before the empirical TAMS (blue bins) and after (red bins), as
indicated in the legend. The median values are indicated with vertical
dashed lines using the same colors.

(van Loon et al. 2005; Mauron & Josselin 2011; Georgy 2012),
which also expose the inner, more-contaminated layers of the
star (e.g., Saio et al. 2013; Georgy et al. 2014).

These phenomena have two important observable conse-
quences, namely a larger helium surface abundance and changes
in the CNO surface abundance ratios; and a significantly smaller
projected rotational velocity resulting from the loss of angular
momentum during the mass-loss episodes. Additionally, the re-
duction in mass has an important consequence, that is, that for
stars with the same luminosities, post-RSG objects have lower

masses (higher L/M ratios) compared to those B-type super-
giants evolving from the main sequence, and should display a
larger discrepancy with respect to their corresponding evolution-
ary masses predicted in the models.

In our distribution of Msp/ Mev against Teff (see top panel of
Fig. 3), we would expect post-RSGs to occupy the area within
the main-sequence band with Msp/ Mev <1 populated by the ma-
jority of stars in our sample. Since it is not possible that all these
objects are post-RSGs, it foremost highlights that the mass dis-
crepancy problem represents an important issue which needs to
be solved (see also Tkachenko et al. 2020, 2024). Nevertheless,
if we assume that the existing discrepancy affects the majority of
main-sequence stars in a similar way, then it seems reasonable
to try to find these objects below the lower envelope of the dis-
tribution. However, the number of objects below the lower 3σ
cut of the main sequence and near the TAMS is extremely low,
suggesting that these objects are not present. Moreover, we do
not observe any trend showing that helium-enriched objects are
located near the lower envelope of the Msp/ Mev distribution, and
many of those exhibiting the highest abundances actually com-
prise SB1 or fast-rotating objects (see the middle panel of Fig. 3;
see also Sect. 5.2) which makes them more unlikely to be post-
RSGs objects.

We must note that our evolutionary masses have been
adopted based on only one set of single-star evolutionary tracks
that assume certain initial conditions, such as no initial rotation,
which we assumed based on the global properties of the sample
(see de Burgos et al. Chapter 5). In general, models with rotation
produce higher luminosities compared to non-rotating models,
which would translate into a positive shift in Msp/ Mev, partially
contributing to solve the existing discrepancy, but not the search
of post-RSGs. Furthermore, we should also note that the lack of
detection of these objects is based on the assumption that they
undergo a strong mass loss during the RSG phase.

The location of post-RSGs and, in general, any object evolv-
ing blueward in the HR diagram also depends on the considered
models. For example, those of Ekström et al. (2012) only predict
a blueward evolution for masses & 20 M� (within our considered
range of masses), but for a range of Teff comprising the all stars
in the sample. This adds one additional difficulty when trying
to find these objects. However, since we do not expect many
stars leaving the main sequence to populate the area beyond the
TAMS, we can at least use our derived spectroscopic masses to
see if those stars on the cool side of the TAMS have systemati-
cally lower spectroscopic masses for the same luminosity range.

The result of this exercise is included in Fig. 7, where we
divided the sample into slices of the same luminosity to not mix
stars of very different masses. Interestingly, the results show that
stars located beyond the TAMS (red bins) display the same or
larger average masses (indicated with vertical dashed lines) com-
pared to those stars within the main-sequence band (blue bins),
thus behaving in the opposite direction to what we would expect
for post-RSGs. We note that, as a potential source of discrep-
ancy, the uncertainties of log g involved in the determination of
Msp are similar for stars before and after the TAMS. Interest-
ingly, at log(L/L�) = 5.70 – 5.35 we find a large group of stars
beyond the TAMS with Msp ≈33 M�. We will refer to this group
in Sect. 5.2.

Despite being limited in number, we can use our results of
the CNO surface abundances (see Fig. 4) to see if any of the an-
alyzed stars, or particular group, is compatible with a post-RSGs
state. For this, we first compared the predictions of Georgy et al.
(2014, Ledoux criterion, 20 M�) for B-type supergiants before
and after they underwent a RSG phase. For stars above ≈23 kK,
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only the helium-enriched star at 25 kK seems simultaneously
compatible in N/O and N/C with a post-RSG object. Those stars
with N/C≈5 may also be compatible in this ratio. However, all
of these objects are fast-rotating stars, which generally exhibit
very low rotation velocities, and all but one have normal helium
abundances. Instead, for stars below 23 kK, we find three differ-
ent cases of stars with the highest N/O and N/C ratios that also
have helium-enriched atmospheres. However, all of them have
spectroscopic masses higher than those in the same luminosity
bin, which seems incompatible if post-RSGs lose a significant
amount of mass during that phase.

5.2. Binary products in the sample

It is generally accepted that a large fraction of massive stars are
born in close binary systems (see Sana 2017). Simulations car-
ried out by de Mink et al. (2014) provide ≈80% of these systems
that result in binary interaction, of which ≈30% will occur dur-
ing the main sequence. Of the latter ones, about one-third will
end up in mergers, whereas the remaining will result in inter-
acting or post-interacting binary systems. For all these interac-
tions to occur, usually one of the stars in the system reaches a
more evolved state in which its larger size leads to a mass trans-
fer into the companion or, ultimately, to their merge. Therefore,
the relative number of stars observed as binary (photometrically
or spectroscopically) will decrease along evolution in the main
sequence and drop beyond the TAMS9, as shown in de Burgos
et al. (Chapter 5).

Except for changes in the observed properties introduced by
the natural evolution of the stars, the increased number of inter-
actions occurring along the evolution should produce differences
in the average properties of our sample across the covered range
of effective temperatures. To evaluate this from the percentages
shown in Fig. 6, we assume that the contamination by post-RSGs
objects evolving as single is negligible.

Before we evaluate each of the groups in Fig. 6, we note that
an important source of uncertainty arises from the unknown L/M
ratio produced during and after the different types of interaction.
This also depends on the timescales of the interaction (see, e.g.,
de Mink et al. 2007), and on how fast the core reconfigures after
the mass gain (see Suzuki et al. 2007; Glebbeek et al. 2013).

Regarding the fraction of SB1 systems, panels d and e of
Fig. 6 do not show a decrease with Teff until they cross the TAMS
(panel f ). However, such a decrease occurs between panels a and
b, although the number of stars in panel b (as also for panel c) is
very low for any further interpretation. We also note that for pan-
els d and e, which represent the “normal” stars in Msp/ Mev (see
Sect. 4.1), the fraction of SB1 systems is ≈40% in both cases. If,
as indicated in de Mink et al. (2014), up to 40% of the apparently
single stars are products of binary interaction, this result could
leave a smaller fraction of stars to be explained. In this regard,
our fraction of SB1 represents a lower limit to the real value due
to the difficulty in separating the intrinsic variability and SB1
systems from the observed radial velocity variations.

The large percentage of SB1 systems in panel a (59%) is
particularly interesting. In those cases where the secondary is a
dimmer main-sequence star, even if the contribution to the ob-
served composite spectrum is negligible for most of the spectral
lines, this may not be the case for the stronger Balmer lines.
In the case of extended wings, the fitting of these lines would

9 The drop beyond the TAMS is also the result of the less probable
scenario where both stars reach the end of the MS at the same time as a
result of evolving with similar masses.

lead to apparent larger gravities, resulting in higher Msp values.
Furthermore, the photometric brightness of the star dominating
the spectra could be affected by the presence of a fainter com-
panion, thus leading to an apparent more luminous object. This
would translate into higher evolutionary mass, but to a lesser
extent compared to the aforementioned effect on spectroscopic
mass (i.e., being observed with higher Msp/ Mev values). This
could explain their separation with respect to the SB1 systems
in the panel b. Moreover, all of these SB1 objects have “nor-
mal" helium surface abundances, further supporting the scenario
in which a donor main-sequence star transfers unprocessed ma-
terial onto the gainer. The presence of a compact object as com-
panion would seem unlikely in this case. Lastly, 80% of the
fast-rotating objects in panel a correspond to these SB1 systems
(27% of the SB1 systems), which could be the result from the
accretion process.

Moving to the fraction of fast-rotating star, one possible sce-
nario is that a significant fraction of these stars are binary prod-
ucts. As shown in de Mink et al. (2013), the outcome of cer-
tain types of interaction (e.g., mass transfer with a post-main
sequence donor of similar mass, or mass transfer with a main-
sequence donor) can result in a rapidly rotating secondary star
or a merger, both of which can spend a significant amount of
time evolving in the main-sequence band. In this regard, pan-
els d and e indicate that the fraction of fast-rotating stars only
increases slightly within the main sequence, with an average of
35% of objects. For panel e, it is important to mention that, as
shown in de Burgos et al. (Chapter 5), the probability to detect
these objects is affected by the fact that these stars are much
closer to reaching their rotational terminal velocity. As predicted
by Georgy et al. (see 2011); de Mink et al. (see 2013); Kurfürst
et al. (see 2014), stars reaching this rotation rate (by, e.g., binary
interaction) may lose much of their angular momentum, thus not
appearing as fast-rotating objects after spinning up, and lowering
the percentage of panel e.

In general, all fractions corresponding to fast-rotating objects
shown in Fig. 6 represent lower limits due to projection effects.
However, we cannot assume that these percentages only corre-
spond to binary products since, despite recent studies favoring a
low-to-mild initial rotation, some of these objects may have been
born at a high spin rate and evolved as single stars. Interestingly,
the decrease in the fraction of fast-rotating stars between pan-
els a and b is similar to the decrease of SB1 systems in the same
panels, being only . 10% in panel b. The fraction of fast-rotating
stars beyond the TAMS is similar in panels c and f (≈20%), and
mostly corresponds to stars in the lower part of the HR diagram.
We argue that the presence of these objects could be explained
considering that: (a) evolutionary models show that rotation can
extend the length of the main sequence and (b) more binary prod-
ucts are expected toward lower masses as a consequence of the
initial mass function. Thus, a higher fraction of fast-rotating stars
would be expected toward lower luminosities in the HR diagram,
as observed.

To conclude, even if fast-rotating stars are the result of binary
interaction, which is compatible with our results, we cannot rule
out other possibilities. For instance, fast-rotating stars might be
born in this configuration, and then they slowly lose angular mo-
mentum during the main sequence.

Despite a rapid equatorial rotation being insufficient to iden-
tify likely post-binary interaction objects, surface enhancements
of hydrogen-burning products are expected to be present in the
atmospheres as a result of some type of interactions (Marchant
& Bodensteiner 2023). In this regard, in addition to the fact that
our results suggest that post-RSG objects may not be present in
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Fig. 8. Helium surface abundance against the spectroscopic masses of
stars within the log(L/L�) and Teff range indicated in the figure. Stars lo-
cated before and after the TAMS are indicated with blue and red colors,
respectively. The average value of each group is indicated with a vertical
dashed line using the same color. In addition, a vertical dashed orange
line shows the average for the stars with an abundance YHe >0.13.

our sample, in de Burgos et al. (Chapter 5) we found that the ref-
erence evolutionary models of Brott et al. (2011), Ekström et al.
(2012) and Choi et al. (2016) for single evolution, only those by
Ekström et al. (2012) were able to reproduce the surface helium
enrichment of some of our fast-rotating stars towards the early-
main sequence phase, and only for models with 3 sin i/vcrit =40%.
Despite we cannot fully exclude the possibility that some of our
helium-enriched objects may be returning from a RSG phase
through blue loops, in the following discussion we assume that
most of them are binary products.

The percentages of helium-enriched objects shown in Fig. 6
indicate an important decrease of these objects when crossing
the TAMS, from 23% (on average) to 7%. Interestingly, panel b
(Teff = 21 – 25 kK) displays the highest percentage of these ob-
jects. However, looking at Fig. 3, we see that many of them are
close to the helium-enriched stars of panel e, thus it may not re-
flect a separate feature. Nonetheless, Fig. 2 shows that these ob-
jects are distributed into two separate groups in the HR diagram,
one embedded in the main sequence and one located beyond the
TAMS with luminosities log(L/L�)& 5.25.

A possible nature for the stars in the former group could be
secondary stars born with lower masses which evolved in the
presence of a more massive primary which, at the end of its
shorter life, transferred processed material into the secondary
or merged with it, yet contaminating the outcome star. The first
case could be further supported taking into account that 52%
correspond to fast-rotating stars, which may have spun up dur-
ing the mass gain. Moreover, of those with multi-epoch data, at
least 43% are simultaneously fast-rotating stars and SB1 systems
and may now include a compact object as companion. Except
for contaminating its atmosphere, the injection of new material
could also have altered its original evolutionary path to a more
luminous and rejuvenated state (Schneider et al. 2016, 2021). In
the case that these objects result from merging, theoretical stud-
ies predict that these objects undergo a spin-down process (see,
e.g., de Mink et al. 2013; Schneider et al. 2016; Menon et al.
2024), which, combined with other spin-down processes by, for

example, magnetic fields (e.g., Schneider et al. 2016; Keszthelyi
et al. 2019) may explain the nature of the low-3 sin i component
of the helium-enriched objects (see bottom panel of Fig. 3).

Regarding the separate group of helium-enriched objects be-
yond the TAMS above the 25 M� track, their presence is partic-
ularly interesting, as they are strong candidates for being merger
products. To further test this possibility, Fig. 8 shows the distri-
bution of helium abundances against the spectroscopic masses
for the stars between the 25 M� and 40 M� (which includes most
of these objects). As in Fig. 7, we separate with colors the stars
on each side of the TAMS and indicate the average Msp with ver-
tical dashed lines. This time, we include a vertical orange line
that limits the sample to those stars with YHe >0.13. The results
show that the helium-enriched objects have, on average, 10 M�
more than those located before the TAMS displaying no enrich-
ment, thus being compatible with the case in which they have
merged with a companion (see also below). In addition, this also
justifies the larger spectroscopic masses observed in Fig. 7 for
objects located after the TAMS and with log(L/L�) >5. For 70%
of them, the available multi-epoch data also do not indicate the
presence of a companion. In Appendix D we show that the ex-
istence of this isolated group is still present (and even enlarged)
if we do not limit the sample to stars with most reliable spectro-
scopic masses (see Sect. 4.1).

Compared with Menon et al. (2024), who found helium-
enriched stars in merger candidates of the Large Magellanic
Cloud (LMC), all but one of these objects are located within 5 kK
on the hot side of the TAMS, while in this work, this is only the
case of stars below the 20 M� track10. For stars above the 20 M�,
we noticed that our sample lacks helium-enriched objects on the
hot side of the TAMS around 24 – 30 kK.

Figure 9 shows the logarithmic distribution of the N/C and
N/O ratios (introduced as diagnostic tool by Przybilla et al. 2010)
that we can use to compare with the results of Menon et al.
(2024). Here we can better see the separation of fast-rotating
stars discussed in Sect. 5.1. Interestingly, this group of stars over-
laps with the one studied in the LMC by Menon et al. (2024) us-
ing the same diagram and is explained only by mergers. More-
over, those helium-enriched objects with significantly larger ra-
tios located at or after the TAMS (see Fig. 4; two of which belong
to the aforementioned separated group) only overlap with the
predictions by Menon et al. (2024) for models of binary merg-
ers.

5.3. Pulsational properties of the sample

The HR diagrams shown in Fig. 5 (see Sect. 4.3) evidenced that
the values of σ(∆Tp) increase with log(L/L�), whereas the νchar
parameter changes with Teff across the diagram, as shown for
OB dwarfs (Bowman et al. 2020; Bowman & Dorn-Wallenstein
2022). In the first case, we find enough similarity with the pre-
dicted map of turbulent pressure by Grassitelli et al. (2015),
which, as proposed there, can excite high-order pulsations in
luminous stars with log(L/L�) >4.5. However, the same distri-
bution could also be associated with the increased intensity of
the stellar wind towards higher luminosities (see, e.g., de Bur-
gos et al. 2023b). The second diagram, the quantity νchar can be
used for the characterization of the SLFV observed in the peri-
odograms of B-type supergiants and for the comparison with the
predictions from IGWs simulations (see Bowman et al. 2019a,b).
If this variability has its origin in the gravity waves produced by

10 We note that in Menon et al. (2024) they used a threshold of
YHe =0.12 instead of YHe =0.13 to define helium enriched objects.
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Fig. 9. Logarithmic N/C and N/O ratios plotted against each other for
the subsample of 50 stars with derived CNO surface abundances. Sym-
bols are the same as in Fig. 3. The baselines for solar metallicity from
Przybilla et al. (2008) and Ekström et al. (2012) are included for refer-
ence.

the convective core of massive stars, we may expect to see a sub-
stantial change at the moment when the hydrogen-burning phase
is terminated. In this regard, the lower panel of Fig. 5 shows a
clear decrease in νchar for stars below 25 M� towards cooler tem-
peratures, and does not show any important change when cross-
ing the TAMS. For stars above 25 M�, the same decrease is even
smoother.

In addition, post-RSGs that undergo a blue loop may also
exhibit properties different from those of stars that evolve in the
main sequence (see Bowman et al. 2019b). In this regard, 3D
spherical hydrodynamic simulations will be helpful for study-
ing the presence of convectively driven IGWs after the main se-
quence (see Edelmann et al. 2019). In this work, we compare our
results with the predictions by Saio et al. (2013), where different
heat-driven pulsations are predicted for main-sequence and post-
RSG stars.

Figure 10 shows the frequency spectra against the effective
temperature in two panels that separate the sample stars into two
groups. The top panel includes stars with log(L/L�) = 4.9 – 5.5,
aiming to select stars in the same luminosity range as in Saio
et al. (2013). The bottom panel limits the sample to stars with
log(L/L�) = 4.3 – 4.9, where the bottom panel of Fig. 5 shows
a clear change in νchar when crossing the TAMS. In both cases,
the lower envelope of the periods down to log(Teff)≈4.3 (20 kK)
is located above the blue dashed line, which we extracted from
the lower boundary of the periods predicted for main-sequence
stars by Saio et al. (2013)11, and follows a similar trend. Inter-
estingly, this lower envelope appears to flatter for stars below
log(Teff)≈4.3 in the top panel. This flattering can be better seen
by using the average of the amplitude periods (indicated with
dots colored by νchar). Both panels also show the scarcity of ob-
jects with νchar & 1 d−1 beyond the TAMS.

Following the predictions of Saio et al. (2013), these re-
sults would indicate that practically none of the objects in the
main-sequence band may correspond to post-RSGs. In fact, only

11 In Saio et al. (2013), the lowest periods correspond to
log Period =0.4 d. We assume that the lower envelope of periods
continues the trend displayed there.

Fig. 10. Plot mimicking Fig. 5 of Saio et al. (2013) in which the period
spectrum is plotted against log(Teff). The top and bottom panels sep-
arate stars into two different ranges of luminosity. In both panels and
for all stars, we only considered frequencies with a normalized ampli-
tude above 0.3 (as shown in the lower right subfigure of Fig. 5). The
average value of those frequency amplitudes is indicated with a colored
dot based on the νchar value (when available). The lower limit of the pe-
riod explored by Saio et al. (2013) is indicated with a dashed gray line
(log Period =0.4 d). The dashed blue lines mark the lower boundary of
periods predicted by Saio et al. (2013) for stars evolving in the main
sequence. We note that stars identified as β Cephei stars have been re-
moved. See Sect. 5.3 for more information on the objects marked with
red rectangles.

three objects have periods well separated from the dashed line
of the lower boundary. They are indicated with a red rectangle
in Fig. 10. Interestingly, from the two located near the TAMS in
the bottom panel, one (HD 152 685) has YHe= 0.14; and the one
at log(Teff)≈4.44 in the top panel (BD +6073) corresponds to
an X-ray binary. Below log(Teff)≈4.25 the situation is different,
with several objects that display frequencies compatible with
post-RSGs. For curiosity, we checked whether any of them cor-
responded to the merger candidates exhibiting helium-enriched
atmospheres, but it was not the case. Therefore, based on the pre-
dictions of the pulsational properties of post-RSGs by Saio et al.
(2013), our combined results do not provide evidence that these
objects are present in our sample.
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For completeness, we also evaluated potential differences in
the pulsational properties of the outliers in Msp/ Mev, helium-
enriched objects, fast-rotating stars, and SB1 systems, with re-
spect to the full sample. We only found some indications that
SB1 systems tend to have larger νchar values and lower σ(∆Tp)
values (see Appendix E for more details).

We also conclude that no important differences are observed
in the pulsational properties for stars before and after the TAMS,
nor in the periodograms or using the νchar parameter. To ex-
plain this, one possibility is that IGWs are still produced in
the hydrogen-burning shell before the beginning of the helium-
burning phase, as otherwise they should disappear upon hydro-
gen exhaustion in the core. Another proposed possibility is that
the observed variability originates partially or totally in a sub-
surface convection zone where stochastically excited traveling
waves are produced (see, e.g., Cantiello et al. 2009; Grassitelli
et al. 2015). Lastly, it could also be severely influenced by the ef-
fect of strong winds. Whatever produces the observed variability,
it is clear that a better understanding of the physics that produces
the variability is required for B-type supergiants, just like for OB
dwarfs (see review by Bowman 2023).

6. Summary and conclusions

The uncertainty around the nature of B-type supergiants remains
a long-standing problem in our understanding of massive stars
and astrophysics in general. In this paper, we conducted an ex-
ploratory work on the physical, chemical, and pulsational prop-
erties in a sample of 728 Galactic B-type supergiants and evalu-
ated them with the aim of finding new clues about their nature. In
particular, we focused our attention on the differences displayed
on each side of the TAMS, where we should not expect to find
many of these objects, and on the identification of post-RSGs
and binary products within our sample.

By comparing spectroscopic masses with evolutionary ones
(Msp/ Mev), we studied the possibility of finding objects with a
different L/M ratio that could indicate past mass-gain or mass-
loss episodes. Our results first evidence a mass-discrepancy
problem that affects the majority of stars in our sample. Inter-
estingly, we find the average Msp/ Mev discrepancy to decrease
from ≈50% (Msp/ Mev ≈0.5) for stars located on the hot side
of the TAMS, to ≈40% (Msp/ Mev ≈0.6) near the TAMS, and
to ≈30% (Msp/ Mev ≈0.7) for stars on the cool side. The latter
group also displays the smaller scatter. Based on these results
(see Fig. 3), we interpret the core of stars with an intrinsic mass
discrepancy as “normal" and those separated ±3σ or more as
“peculiar" (mostly comprising objects above 3σ).

The identification of post-RSGs within our sample is based
on two key properties expected from these objects: helium-
enriched atmospheres and lower spectroscopic masses compared
to those stars evolving in the main sequence. However, based
on the previous assumption for peculiar stars, the Msp/ Mev –
Teff distribution that derived helium surface abundances does not
suggest their presence within the full Teff range of our sample.
We also checked the possibility that some of the stars are located
after the TAMS, but all of them have on average the same or
larger masses (see below).

We find the highest percentage of SB1 systems (59%) among
those peculiar stars located before the TAMS with Teff >25 kK,
which also include 80% of the fast-rotating objects with multi-
epoch data in the same parameter space. Their larger Msp/ Mev
ratio, high rotation, and absence of helium enrichment in their
atmospheres suggest mass accretion of unprocessed material, but
the nature of their companion is not obvious.

We found helium-enriched atmospheres in two separated
groups of stars in the HR diagram. One group is located on the
cool side of the TAMS above the 25 M� track. This group has, on
average, 10 M� more than those objects located in the symmet-
rically opposite position with respect to the TAMS, and are the
strongest candidates to be merging products. Moreover, multi-
epoch observations for 70% of them discard the presence of a
companion. The other group is in the main sequence but also
reaches the TAMS and evenly mixes slowly- and fast-rotating
stars. The latter comprises a lower limit of 43% of SB1 systems.
Within the binary evolution scheme, these objects (which also
include peculiar stars) may comprise mass-gainers from a more
evolved star, or mergers. Among the slowly-rotating objects, we
only find 10% of them being both helium-enriched and SB1 sys-
tems.

We derived CNO surface abundances for a subsample of 50
stars. These stars were selected from specific subgroups in the
HR diagram to provide a broader overview of the behavior of
the abundances along evolution in Teff , and for different types of
objects. Despite the smaller sample, all the stars on the hot side
of the TAMS are more compatible with being evolving in the
main sequence. Only some fast-rotating stars have CNO abun-
dances closer to the predictions for post-RSGs, but we discarded
that possibility precisely for their fast rotation. At the TAMS and
beyond, we find a group of helium-enriched objects with larger
spectroscopic masses than other stars of the same luminosity.
Recent predictions by Menon et al. (2024) suggest that the stars
in the latter two groups are only explained by merger products.

A preliminary study on the pulsational properties of the sam-
ple obtained from the TESS photometry revealed two key prop-
erties. First, the higher regime of σ(∆Tp) values are distributed
in the HR diagram similarly as does the predictions on turbulent
pressure by Grassitelli et al. (2015), who attribute the subsurface
convection zone as the origin of the observed variability. Second,
there are no significant differences in the characteristic frequency
νchar when crossing the TAMS (nor for σ(∆Tp)). If the observed
variability is produced by core-excited IGWs, we would expect
to see some differences in this transition region, but this is not
the case.

Following the predictions by Saio et al. (2013), we tested the
possibility of identifying post-RSG stars from the range of ex-
cited pulsation periods. For stars on the hot side of the TAMS,
our results indicate that practically all of them are main-sequence
objects. For stars beyond the TAMS the purported pulsations
within SLF variability are partially compatible with post-RSG,
but all other properties do not indicate this case.

To conclude, our findings suggest that the properties of B-
type supergiants are more likely explained by a combination of
stars evolving as single stars, mixed with those resulting from
binary interactions rather than by post-RSGs evolving as sin-
gle. However, a more dedicated study on each of the different
groups studied here is required to better connect the properties
of each subsample with the theoretical predictions for single- and
binary-evolution. Moreover, this study evidences the urgency to
solve the mass-discrepancy problem affecting the almost entire
sample.
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Langer, N. 1992, A&A, 265, L17
Langer, N. 2012, ARA&A, 50, 107
Laplace, E., Götberg, Y., de Mink, S. E., Justham, S., & Farmer, R. 2020, A&A,

637, A6
Lightkurve Collaboration, Cardoso, J. V. d. M., Hedges, C., et al. 2018,

Lightkurve: Kepler and TESS time series analysis in Python, Astrophysics
Source Code Library, record ascl:1812.013

Maeder, A. & Meynet, G. 2000, ARA&A, 38, 143
Maeder, A. & Meynet, G. 2012, Reviews of Modern Physics, 84, 25
Maeder, A., Przybilla, N., Nieva, M.-F., et al. 2014, A&A, 565, A39
Marchant, P. & Bodensteiner, J. 2023, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2311.01865
Martinet, S., Meynet, G., Ekström, S., et al. 2021, A&A, 648, A126
Mason, B. D., Hartkopf, W. I., Gies, D. R., Henry, T. J., & Helsel, J. W. 2009,

AJ, 137, 3358
Mauron, N. & Josselin, E. 2011, A&A, 526, A156
Menon, A., Ercolino, A., Urbaneja, M. A., et al. 2024, ApJ, 963, L42
Przybilla, N., Firnstein, M., Nieva, M. F., Meynet, G., & Maeder, A. 2010, A&A,

517, A38
Przybilla, N., Nieva, M.-F., & Butler, K. 2008, ApJ, 688, L103
Puls, J., Najarro, F., Sundqvist, J. O., & Sen, K. 2020, A&A, 642, A172
Puls, J., Urbaneja, M. A., Venero, R., et al. 2005, A&A, 435, 669
Raskin, G., van Winckel, H., Hensberge, H., et al. 2011, A&A, 526, A69
Repolust, T., Puls, J., & Herrero, A. 2004, A&A, 415, 349
Ricker, G. R., Winn, J. N., Vanderspek, R., et al. 2015, Journal of Astronomical

Telescopes, Instruments, and Systems, 1, 014003
Rivero González, J. G., Puls, J., Massey, P., & Najarro, F. 2012, A&A, 543, A95
Rivero González, J. G., Puls, J., & Najarro, F. 2011, A&A, 536, A58
Saio, H., Georgy, C., & Meynet, G. 2013, MNRAS, 433, 1246
Saio, H., Kuschnig, R., Gautschy, A., et al. 2006, ApJ, 650, 1111
Sana, H. 2017, in The Lives and Death-Throes of Massive Stars, ed. J. J. El-

dridge, J. C. Bray, L. A. S. McClelland, & L. Xiao, Vol. 329, 110–117
Sana, H., de Mink, S. E., de Koter, A., et al. 2012, Science, 337, 444
Santolaya-Rey, A. E., Puls, J., & Herrero, A. 1997, A&A, 323, 488
Schneider, F. R. N., Podsiadlowski, P., Langer, N., Castro, N., & Fossati, L. 2016,

MNRAS, 457, 2355
Schneider, F. R. N., Podsiadlowski, P., & Müller, B. 2021, A&A, 645, A5
Sen, K., Langer, N., Marchant, P., et al. 2022, A&A, 659, A98
Simón-Díaz, S., Aerts, C., Urbaneja, M. A., et al. 2018, A&A, 612, A40
Simón-Díaz, S., Britavskiy, N., Castro, N., Holgado, G., & de Burgos, A. 2024,

arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2405.11209
Simón-Díaz, S., de Burgos, A., Holgado, G., & Martinez, C. in prep., arXiv e-

prints
Simón-Díaz, S. & Herrero, A. 2014, A&A, 562, A135
Simón-Díaz, S., Negueruela, I., Maíz Apellániz, J., et al. 2015, in Highlights of

Spanish Astrophysics VIII, 576–581
Simón-Díaz, S., Pérez Prieto, J. A., Holgado, G., de Burgos, A., & Iacob Team.

2020, in XIV.0 Scientific Meeting (virtual) of the Spanish Astronomical So-
ciety, 187

Sota, A., Maiz Apellaniz, J., Walborn, N. R., et al. 2014, VizieR Online Data
Catalog, III/274

Stothers, R. & Chin, C. W. 1975, ApJ, 198, 407
Suzuki, T. K., Nakasato, N., Baumgardt, H., et al. 2007, ApJ, 668, 435
Telting, J. H., Avila, G., Buchhave, L., et al. 2014, Astronomische Nachrichten,

335, 41
Tkachenko, A., Pavlovski, K., Johnston, C., et al. 2020, A&A, 637, A60
Tkachenko, A., Pavlovski, K., Serebriakova, N., et al. 2024, A&A, 683, A252
Urbaneja, M. A., Herrero, A., Bresolin, F., et al. 2005, ApJ, 622, 862
van Loon, J. T., Cioni, M. R. L., Zijlstra, A. A., & Loup, C. 2005, A&A, 438,

273
Yoon, S. C., Woosley, S. E., & Langer, N. 2010, ApJ, 725, 940

Article number, page 13 of 15



A&A proofs: manuscript no. output

Fig. A.1. Histogram of the relative uncertainty of Msp for the full sample
of stars. The mean, median, and ±1σ values are included.

Appendix A: Uncertainties of the spectroscopic
masses

Figure A.1 shows the histogram of the relative uncertainties of
Msp. For most stars, this value is comprised between 10% and
30%. Based on these results, we adopted the mean plus 1σ value
(33%) as the threshold cut to consider our determination of Msp
as reliable (see Sect. 4.1).

Appendix B: HR diagram of CNO analyzed stars

Figure B.1 shows an HR diagram similar to that in Fig. 2 but
including only the 50 stars for which we obtained CNO abun-
dances. We can see the five groups indicated in Sect. 4.2 with
different Teff and log(L/L�) values, most of which include stars
with different properties of those studied in this work.

Appendix C: HR diagram of stars without
multi-epoch

The percentages of SB1 systems shown in Fig. 6 do not include
the full sample of 728 stars. Instead, it only includes those ob-
jects for which multi-epoch spectra is available. Therefore, we
performed a sanity check to see if the distribution of stars with
only one epoch is homogeneously distributed in the HR diagram.

Figure C.1 shows the distribution of stars with and without
multi-epoch data (black dots and gray crosses, respectively) as
well as those detected as SB1 systems (open blue triangles). In
general, both distributions are homogeneously mixed, ruling out
important bias effects in the percentages shown in Fig. 6. Com-
plementary, Fig. C.2 shows the relative percentages of the above
mentioned groups, limiting the sample to stars with an uncer-
tainty in Msp lower than 33% and separating the sample in the
same way as in Fig. 6. For stars above 25 kK (panels a and d),
the fraction of stars with multi-epoch data (“ME" in the figure)
is more than twice the fraction of stars with one spectra. The
middle panels (b and e) both show that approximately half of
the stars have available multi-epoch data. For stars below 21 kK,
panel c has ≈20% more stars with only one spectra, however, the
absolute numbers are the lowest of all the panels. Panel f shows

Fig. B.1. HR diagram of the 50 stars with CNO abundances. Symbols,
evolutionary tracks and the position of the TAMS are marked as in
Fig. 2, except for the SB1 systems, which are indicated with open blue
triangles.

Fig. C.1. HR diagram displaying the full sample of 728 stars. Stars with
and without multi-epoch data are indicated with black dots and gray
crosses, respectively. Those stars identified as SB1 systems are also
marked with open blue triangles. Evolutionary tracks are the same as
in Fig. 2.

the opposite case, with ≈20% more stars with multi-epoch data.
In general, we consider that the lack of multi-epoch data for the
full sample should not bias the results of Fig. 6.

Appendix D: HR diagram of helium enriched stars

An important part of our discussion in this work is focused on
the distribution of stars with enriched surface helium abundances
shown in the HR diagram of Fig. 2. To rule out the possibility
that this distribution and, in particular, the separation into two
groups (see Sect. 5.2) is not the result of only selecting stars with
an uncertainty in Msp below 33%, Fig. D.1 includes all the stars
with YHe >0.13. There, we see that, in fact, the separation in two

Article number, page 14 of 15



A. de Burgos et al.: Properties of B-type supergiants around the TAMS

Fig. C.2. Grid of histograms showing the percentage of stars relative to
the complete sample. The different panels separate the stars exactly as
in Fig. 6, based on their Teff and Msp/ Mev values. Each panel include
the percentage and absolute number of stars without multi-epoch data
(“No ME"), with multi-epoch data (“ME") and those identified as SB1
systems from the latter group.

Fig. D.1. HR diagram displaying the full sample of 728 stars. Stars with
an uncertainty in Msp below and above 33% are indicated with black
dots and gray crosses, respectively. Note that those with black dots cor-
respond to the same stars as in Fig. 2. Those stars with YHe >0.13 are
marked with open orange squares. Evolutionary tracks are the same as
in Fig. 2.

groups, one populating the lower left half of the diagram, and
another the upper right area, is preserved and even enhanced.

Fig. E.1. νchar against σ(∆Tp) for those stars with available multi-epoch
data for which we were able to identify SB1 systems (blue dots) from
those other stars without signatures of companion (gray dots). The fig-
ure includes Gaussian-convolved histograms of each quantity and for
both groups of stars.

Appendix E: SB1 stars in the pulsational domain

In addition to the results presented in Sect. 5.3, Fig. E.1 shows
the νchar quantity against σ(∆Tp). The purpose of this figure is
to check whether the presence of the companion in SB1 sys-
tems has any correlation or influence in the above quantities.
Except for a few cases corresponding to confirmed pulsating
variables, SB1 systems concentrate at σ(∆Tp). 10 mmag, as
shown in the upper convolved histogram. With respect to νchar,
we only observed a similar proportion of SB1 and single sys-
tems at νchar & 2 d−1. The latter can be an indication of a sec-
ondary star that contaminates the frequency spectrum. We must
note that those SB1 systems detected as eclipsing binaries are ex-
cluded from this sample of stars, and therefore we expect a larger
fraction of compact objects within the SB1 systems displayed in
Fig. E.1.
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7
Conclusions and future work

Not all those who wander are lost.

J.R.R. Tolkien, The Fellowship of the Ring

This last chapter summarizes the main results and highlights of the re-
search done in this thesis. It also includes future interesting studies that
should follow this work.

B-type supergiants are very important pieces in the puzzle of mas-
sive star evolution theory and in our understanding of astrophysics

in general. Despite the theoretical developments of the last decades, dis-
crepancies between observational data and theoretical models have raised
long-standing and new questions. Furthermore, B-type supergiants likely
include objects of different evolutionary nature, further complicating the
interpretation of the results. To improve this situation, statistically signif-
icant and homogeneous samples analyzed with a self-consistent approach
are needed.

Despite this fact, until the present work there has not been a study
in the Milky Way that has analyzed a spectroscopic dataset as large and
of the quality as the one used in this thesis. In fact, at the time of its
completion, it comprised ∼900 B-type supergiants and more than 6000
high-resolution spectra with high signal-to-noise ratios.

This important milestone was achieved by conducting several successful
and strategic observing campaigns that aimed to improve the completeness
of the sample and reduce observational biases. The combination of this
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excellent dataset gathered within the IACOB project, combined with a
wealth of additional information from Gaia and TESS space missions, set
the core of this thesis, which has provided a modern empirical reappraisal
of the properties of B-type supergiants in the Galaxy and added new
insights into their evolutionary nature.

The following pages summarize the achievements and important results
obtained in this thesis. They are listed following the same order as they
were presented in the different chapters, since, in general, each chapter was
built upon the results of the previous one, as would do any scientific study.

Building a modern empirical database of blue supergiants

The article published in Astronomy & Astrophysics (A&A) correspond-
ing to Chapter 2, was mainly dedicated to present and describe the spec-
troscopic sample of stars used in the follow-up chapters. We also evaluated
its completeness level and provided a general overview on the rotational
properties. In particular:

• We built a sample of 733 O9- to B9-type stars from an initial set
of ≈11 000 high-resolution spectra from ≈1600 Galactic late O- and
B-type stars. Of them 66% correspond to blue supergiants and the
remaining ones to late O- and early B-type stars of interest.

• We performed the completeness analysis of our sample using the
Alma Luminous Star catalog III (ALS III) and Gaia-DR3 data as
reference. We obtained a very good completeness level of 80% for
all-sky stars with Bmag <9 and 70% for stars with Bmag <11 in the
northern hemisphere, both percentages within the first 2 kpc. Addi-
tionally, this allowed us to mine the gaps and reduce biases in the
following observing runs.

• We developed a novel but simple technique to select stars in a specific
region of the spectroscopic Hertzsprung–Russell diagram by fitting
the Hβ line, using the widths at different depths as a proxy of gravity,
breaking the degeneracy produced by the observed projected rota-
tional velocity (v sin i). This robust method is of much utility with
the arrival of the next generation of spectroscopic surveys.

• This method also highlighted the risk of relying on spectral classifica-
tions from the literature. Many of these classifications, particularly
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those obtained using low-resolution spectrographs, were found to be
incorrect. While we have reclassified the most concerning cases, a
thorough reclassification is still urgently needed.

• We performed the identification of 51 SB2 and five SB3 systems
within the sample by using the available multi-epoch spectra and
several key diagnostic lines for this purpose. Of all of them, we
discovered eight new systems.

• A morphological classification of the Hα and Hβ lines was done for
the best spectrum of each star in the sample, revealing first-time
showed trends with the spectral types and the luminosity classes.

Large-scale quantitative spectroscopic analysis of the sample

A second article accepted in A&A corresponds to Chapter 3, and was
dedicated to present the results from the quantitative spectroscopic analy-
sis of the stars selected from Chapter 2. We provide an updated overview
of the spectroscopic parameters of B-type supergiants, including informa-
tion on the surface abundances and the stellar winds. The key aspects of
the methodology and main findings are as follows:

• We used the semi-automatic iacob-broad tool to perform the line-
broadening analysis of the stars. This tool combines a Fourier trans-
form and goodness-of-fit techniques to provide estimates of v sin i
and the macroturbulent velocity (vmac).

• Supervised machine learning techniques combined with sophisticated
atmospheric models (computed with the FASTWIND code) were
used to perform a homogeneous spectroscopic analysis of the sam-
ple in much shorter timescales compared with traditional grid-based
methods. This step also included a rigorous evaluation of the input
diagnostic lines and the output probability distribution functions in
order to assess and guarantee the quality of the results, which we
made public for the community.

• The latter technique allowed us to derive effective temperatures (Teff),
surface gravities (log g), microturbulent velocities (ξ), surface chemi-
cal abundances of helium and silicon, and the wind-strength parame-
ter (logQ) for a total of 527 O9- to B5-type stars, mostly comprising
B-type supergiants. This immediately became the largest sample of
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Galactic luminous blue stars analyzed to date, surpassing the previ-
ous reference work by Castro et al. (2014).

• We provided a new Teff – Spectral-type calibration for O9 –B5 su-
pergiant stars using accurate spectral reclassifications. We show a
considerable improvement with respect to previous calibrations that
used smaller samples of stars.

• Benefiting from the sample size, we performed a first attempt to
locate the position of the TAMS based on the drop in number of
stars below Teff ∼21 kK. In contrast to the classic interpretation that
B-type supergiants are helium-core burning post-main sequence ob-
jects, our results suggested that a representative fraction of them
would still be on the main sequence.

• As for O-type stars (e.g., Conti & Ebbets 1977; Holgado et al. 2022),
the v sin i distribution found for B-type luminous stars has a low-
v sin i component and a tail of fast rotators (v sin i ≳ 100 km s−1),
which disappears below ∼21 kK. The lack of surface braking of the
low-v sin i component within the full Teff range, plus the constant
percentage of fast-rotating objects and associated upper envelope of
values above ∼21 kK, all indicate a very efficient angular momentum
transport mechanism between the core and the surface of massive
stars.

• Despite the lack of fast-rotating stars and the drop in the v sin i dis-
tribution below a given effective temperature are well known (e.g.,
Howarth et al. 1997; Fraser et al. 2010), our sample provides stronger
empirical evidence of these features with respect to Teff . The ob-
served drop has been proposed to either delineate the end of the
main sequence, or be the result of an enhanced angular momentum
loss caused by enhanced mass-loss rates at the predicted bi-stability
jump (see Vink et al. 2010). This motivated us to undertake the
work of Chapter 4.

• We found evidence of the positive connection between microturbu-
lent and macroturbulent velocities, two line-broadening parameters
for which the exact physical origin is not well understood. We showed
for the first time, a map of microturbulence in a spectroscopic HR
diagram (sHR: L –Teff ; Langer & Kudritzki 2014); and strong cor-
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relations between ξ, vmac, and log(L/L⊙), providing insight into the
properties of the associated turbulent motions.

• We found a majority of stars with helium abundances YHe∼0.10, and
a sub-group exhibiting helium-enriched atmospheres (YHe>0.13) rep-
resenting ∼20% of the sample. After comparing with evolutionary
models from Brott et al. (2011a), Ekström et al. (2012), and Keszthe-
lyi et al. (2022), we suggested that the origin of this sub-group might
be in binary evolution.

• The results for silicon abundances provided an average value of ϵSi
1=

7.46±0.14 dex. This is consistent with previous results, but we no-
ticed a larger scatter in our case, which we attributed to the larger
sample and important mix of objects.

• We showed a clear connection between the wind-strength parame-
ter and the morphological classification of the Hα line profile (taken
from Chapter 2), which we showed for the first time in a sHR dia-
gram. This allowed us to study the region below Teff ∼22 kK, where
increased mass-loss rates were predicted (Vink et al. 2001). Despite
we found an important separation of stars with logQ above and be-
low −13.6 separating stars with very different Hα profiles, we did
not find any increase in logQ.

No increase of mass-loss rates over the bi-stability region

The third accepted article in form of A&A Letter corresponds to Chap-
ter 4. The initial aim of this work was to test the mass-loss rate predictions
of Vink et al. (2001) to further explore the possibility that the observed
drop in fast-rotating objects described in Chapter 3 is not the result of a
“bi-stability breaking” (Vink et al. 2010) triggered by enhanced mass-loss
rates at ∼25 kK (the bi-stability region), but instead the result of stars
reaching the TAMS. In brief:

• We combined the results of Chapter 3 with reliable Gaia-DR3 dis-
tances and wind terminal velocities from the literature (from UV
spectra), to obtain upper limits on the mass-loss rates for 116 Galac-
tic luminous blue supergiants covering 35 – 15 kK in effective temper-
atures.

1ϵSi = 12+ log
(

N(Si)
N(H)

)
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• We found no increase in mass-loss rates over the bi-stability region
in any of the three luminosity ranges in which we separated our
sample. Considering the fact that the predicted increase by Vink
et al. (2001) (by a factor of five to seven) is widely implemented in
most evolutionary codes (Brott et al. 2011a; Ekström et al. 2012;
Paxton et al. 2013), we suggest an urgent revision of the included
mass-loss rate prescriptions (e.g., using the alternatives by Krtička
et al. 2021; Björklund et al. 2023).

• We investigated the effect of clumping in our results using the lat-
est predictions and results for O-type stars and B-type supergiants
using the micro- and macro-clumping formalisms. Using also our
own simulations with FASTWIND, we find that the distribution of
mass-loss rates (as also of the wind-strength parameter) would, at
most, become flatter within the considered range of effective temper-
atures.

New clues on the location of the TAMS of massive stars

The Chapter 5 of this thesis corresponds to an article about to be
submitted to A&A, which is dedicated to investigate the end of the main
sequence in the massive-star domain. The lack of increased mass-loss
rates found in Chapter 4 led us to retake the possibility that the lack of
fast-rotating objects can also be used to find the location of the TAMS.
Benefiting from an extended sample size, we evaluated the drop with Teff

in relative number of stars, fast-rotating objects, and also spectroscopic
binaries to delineate the TAMS. Our main results can be summarized as
follows:

• We extended our sample presented in Chapter 3 with ∼150 addi-
tional sources from new observing campaigns, and followed the same
methodology to obtain their spectroscopic parameters. In addition,
we included 150 O3- to O9-type stars from Holgado et al. (2018,
2020, 2022). After limiting the sample to objects with low error-over-
parallax, our sample comprised ∼830 sources between 49 – 14 kK.

• We used the ALS III catalog introduced in Chapter 2 to select a sub-
sample of stars with the best balance between completeness level and
number of sources to evaluate the position of the TAMS. The cho-
sen volume-limited sample comprised 643 stars located within the
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first 2500 pc, reaching a ≳ 60% completeness for all-sky stars with
Bmag <11, and becoming most complete and homogeneous spectro-
scopic sample of Galactic massive stars analyzed to date.

• We employed Gaia distances to obtain absolute luminosities and
show this sample in the HR diagram. The analysis of the density
of stars showed a drop below Teff =22 – 25 kK for luminosities be-
tween log(L/L⊙)= 4.3 – 5.7 dex, which corresponds to initial masses
between 12 and 40M⊙, and that we interpret as the location of the
TAMS. This is an important improvement over previous studies that
attempted to locate the TAMS, particularly above ∼25M⊙, where
the TAMS was suggested to be at ∼10 kK.

• An in-depth evaluation of the factors involved in the scarcity of fast-
rotating objects on the cool side of the TAMS led us to conclude
that this phenomenon is likely due to a combination of stars reach-
ing near-critical velocity and the result of two compatible scenarios.
First, that as stars cross the TAMS, the proportion of fast-rotating
stars significantly decreases. Second, if fast-rotating stars are the
result of binary interaction during their main sequence, and a spin-
down occurs in relatively short timescales, it becomes improbable to
observe them after the TAMS.

• We observed an increasing number of fast-rotating stars extending
beyond the TAMS towards lower log(L/L⊙) values. Besides the
aforementioned factors, we argue that this could be a consequence
of rotationally induced effects that extend the width of the main
sequence.

• We interpreted the much larger fraction of slowly-rotating stars com-
pared fast-rotating ones (shown also in Chapters 2 and 3) and the
apparent decrease in v sin i of the former group with decreasing Teff

as an indicator that massive stars may enter the main sequence with
low to mild initial rotations (v sin i/vcrit≲ 0.2). This would be further
supported under the assumption that fast-rotating stars mainly re-
sult from binary interaction, as already suggested by several authors
(e.g., Ramı́rez-Agudelo et al. 2013; de Mink et al. 2014; Holgado
et al. 2022).

• In addition to the SB2 systems identified in Chapter 2, we used all
available multi-epoch spectra and, in particular, the peak-to-peak
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radial velocities, to find all single-line spectroscopic binaries (SB1)
within the sample of B-type stars. Combined with the information
on O-type spectroscopic binaries from Holgado et al. (2018), we eval-
uated the fraction of these systems as a function of Teff . Our results
showed a significant decrease from 37% of SB1 systems within the
main sequence to 14% beyond the TAMS, which we consider as an
additional empirical clue for our proposed location for the TAMS.
We found a similar qualitative behavior for the SB2 systems.

• Our results provide strong empirical constraints for improving stel-
lar evolution models. Particularly with respect to the width of the
main sequence in the massive star domain. We suggest a revision of
the overshooting parameter for non-rotating models of Brott et al.
(2011a) and Ekström et al. (2012), and Choi et al. (2016).

• An important aspect to consider in the interpretation of our previous
results comes from the possible “contamination” by objects that have
followed other evolutionary paths than the canonical single evolution.
These refer to post-RSGs objects that have undergone a blue-loop
evolution (e.g., Stothers & Chin 1975; Ekström et al. 2012), but also
stars that have evolved through binary interactions (e.g., Sana et al.
2012; Moe & Di Stefano 2017).

Properties and evolutionary nature of B-type supergiants

The scientific content of this thesis is closed with Chapter 6, and corre-
sponds to an article in an advanced stage of preparation to be submitted
to A&A. It focuses on studying the properties of B-type supergiants on
each side of the TAMS, and finding new clues on their nature for which, on
top of the empirical information already presented, we include additional
information on the spectroscopic masses, CNO surface abundances, and
pulsational properties of the sample. The latter obtained from the TESS
photometric light curves. The key points and main results of this work
are listed below.

• We have employed a sample of ∼600 B-type supergiants plus ∼130
O9-type classified stars of similar Teff and log g. As in Chapter 5,
they were selected to have reliable distances. In total, we accounted
for 728 stars.
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• By calculating the spectroscopic masses and comparing them with
the evolutionary ones (Msp/Mev(HR)), we aimed at investigating ob-
jects with strong indications of having gained or lost mass at some
point during their evolution. However, our results first evidenced
a systematic discrepancy (known as the “mass-discrepancy prob-
lem”; see Groenewegen et al. 1989; Herrero et al. 1990) going from
Msp/Mev(HR)∼50% for stars within the main sequence, to ∼30% for
stars located after the TAMS.

• Assuming stars near the mean discrepancy values on each side of the
TAMS as “normal” and those separated more than 3σ as “peculiar”,
we evaluated the presence of post-RSGs within our sample, as they
are predicted to experience important mass-loss episodes during the
RSG phase. Moreover, they are also predicted to exhibit helium-
enriched atmospheres. However, our results do not suggest their
presence within our sample, having important implications to our
understanding of massive star evolution.

• We considered helium-enriched and fast-rotating objects as poten-
tial post-binary interaction objects. We evaluated their positions in
the HR diagram and with respect Msp/Mev(HR) to identify groups
of particular interest based on our current understanding of binary
interactions. For this, we also included the information on objects
detected as SB1 systems. For stars within the main sequence, we
found a group of ∼30 peculiar stars that includes the largest percent-
age of SB1 systems in the sample (59%). Their larger Msp/Mev(HR)

ratio, coinciding with many fast-rotating objects and the normal he-
lium abundances, suggests mass accretion of unprocessed material.
Although the nature of their companion is not obvious, one possi-
bility could be a less-massive main-sequence object. We also found
two separate groups of helium-enriched objects. One group located
immediately after the TAMS and above the 25M⊙ track. On aver-
age, the ∼20 stars in this group have 10M⊙ more than those objects
located in the symmetrically opposite position with respect to the
TAMS, and are our strongest candidates for being merger products.
Multi-epoch observations for 70% of them also discard the presence
of companions. Moreover, this test also rules out the possibility that
any of these objects is a post-RSG. The other group is on the main
sequence, but also reaches the TAMS and mixes slowly- and fast-
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rotating stars. The fast-rotating group comprises at least 43% of
SB1 systems and includes some peculiar stars. Thus, it may com-
prise mass-gainers from a more evolved star, or mergers.

• CNO surface abundances were obtained for a sub-sample of 50 stars
following a similar methodology as one described in Chapter 3, and
including different types of objects to provide a broader overview of
the behavior of the abundances across the HR diagram. All stars
on the hot side of the TAMS are compatible with stars evolving on
the main sequence. At the TAMS and beyond, we find a group of
helium-enriched objects with spectroscopic masses larger than that
of other stars of the same luminosity. Recent predictions by Menon
et al. (2024) suggest that these stars and some main-sequence fast-
rotating objects with high N/O and N/C ratios could only explained
by merger products.

• We processed and analyzed TESS photometric light curves for 215
stars in the sample. We found similarity between the distribution of
the standard deviation of the photometric variability and the predic-
tions for turbulent pressure by Grassitelli et al. (2015). However, this
also has similitudes with the map of the wind-strength parameter,
complicating the study of the physical origin of the widely detected
stochastic low-frequency variability revealed by the periodograms.

• The results on the pulsational properties did not reveal significant
differences between stars located before and after the TAMS, sug-
gesting that the origin of the stochastic low frequency variability
after crossing the TAMS is produced either by the hydrogen-burning
shell (since the hydrogen burning at the core is halted), or in the sub-
surface convection zone, connected with the macroturbulent motions
of the surface.

Future work

For more than 30 years, the evolutionary nature of B-type supergiants
has been a subject of study. Currently, we do now have a trusted and reli-
able method to determine which of these stars have left the main sequence,
undergone a RSG phase, or interacted with a companion during their evo-
lution. However, theoretical advances in the last decades have also pro-
posed several non-exclusive theories or mechanisms to explain many of the
observed properties of B-type supergiants.
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To overcome this long-standing problem and reconcile the discrepan-
cies between observational data and theoretical predictions, studies using
statistically significant and bias-reduced samples of these objects, such as
the one used in this thesis, are essential.

Looking ahead, the upcoming arrival of WEAVE-SCIP (Dalton et al.
2020; Jin et al. 2024a) and 4MOST-4MIDABLE-LR (Chiappini et al. 2019)
large spectroscopic surveys will significantly increase the number of ob-
served B-type supergiants in the Milky Way. The insights gained from
this thesis will surely benefit us in the mining and interpretation of these
new data, and ultimately improving our understanding of the properties
and evolution of massive stars and its intricate puzzle.

Besides the above-mentioned upcoming work, we now list some of the
“open topics” which could not be addressed during this thesis, that will
certainly become part of the future work.

• Studying massive stars within stellar clusters or associations offers a
valuable approach to improve the present situation, thanks to their
shared ages and compositions, which simplifies any comparison. The
Perseus OB1 association is an ideal case, as it gathers one of the
largest observed populations of massive stars in the Milky Way. To
study it, we count with high-resolution spectra of ∼200 of the most
luminous objects. The blue-to-red SGs ratio can also provide im-
portant constraints to evolutionary models (see Langer & Maeder
1995).

• The large number of Galactic B-type supergiants with erroneous
spectral classifications (Chapter 2) highlighted the need for a com-
prehensive reclassification. To address this, we introduced a new
grid of B-type standard stars in Negueruela et al. (2024). In addi-
tion, machine learning techniques could facilitate the classification
process compared to traditional “by-eye” methods.

• The flux-weighted gravity-luminosity relationship (e.g., Kudritzki
et al. 2003) of B-type supergiants is a powerful tool for determin-
ing extragalactic distances (e.g., Urbaneja et al. 2017), as well as to
constraint stellar evolution models (Meynet et al. 2015). We have
not explored this tool within this thesis but we believe that, given
the properties of the sample, it will provide new useful insights.

• Our results form Chapter 4 led the door open to investigate the wind
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momentum-luminosity relationship (Puls et al. 1996; Kudritzki et al.
1999). This relationship connects stellar wind properties of massive
stars with their intrinsic luminosity, and can be used within our
sample to investigate how this relationship changes for sub-groups of
stars with different spectral types or luminosity classes.

• The simultaneous fitting of optical and UV spectra for our complete
sample can provide additional information on mass-loss rates and
the wind structure (clumping). Moreover, investigating those rates
for stars with effective temperatures below 15 kK will add new con-
straints to the newer prescriptions of mass-loss rates by Krtička et al.
(2021) and Björklund et al. (2023).

• In Chapter 6 we presented results of CNO surface abundances for a
sub-sample of 50 stars. Unfortunately, we did not have enough time
to extend the analysis to the full sample. However, it becomes clear
that this will be one of the key works that will follow this thesis, as
it will bring further clues on the nature of the B-type supergiants.
Particularly on the presence of products of binary interaction.

• The results of Chapter 6 also evidenced a systematic mass discrep-
ancy observed in most stars within the sample. Whether this dis-
crepancy is related to some of the derived spectroscopic parameters,
such as the surface gravity, or it arises from the model computations
is something that deserves further investigation. In this regard, im-
proved distances from Gaia DR4 will also be valuable to find the
source of the discrepancy.

• The study of pulsational properties in massive stars offers a unique
approach to explore their stellar structure and interior. This thesis
presents a preliminary work on some of the properties, but future
research will hopefully help us to find new clues on the physical
origin of the observed variability.

• Last but not least, Gaia proper motions, combined with systemic
radial velocities, can provide information on the dynamical state of
stars. These data can be used to identify runaway objects that have
been dynamically ejected from their parental clusters. For instance,
the case of stars evolving in binary systems that are kicked by su-
pernova explosion of their more evolved companion.



A
Appendices

A.1 Developed pyIACOB Python 3 package

This appendix aims to illustrate some of the functionalities of the pyIA-
COB package. Developed within the IACOB project, pyIACOB is the
first Python package designed specifically for users of the IACOB spec-
troscopic database. It primarily serves present and future generations of
master’s and doctoral students who are familiar with the Python program-
ming language. The package provides quick control and visualization of
IACOB spectra, which have been acquired using the FIES, HERMES,
and FEROS high-resolution echelle spectrographs (see Sect. 1.3). How-
ever, some functionalities can also be used with any spectra (synthetic or
real), at a wide range of resolutions, loaded as an ASCII file.

A.1.1 Database module: Search tool and summary tables

The database module, once linked to the folder containing the IACOB
spectra, can be used to search for the best signal- to-noise ratio (S/N),
or any spectra above an input S/N value. This module can also be used
to create master tables by filtering all the stars in the database by their
visual magnitude, coordinates (equatorial or galactic), spectral types, or
luminosity classes. It also allows to complement the table with the asso-
ciated information from Gaia DR2 or DR3, given a search radius. Other
interesting features include the possibility of querying any object in the
SIMBAD astronomical database (Weis & Bomans 2020), or to run several
sanity checks and fixes on the spectral database.
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Figure A.1— Best S/N spectrum of HD198 478 (B4 Ia) as shown in pyIACOB using the
spec module. In blue, the original spectrum. In orange, the same spectrum degraded to
R=2500. Some relevant atomic lines included with the module are shown for reference.

A.1.2 Spectrum module: Visualization and line fitting

The spec module is the most elaborate in pyIACOB. It requires from an
input spectrum, which can be selected as the best available for a given star.
Once done, a class is created with all the relevant information from the file
header, and generates the corresponding arrays with the wavelength and
the flux. Optionally, the user can provide the associated radial velocity.
The module allows to visualize the selected spectrum and overplot different
lists of atomic lines (see Fig. A.1 for a sample case). The spectrum can
also be cleaned from cosmic rays or other artifacts, degraded to a chosen
resolution (see again Fig. A.1), and exported into an ASCII file.

In addition to the features mentioned above, the spec module allows
the user to perform the fitting of spectral lines in absorption using sev-
eral built-in functions (selected by the user). These include the Gaussian
and Lorentzian basic functions, but also other more complex to fit Voigt
profiles, and profiles with rotational or macroturbulent broadening (see
Fig. A.2 for two examples). An iterative local normalization and fitting
procedure is also implemented. The module returns the radial velocity of
the fitted line, the equivalent width, and the S/N, among other parameters
and fitting information.

A.1.3 Radial velocity module

The radial velocity RVmodule provides pyIACOB with the tool to measure
the radial velocity of a given spectrum or spectra (as chosen by the user).
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Figure A.2— Fitting of the Si iii λ4552.62 Å (left) and Hβ λ4861.33 Å (right) of HD211 880
(B0.5V) as done by the spec module of pyIACOB. In orange, the original spectrum, and in
blue, the normalized one. The green line corresponds to the fitting of the spectral line. The
black line on top of the spectrum indicates the areas not used in the normalization. The red
line is used for the normalization of the spectrum.

To achieve this, the user can either provide a list of diagnostic lines or
choose one of the default lists optimized for O- B- and A-type stars. A
line-fitting routine coupled with a sigma-clipping function is used to obtain
the final velocity. Alternatively, a cross-correlation function can be used
if a reference spectrum is provided.

A.1.4 Higher-level modules

A set of modules in pyIACOB are based on those already mentioned and
are used to facilitate the work when using large samples of stars or spectra.
For example, the functions of the measure module automate the process
of obtaining the equivalent widths of large sets of lines; or produce the
radial velocity curves from multi-epoch spectra, which are used to sepa-
rate intrinsic variability from SB1 systems (see Chapter 5). Two examples
of radial velocity curves obtained with the measure.auto RV routine are
shown in Fig. A.3. The measure.measure Hb has been particularly use-
ful in measuring the quantity FW3414 (Hβ), which is used as a proxy of
gravity to separate B-type supergiants (see Chapter 2 for more details).
Additionally, the binarity module facilitates the identification of SB2
systems, offering different ways to plot the available spectra. It has been
particularly useful in Chapters 2 and 5.
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Figure A.3— Radial velocity curves of HD38771 (left) and HD37128 (right) obtained with
the measure.auto RV module of pyIACOB.

A.1.5 Modules connecting Python with IDL programs

Other modules of pyIACOB have been created to provide the input or out-
put files of two IDL-based programs used within the IACOB project. The
IACOBroadmodule helps the user create the input file for the IACOB-BROAD
tool (Simón-Dı́az & Herrero 2014), whereas the module MAUI allows to
create not only the necessary input files to run the statistical emulator
of FASTWIND, but also to obtain the probability distribution functions
and the best fitting model from the IDL solution files (see Chapter 3 for
more details).
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