2503.22127v1 [astro-ph.SR] 28 Mar 2025

arxXiv

DRAFT VERSION MARCH 31, 2025
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX631

Asteroseismology of Long-Period Variables with OGLE-IV data: Using Global Seismic Parameters as
Luminosity Indicators

QIANG XIONG(FE5E) b TANDA Li(ZHIK) 12 Jie YU(&RA) 2 ZmweN Li(ZEEX) 52 SHAOLAN Bi(f/b=%) 12
XIANFEI ZHANG (FK5EK) B2 HABO YUAN(BEIEN) 52 1. SoszyNski,* A. Uparskr,® M. K. SzymaRskr,* D. M. SKOWRON,?
J. SkowroN,* P. PiETRUKOWICZ,* R. PoLEskl,* S. Koztowskl,! P. MrOz,* K. ULaczyk,>* K. RyBickr,®* P. IwaNEK,*

M. WronNA,* M. GroMaDzKI,® AND M. MROZ?

LSchool of Physics and Astronomy, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100875, China
2 Institute for Frontiers in Astronomy and Astrophysics, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 102206, China
3School of Computing, Australian National University, Acton, ACT 2601, Australia
4 Astronomical Observatory, University of Warsaw, Al. Ujazdowskie 4, 00-478 Warszawa, Poland
5 Department of Physics, University of Warwick, Gibbet Hill Road, Coventry, CV4 7TAL, UK
6 Department of Particle Physics and Astrophysics, Weizmann Institute of Science, Rehovot 76100, Israel

ABSTRACT

Long-period variables (LPVs) are high-luminosity red giants or supergiants with pulsation periods
ranging from days to years. Many LPVs in the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) and Galactic Bulge
(BLG) have been continuously observed over a time span of 26 years by the Optical Gravitational
Lensing Experiment (OGLE) survey. Using OGLE-IV data, we applied Gaussian Processes with
kernels tailored for solar-like oscillations to extract two global asteroseismic parameters: the fre-
quency of maximum power (Vmax) and the large frequency separation (Av), for LPVs with primary
mode periods (P1) between 10 and 100 days in the LMC and BLG. We found that the vpa.x-Av
relation for LPVs in this work aligns with that of lower-luminosity Kepler red giants, confirming
that the pulsations of these LPVs are likely solar-like. We found that vy, and Av can serve as
luminosity indicators. Compared to P1, vpya and Av exhibit significantly tighter correlations with
the absolute magnitude in the 2MASS K, band (Mk), with corresponding scatter of 0.27 mag and
0.21 mag, respectively. Using the calibrated vy.x-Myk and Av-Mp relations for LPVs in the LMC,
we determined the My values for individual stars in the BLG. By accounting for extinction, we
further calculated the distances to 4,948 BLG stars. The peak of the resulting distance distribution
corresponds to an estimated distance to the Galactic center of approximately 9.1 kpc, which appears
to be overestimated, suggesting that the seismic luminosity relation calibrated from the LMC may
not be directly applicable to BLG stars.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus concepts : Asteroseismology (73); Gaussian Processes regression
(1930); Long-period variables (935); OGLE Small Amplitude Red Giants (2123); Stellar pulsations

(1625);
1. INTRODUCTION Long-period variables (LPVs) are intrinsically lumi-
nous red giants or red supergiants, many of which
are characterized by high-amplitude pulsations (e.g.,
Corresponding author: Tanda Li Soszytiski et al. 2009), significant mass loss (e.g., Hofner
litanda@bnu.edu.cn & Olofsson 2018), and serve as crucial tools in astro-

physics for tracing stellar populations and estimating as-
tronomical distances (e.g., Trabucchi & Mowlavi 2022).
The study of LPV pulsations has continued for cen-

Corresponding author: Jie Yu

Jie.Yu@anu.edu.au


http://orcid.org/0009-0009-5492-1343
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6396-2563
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0007-6211
http://orcid.org/0009-0003-3321-6393
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7642-7583
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3672-2166
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2471-2363
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7777-0842
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5207-5619
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0548-8995
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9439-604X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2335-1730
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2339-5899
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9245-6368
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4084-880X
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7016-1692
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6364-408X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9326-9329
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6212-7221
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3051-274X
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1650-1518
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8911-6581
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/73
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/1930
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/1930
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/935
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/2123
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/1625
http://astrothesaurus.org/uat/1625
mailto: litanda@bnu.edu.cn
mailto: Jie.Yu@anu.edu.au

ASTEROSEISMOLOGY 2

turies, through the analysis of light curves from ground-
based surveys, such as the Optical Gravitational Lensing
Experiment (OGLE, Udalski et al. 1992), the Massive
Compact Halo Object project (MACHO, Alcock et al.
1999), and the Asteroid Terrestrial-impact Last Alert
System (ATLAS, Auge et al. 2020; Hey et al. 2024b),
as well as from space-based telescopes like Kepler (e.g.,
Mosser et al. 2013; Stello et al. 2014; Yu et al. 2020) and
Gaia (Lebzelter et al. 2023).

LPVs exhibit pulsations with periods ranging from
days to years. Among them, Mira variables are typically
characterized by high-amplitude, single-mode pulsa-
tions. These properties make Miras valuable as standard
candles for distance measurements, which offers insights
into the structure of the Milky Way and other galax-
ies, thanks to their well-established period-luminosity
relation (e.g., Glass 1986; Feast et al. 1989; Catchpole
et al. 2016). In contrast, semi-regular variables (SRVs),
another type of LPVs, typically show multiple pulsa-
tion modes in Fourier spectra. While this complicates
luminosity estimation using period-luminosity relations,
it provides more independent and comprehensive infor-
mation about the fundamental properties of these stars.
Moreover, since SRVs are far more numerous than Miras
(Jayasinghe et al. 2021), providing accurate luminosity
estimates would enable a more detailed distance map of
the sky. In this context, Tabur et al. (2010) employed
the three strongest pulsation modes in Fourier spectra
to calculate the joint probability density function (PDF)
for deriving absolute magnitudes, while Hey et al. (2023)
refined the precision of these estimates by incorporating
pulsation amplitudes.

The studies by Tabur et al. (2010) and Hey et al.
(2023) both focus on analysis in the frequency do-
main, which is often complicated by spectral window
effects introduced by observational gaps. Two main
methods have been adopted to address these artifacts.
One involves directly handling gaps, either by filling
them through interpolation (e.g., Pires et al. 2015) or
by removing them entirely (e.g., Hekker et al. 2010).
These methods, however, become ineffective when gaps
are substantial, as they may introduce offsets in the
frequency measurements (Bedding & Kjeldsen 2022).
The other approach uses Gaussian Processes (GP, Ras-
mussen 2004) to model the data in the time domain
(Brewer & Stello 2009). For example, Pereira et al.
(2019) demonstrated that GP could accurately model
granulation and oscillations in simulated TESS data,
even in the presence of large data gaps. More recently,
Hey et al. (2024a) demonstrated that GP-based models
are robust against data gaps and cadence variations, and

can significantly improve the precision of global seismic
parameter measurements.

The objective of this work is to use Gaussian Pro-
cesses to conduct asteroseismic analysis of the OGLE
small amplitude red giants (OSARGs, Soszyniski et al.
2004; Wray et al. 2004) in the time domain using OGLE-
IT, OGLE-IIT (Soszynski et al. 2009, 2013), and OGLE-
IV (Udalski et al. 2015) light curves that span approx-
imately 26 years. This long-duration dataset provides
an unprecedented level of frequency resolution for aster-
oseismic studies. Traditionally, OSARGs are classified
as SRVs. Previous studies have shown that OSARGs
exhibit solar-like oscillations both observationally (e.g,
Dziembowski & Soszyniski 2010; Bényai et al. 2013; Yu
et al. 2020) and theoretically (e.g., Takayama et al.
2013; Cunha et al. 2020). More recently, Trabucchi &
Pastorelli (2024) concluded that there is a transition in
excitation mechanisms: OSARGs are driven by solar-
like oscillations, while SRVs undergo self-excited pul-
sations. In light of these findings, our study aims to
precisely measure the global seismic parameters typi-
cally associated with Sun-like oscillators, specifically the
frequency of maximum power (Vmax) and the large fre-
quency separation (Av), for stars in both the Large
Magellanic Cloud (LMC) and the Galactic Bulge (BLG).
Using the relation between these seismic parameters and
Mg for stars in the LMC, we determine the Mg of BLG
stars with high precision. The paper is organized as fol-
lows: Section 2 describes the OGLE data and prelimi-
nary study; Section 3 outlines the method we employ for
extracting global seismic parameters; Section 4 presents
our main results; and the paper is closed with conclu-
sions in Section 5.

2. DATA AND SAMPLE SELECTION
2.1. OGLE-IV Data

The Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment
(OGLE, Udalski et al. 1992) is a sky survey project con-
ducted with the 1.3-meter Warsaw Telescope, located at
the Las Campanas Observatory in Chile. Launched in
1992 (OGLE-I), the project is currently in its fourth
phase (OGLE-1V, Udalski et al. 2015), which began
in March 2010. This latest phase has significantly en-
hanced observational capabilities. The telescope now
features a mosaic camera with 32 CCD detectors, each
with a resolution of 2048x4102 pixels. It provides
high-quality fields of view approximately 1.4 deg?, cov-
ering over 3,000 square degree of the sky and regu-
larly monitoring more than a billion sources, primar-
ily in the Galactic center and the Magellanic Clouds.
Furthermore, the project has consistently used filters
that closely match the standard VI bands, with I-band
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measurements achieving very high precision, typically
around 0.005 mag for stars brighter than I < 16 mag.

We used I-band light curve data from the OGLE-II,
OGLE-III (Soszynski et al. 2009, 2013), and OGLE-IV
(Udalski et al. 2015) databases, which provide long-
duration light curves with observations spanning from
the year 1997 to 2023. We focused on the OGLE small
amplitude red giants (OSARGs, Soszyniski et al. 2004;
Wray et al. 2004), comprising 79,200 stars in the LMC
and 192,643 in the BLG. For each star in the selected
sample, the primary period (P1), determined through
an iterative fitting and subtraction process and fur-
ther validated by visual inspection, is provided in the
OGLE-IIT LPV catalog (Soszyiski et al. 2009, 2013) and
ranges from 10 to 100 days. The classifications have in-
ferred that this sample includes stars on the Red Giant
Branch (RGB) or the Asymptotic Giant Branch (AGB)
(Soszynski et al. 2009).

2.2. Sample Selection

We cross-matched our data with the 2MASS (Skrut-
skie et al. 2006) database and obtained 70,281 stars with
high-quality photometric Ks-band data (Qflg=°A’).
Adopting a Ks-band extinction value of 0.0372 mag from
Riebel et al. (2012) and a distance modulus of 18.477 +
0.0044a¢ £ 0.0264y5 mag for the LMC (Pietrzyiiski et al.
2019), we derived the absolute Kg-band magnitude
(Mk) for each star.

To refine the sample while preserving as many stars
as possible, we first applied the Lomb-Scargle method
to transform the time-domain data of LMC stars into
the frequency domain. We then modeled the oscillation
power excess using a Gaussian profile, with the back-
ground comprising a Harvey profile for granulation and
a constant term for photon noise. The fitting was per-
formed using a least-squares method with a maximum
of 1,000 iterations. Stars with a signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) < 1.5 were excluded, where the SNR is defined
as the ratio of the peak of the fitted Gaussian profile to
the background level. After removing 2,347 stars that
failed to converge within the 1,000 iterations, and an
additional 14,661 stars that did not meet the SNR cri-
terion, a total of 53,273 unique targets were retained.

To inspect the oscillation patterns of these stars,
we divided their spectra by the background to
obtain background-corrected power spectra (Ampli-
tude/Background). These spectra were then stacked to-
gether, as shown in Figure 1. The spectra were sorted by
the P1, denoted as Vmax, init, With higher values placed
at the top. Figure 1 reveals three distinct sequences,
which likely correspond to three different radial orders
(n). The sequence along the diagonal represents the pri-

mary mode, while evident frequency aliases, caused by
the window function, appear as two lines on either side
of the primary sequence.
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Figure 1. Stacked power spectra for 53,273 stars in the
LMC, with granulation and photon noise (i.e. spectral back-
ground) removed from each spectrum. The y-axis label
“Umax, init corresponds to the primary period (P1) expressed
in microhertz (uHz), obtained from the OGLE-III LPV cat-
alog. The shaded region indicates the range defined for the
sequence, with the enclosed data points used for further anal-
ysis (see text for details) The color bar indicates the ampli-
tude of the background corrected spectrum (see text for de-
tails). The spectral window resulting from observation gaps
(window function) is visible in the middle sequence.

To construct an appropriate prior relation, we pro-
cessed the sequence on the stacked diagram. The de-
tailed procedure is as follows:

1) Extract the two side sequences adjacent to the
main ridge in Figure 1. We manually selected the
corresponding regions, as indicated by the shaded
areas in Figure 1. The data points within these
regions were then extracted. Each data point
is described by three quantities: the frequency,
the corresponding Vmax, init, and the background-
corrected amplitude represented by the colorbar.

2) Define the quantity Avinig. We calculated Avipit
as the absolute difference between the frequency
of each data point extracted in Step 1) and its
corresponding Vmax, init-

3) Fit the relation between viax, init and Avin,. We

adopted a power-law form Aviyi, = avl, ..., and
,
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performed MCMC sampling to estimate the pa-
rameters. The background-corrected amplitudes
were used as fitting weights. The best-fit param-
eters and their uncertainties were obtained from
the median and standard deviation of the poste-
rior distributions, and are summarized as follows:

a =0.248+£0.001, b = 0.637 £0.004, lower-right

a = 0.250 + 0.001, b = 0.828 + 0.004. upper-left

(1)

where the “lower-right” and “upper-left” sequences cor-

respond to the lower-right and upper-left shaded regions

in Figure 1, respectively. The final value of Avy,;; was

determined by averaging these best-fit parameter values,
leading to:

Aviniy = 0.250073 (2)

max, init»

this relation was used to set priors for vya.x and Av in
later analysis.

3. METHOD

A common characteristic of ground-based time-
domain data is the presence of gaps, which introduce
a window function in the Fourier spectrum and compli-
cate the analysis of periodic signals. A straightforward
approach to overcoming the issue is to fit the data in
the time domain. Following Brewer & Stello (2009),
stellar oscillations can be modeled in the time domain
as a series of damped harmonic oscillators using a Gaus-
sian Process (GP, Rasmussen 2004) approach. By using
appropriate parametrization, we can model global aster-
oseismological parameters such as vy, and Av, as well
as individual oscillation modes (Foreman-Mackey et al.
2017).

3.1. Gaussian Process Theoretical Framework

Gaussian process (GP) is a non-parametric Bayesian
statistical method frequently utilized in the field of ma-
chine learning (Rasmussen 2004). It is a type of stochas-
tic process that assumes the value corresponding to each
point (e.g., time and wavelength) is a normally dis-
tributed random variable. Furthermore, every finite col-
lection of these random variables conforms to a mul-
tivariate Gaussian distribution. The distribution of a
Gaussian process is the joint distribution of all these
random variables, characterized by the covariance func-
tion and the mean function:

f(@) ~ GP(m(z), k(z, '), 3)

where m(x) is mean function and k(x,2’) is covariance
function or kernel. The kernel describes the similarity
between any two points in the input space. Different ker-
nel functions determine different prior distributions of
functions. The mean function specifies our initial guess
of the target function in the absence of any observational
data.

3.2. GP-based model for solar-like Oscillation

Following Brewer & Stello (2009), solar-like oscilla~
tions can be regarded as a type of stochastic, damped
harmonic oscillation that satisfies the following relation:

d2 wo d
—_— = —
de2 ' Q dt

where wy denotes the angular frequency of the un-
damped oscillation, @ represents the quality factor,
which is the ratio of the damping time to the oscilla-
tion period, and z(t) describes a stochastic driving force.
The corresponding power spectral density (PSD) is:

2 Sowé
S(w) = \/;(oﬂ —wd)? + wiw?/Q*’ (5)
where Sy is proportional to the spectral power at w = wg
(S(wo) = /2/mSoQ?). Tt is worth noting that when
Q = 1/4/2, the corresponding PSD often matches the
functional form of model granulation in the frequency
domain (Harvey 1985):

+uwg | y(t) = (), (4)

Swy= 20 (6)

1 .
T
(%) +1
The discussion of other @) values and their description

of oscillations can be found in Foreman-Mackey et al.
(2017).

3.3. Model Construction
We used the Simple Harmonic Oscillator (SHO) term
in the Python library CELERITE2 (Foreman-Mackey
et al. 2017; Foreman-Mackey 2018) as the kernel for GP
modeling. The corresponding functional form is:

woT

k(7;50,Q,wo) = SowoQe 22

cosh(nwor) + ﬁ sinh(nwot), 0<Q < 3,

X 9§ 2(1 + wpT), Q=3
cos(nwoT) + ﬁ sin(nwoT), 1<Q,
(7)
where 1n = ’1 - (4Q2)_1’1/2. The kernel PSD follows
the form given in Equation (5).



XIONG ET AL. 5

3.3.1. numax_model

We first constructed a model to determine the v,
value and refer to the model as numax model. We
used a combination of an overdamped SHO term with
Q = 1/v/2 to model granulation and a regular SHO
term to model oscillations. Additionally, we added a
small constant value (o) to the diagonal elements of the
covariance matrix to represent white noise. The equa-
tion for the granulation component can be related to the
work of Kallinger et al. (2014):

2\/5 a?;ran/ bgran

S() = s ®)
T (V/bgran)” +1

where agran and bgran are the characteristic amplitude
and characteristic frequency of granulation respectively.
For the oscillation component, we assumed the ampli-
tude of oscillations follows a Gaussian distribution cen-
tered as vmax, which can be described by the following
equation (Kallinger et al. 2014):

S(v) = Hose exp (—(”_2;;‘)2) : (9)

0oscC
where H,s. represents the oscillation height and og. de-
notes its width.

Compared to the original form of the kernel’s PSD
(Equation (5) and Equation (6)), the frequencies in
the equations for both the granulation and oscillation
components have been converted from angular frequen-
cies to linear frequencies. A detailed description of
the conversion between parameters can be found in
Pereira et al. (2019). The priors for the input pa-
rameters of the numax model were shown in Table 1.
We constrained the prior of .« within the range
(Vmax, init_1~5AVinita Vmax, init+1-5A7/init)7 as the num-
ber of detectable modes for a single star is typically only
2 to 3, causing the position of vpy.x to be very close to
the Vmax, init-

Table 1. Input parameters and their priors of numax_model.

Parameter Prior
In (agran/ppm) U(0,50)
bgran/uHz U(0,0.2Umax, init)
In (Hosc /ppm?*uHz ") (0, 50)
In (Qosc) U(0,10)
Vmax / wHz N (Umax, init; 0-5AVinit)
o /ppm N(0,1)

Note. The subscripts “gran” and “osc” represent gran-
ulation and oscillation, respectively. U and N denote the
uniform and normal distributions, respectively.

3.3.2. dnu_model

As described in Section 2, the three sequences in
Figure 1 likely represent different oscillation modes
with distinet radial orders (n), suggesting that multi-
ple modes can be excited in most stars, although these
modes may not be prominent in the power spectrum of
an individual star. We hence construct another model
to determine the Ap values and refer to the model
as dnumodel. We used an overdamped SHO term to
describe the granulation background and three regu-
lar SHO terms to fit three individual oscillation modes
around Vpax. This model is based on Equations (57) and
(58) from Foreman-Mackey et al. (2017), but since the
value of vpax for our sample is very low (< 1 pHz),
we removed the parameter e, which is used to shifts
the location of oscillations on the power spectrum, as it
would introduce degeneracy with vp.x. We also varied
the amplitude of each mode by adjusting the parameter
A. Therefore, in our case, the functions that describe
the angular frequency of oscillation modes are:

wo,j = 2T (Vmiddle + JAV), (10)
where subscript “middle” corresponds to the central
mode in Figure 1, i.e., the frequency of the central peak.
The value of j can be 0, -1, or +1, with -1 and +1 cor-
responding to the two modes surrounding the central
mode. The functions that describe the amplitude of os-
cillation modes are:

A AV
So,j = 732 exp (— o2 y (11)
where A;, W, @) are nuisance parameters. The priors
for the input parameters of the dnu model were shown
in Tabel 2. The priors for vyiqqie were constrained to
the same range as vy ax in the numax model.

Table 2. Input parameters and their priors of dnu_model.

Parameter Prior
In(So,gran /ppm°day) U(5,50)
L;.;gran/dayf1 U(0,0.1)
Qgran B(2,2)
In(A; /ppm>day) U(5,50)
W/day ™! N(0,1)
In(Qosc) U(0,10))
Vmiddle/ ptHz N (Vmax, init, AVinit)
Av/uHz N (Avinit, 0.3Avinit)
o/ppm N(0,1)

Note. B denotes the beta distribution. The definition of o
is consistent with that used in the numax_model.
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3.4. Fitting Scheme

We used a Bayesian approach to perform Gaussian
process regression, with the log-likelihood function given
by:

1 1 N
In(X) = —-r'K'r - 3 In|det K| — 5 In2m, (12)

2

where X represents the set of parameters used to build
the kernel, r represents the vector of residuals obtained
after subtracting the mean function, NV denotes the num-
ber of data points, and K is the covariance matrix with
elements defined as

Ki‘<X):0'z-2(5ij+k(Ti’j;X), (13)

for each pair of points indexed by ¢ and j, o; represents
the uncertainty in the observation of the 4-th point, d;;
is the Kronecker notation, and 7,; = [t; — ¢;| is the
absolute distance in time between points ¢ and j, k is
a kernel function parameterized by X. In this work,
the mean function was set as a small constant, which
varies between stars and is treated as a variable during
sampling.

We used the No-U-Turn Sampler (NUTS) in the
PYMC3 (Salvatier et al. 2016) to sample in the param-
eter space. For each star, we ran two chains simulta-
neously. We randomly selected 2,000 stars for testing
and found that 1,000 tuning steps and 1,000 draw steps
were sufficient for parameter convergence. We used the
Gelman-Rubin diagnostic (R, Brooks & Gelman 1998)
to assess parameter convergence. When R~ 1, indicat-
ing that the distributions of this parameter across differ-
ent chains are highly similar, we considered the param-
eter to have converged. In addition, we excluded stars
that exhibit more than 200 divergences after running the
model, as their parameter posterior distributions were
not considered reliable.

For LMC stars, we first applied numax model to es-
timate . and excluded stars with a signal-to-noise
ratio (S/N) below 5, where the definition of S/N follows
that given in Section 2.2. After this step, the number
of remaining stars was reduced from 53,273 to 16,489.
Subsequently, we applied dnu model to this subset to
determine Av. The initial position of each parameter
comes from the maximum a posteriori (MAP) estima-
tion. For BLG stars, given their large number (192,643
in total), we initially fitted the power spectrum using
the method described in Section 2, selected stars with
S/N > 3, and then applied the same procedure used for
the LMC stars. The purpose of this process is to con-
serve resources. In the end, the number of remaining
BLG stars was reduced from 192,643 to 23,266.

Taking the star OGLE-LMC-LPV-23573 as an exam-
ple, Figures 2 and 3 present the direct light curve
fitting results using the numax model and dnu_model,
along with their corresponding representations in the
frequency domain. Further examples can be found in
the Appendix A.
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Figure 2. panel a): Light curve fitting results of
OGLE-LMC-LPV-23573 using the numax_model. The thin blue
line represents the best fit, and the gray area indicates the
68% confidence interval (10). panel b): The residuals of the
light curve fit for numax_model, the dashed line marks resid-
ual=0, with the gray area representing the same confidence
interval as in the upper panel. Note that the full range is
from 2167.8 to 10409.7, but only the interval from 3,000 to
5,000 is shown in the plot. panel c): Representative power
spectral density showing the best-fitting numax_model mod-
els for noise, granulation, and oscillations, along with their
combinations, all performed in the time domain (see the leg-
end for individual model components). The light gray curve
represents the original power spectral density calculated us-
ing the Lomb-Scargle algorithm, while the dark gray line
illustrates the smoothed spectrum, averaged over a width of
0.00145 pHz.
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Figure 3. Similar to Figure 2, but now replacing the Gaus-
sian envelope characterizing the oscillation power excess with
our dnu model, which models three modes included in the
power excess.

4. RESULTS

After the analysis using numax model and dnu_model,
we identified 12,055 stars in the LMC and 6,391 in
the BLG with measurements of vy and Av, verified
through visual inspection. The distribution of these val-
ues is illustrated in Figure 4, which clearly indicates that
most stars in our sample have values of vy below 1
pHz. The vya-Av relation measured in this work for
the LMC and BLG samples are in good agreement with
the Kepler red giants (Yu et al. 2018, 2020), as shown
in Figure 5, suggesting that OSARGs exhibit similar
oscillation features and are likely solar-like oscillators,
consistent with previous studies (e.g., Dziembowski &
Soszynski 2010; Takayama et al. 2013; Yu et al. 2020;
Trabucchi & Pastorelli 2024). Detailed results for indi-
vidual stars in the LMC can be found in Table 3, while
the results for the BLG are presented in Table 4.
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Figure 4. The distribution of the vmax (panel a) and Av
(panel b) for 12,055 LMC stars (blue) and 6,391 BLG stars
(black). The vertical lines represent the median values, as
denoted in the plots.

We focused on LMC stars to explore the relation be-
tween seismic parameters and the measured absolute
magnitude Mg . Based on this relation, we calculated
the My for the BLG sample, and by combining this
with extinction (Gonzalez et al. 2012; Nataf et al. 2013;
Schultheis et al. 2014; Bovy et al. 2016), we derived the
distance to each star in the BLG.

4.1. vmax-Mg and Av-My relations

In Figure 6, we compared three luminosity indicators:
the primary period (P1), the frequency at maximum
power (Vmax), and the frequency spacing (Av) for the
LMC sample. The P1-Myk diagram in the top panel
reveals two sequences, labeled A and B according to the
nomenclature established by Wood et al. (1999).

Compared to P1, both vy and Av exhibit signifi-
cantly reduced scatter as a function of M, as shown in



ASTEROSEISMOLOGY 8

101_ a) i
B
5 100- i
=Y
4
e Yu+2020
Yu+2018
107 e Xiong+2025 LMC 1
o Xiong+2025 BLG
b)
101} :
N 400
T
3 10% P
- "
< G
200 ©
£
10—1_ g i
10-1 100 10T 102

Vmax (UHZ)

Figure 5. Panel a): vmax-Av diagram for LPVs in the LMC (blue) and BLG (green) using OGLE data and for lower-luminosity
(yellow, Yu et al. 2018) and higher-luminosity (purple, Yu et al. 2020) red giants observed by Kepler. Panel b): Similar to
Panel a) but now color-coded by star number density. The purple vertical lines in both panels mark the upper and lower limits

of Vmax for Kepler higher-luminosity red giants.

the middle and bottom panels in Figure 6. Additionally,
no distinct sequences were identified for vy, or Av; in-
stead, a bimodal distribution was observed within the
mixed range of RGB and AGB stars (highlighted by the
gray shading). However, it is important to note that
only a limited number of stars have data of sufficient
quality to allow deriving vp.x and Av using the GP
model in this work. The requirement of data quality
limits the applicability of this method.

We fitted our results using third-order polynomial
functions for the entire star sample, as well as for
the RGB and AGB samples in a logarithmic space.
The scatter, quantified as the root mean square error
(RMSE), is 0.27 mag for the vyax-Mk relation and 0.21
mag for the Av-Mg relation when considering the whole
sample. This indicated that Av serves as a more precise
luminosity indicator compared to vpyax. Furthermore,

we observed that the scatter could be significantly re-
duced when the classifications of RGB or AGB are taken
into account (refer to orgp and oagp in Figure 6). The
fitted parameters were summarized in Table 5.

4.2. Deriving Absolute Magnitudes Mg for BLG stars

Based on the results from the LMC sample, we derived
the vmax-My and Av-Mg relations. Using these rela-
tions, we can estimate the absolute magnitude My for
each star in the BLG sample. By combining this with
the apparent magnitude and extinction, we can then in-
fer the distance to each star in the BLG sample.

The method used to calculate Mg is similar to that
described in Tabur et al. (2010) and Hey et al. (2023).
Figure 7 illustrates the process of calculating My for a
BLG star. We first derived the Mg distribution from
a subset of LMC stars whose vp.x values match that
of the BLG star (vertical black line in panel a) within
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Figure 6. Absolute magnitude (Mg) versus the primary period (P1, top panel), Vmax (middle panel), and Av (lower panel)
for 12,055 OSARGsS in the LMC. The values of vmax and Av have been log-transformed to achieve a better fit. The upper panel
shows the two well-known sequences, A and B, which merge when plotted as a function of vmax and form a tighter relation for
AvThe gray horizontal dashed line marks the Mg value at the tip of the RGB. In the lower two panels, the black, red, and
yellow lines represent the best-fitting third-order polynomials for RGB, AGB, and all the stars, respectively, with the scatter
between the models and observations indicated in the plot. The gray-shaded regions highlight the significantly reduced scatter,
suggesting higher precision in Mg estimates derived from vmax or Av compared with P1.

its uncertainty (represented by the grey-shaded region).
This Mg distribution is shown in red in panel ¢). Sim-
ilarly, we obtained another Mg distribution by substi-
tuting vmax with A, depicted in blue also in panel c).
Next, we applied the kernel density estimation (KDE)
method to compute the probability density functions
(PDFs) of M for each seismic parameter. These PDFs
are represented by the light red and light blue lines in

panel c¢). Silverman’s rule of thumb is applied to au-
tomatically select the bandwidth, effectively balancing
the degree of smoothing to avoid both over-smoothing
and under-smoothing, thus capturing the distribution
features more accurately. Finally, we multiplied these
PDFs and normalized them to obtain the joint PDF,
shown as the solid black line in panel c¢) of Figure 7. The
Mg corresponding to the peak of the joint PDF repre-
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Figure 7. Schematic diagram for calculating the joint PDF of M. Panel a) shows the relation between vma.x and Mk for our
full sample of stars in the LMC, while Panel b) shows the relation between Av and Mg. The black lines and the surrounding
gray-shaded regions indicate the vmax and Av measurements, along with their uncertainties, for OGLE-BLG-LPV-032896 in
the BLG. The gray horizontal dashed line marks the Mk value corresponding to the tip of the RGB. Panel c) shows the
distribution of Mk in the LMC derived from this star’s vmax, Av, and their uncertainties, along with the corresponding PDFs
calculated using KDE: red for vmax and blue for Av. The black line represents the joint PDF obtained by multiplying and
normalizing the individual PDFs. The vertical black line represents the Mg corresponding to the peak of the PDF. This joint
PDF is subsequently used to calculate Mk and its associated uncertainties (see Section 4.2).

Table 3. Measured Vmax, Av and calculated Mg in this
work for each star in the LMC.

Vmax Sita}; Av o Mk OMg
D (uHz)  (uHz) (uHz) (uHz) (mag) (mag)
19341 0.5180 0.0184 0.1706 0.0066 -5.7014 0.0397
19503 0.4973 0.0179 0.1473 0.0042 -6.0154 0.0420
30672 0.4175 0.0180 0.1373 0.0086 -5.7094 0.0420
42334 0.4047 0.0193 0.1254 0.0069 -5.7594 0.0420
52203 0.4322 0.0159 0.1300 0.0024 -6.1194 0.0397
61343 0.3843 0.0106 0.1191 0.0050 -6.4464 0.0375
64420 0.8022 0.0196 0.2236 0.0079 -5.2094 0.0737
65985 0.5961 0.0238 0.1592 0.0058 -5.9884 0.0389
75631 0.4707 0.0192 0.1353 0.0108 -5.8264 0.0375
84354 0.5129 0.0197 0.1418 0.0052 -6.1214 0.0420

Note. The prefix “OGLE-LMC-LPV-" for IDs has been
omitted. The full table includes 12,055 stars; here, ten ran-
domly selected stars are shown (sorted by star ID). %!
represents the uncertainty of the posterior distribution at
the 68% confidence level. The Mg values here are derived
using the method described in Section 2.2. The complete
dataset is available online.
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o
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Figure 8. Uncertainty distributions of Mk determined us-
ing vmax (blue), Av (green), and the combination of Vmax
and Av (black) for all the stars in our sample in the BLG.
The black, yellow, and blue vertical lines indicate the median
uncertainties of the entire star sample.

sents the best estimate for this star (Mg, best), and the
uncertainty in the estimate of Mg can also be derived
from this PDF, defined as follows:
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)
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Table 4. Measured vmax, Av, calculated Mg values, and distance modulus for each BLG star.

68th 68th

Vmax Vmax Av OAv My OMk iz om

D (uHz)  (uHz)  (uHz)  (uHz)  (mag)  (mag)  (mag)  (mag) Flag
006523 0.2354 0.0139 0.0934 0.0057 NaN NaN NaN NaN 1
007457 0.2130 0.0089 0.0885 0.0126 -6.98 0.26 15.44 0.25 0
027074 0.1889 0.0095 0.0654 0.0056 -7.26 0.24 15.60 0.26 0
029373 0.2973 0.0132 0.0908 0.0025 NaN NaN NaN NaN 1
050964 0.8339 0.0260 0.2071 0.0088 NaN NaN NaN NaN 2
071016 0.3071 0.0085 0.1225 0.0103 -6.24 0.19 14.77 0.28 0
103342 0.5659 0.0153 0.1459 0.0026 -5.91 0.15 14.53 0.28 0
136795 0.7547 0.0234 0.2084 0.0143 -5.39 0.14 NaN NaN 0,3, 4
174489 0.3120 0.0108 0.1119 0.0081 -6.24 0.29 15.21 0.25 0
184205 0.4877 0.0162 0.1279 0.0031 -6.10 0.18 14.60 0.27 0

Note. Similar to Tabel 3, but for stars in the BLG. The prefix “OGLE-BLG-LPV-” for IDs has been omitted. u denotes the
distance modulus. The uncertainty in the distance modulus (o,) is derived from Monte Carlo analysis, which incorporates the
uncertainties in the apparent magnitude, the absolute magnitude derived in this work, and extinction (see text for more details).
The values 0, 1, and 2 in the Flag column indicate that the joint PDF is unimodal, bimodal, and unreliable, respectively, while
3 and 4 indicate the poor photometric quality of the Ks-band magnitudes from 2MASS (Qflg#‘A’) and unreliable extinction
values (Ax,) derived based on the OGLE extinction map (QF#0), respectively. The complete table contains 6,391 stars and is

available online.
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Figure 9. The distance distributions for 4,948 BLG stars
based on the OGLE extinction map (blue, Gonzalez et al.
2012; Nataf et al. 2013), Combined19 extinction map (black,
Bovy et al. 2016), and Schultheis extinction map (green,
Schultheis et al. 2014). Solid lines represent the probability
density functions (PDFs) obtained through Gaussian kernel
density estimation (KDE), while dashed lines indicate the
distance modulus corresponding to the peaks of the PDFs.

where pjoint,; denotes the probability density value from
the joint PDF, and Mk ; represents the My value cor-
responding to each Pjoint,;-

Since the relation between the two seismic parameters
and Mg can exhibit two branches in certain regions (~
0.240 to 0.340 pHz for vya.x and 0.085 to 0.110 pHz for
Av),

Since the relation between the two seismic parameters
and Mg can exhibit two branches in certain regions (~
0.240 to 0.340 pHz for vy.x and 0.085 to 0.110 pHz for
Av), some stars may exhibit a bimodal distribution in
the joint PDF of M. This phenomenon is likely due to
the fact that AGB and RGB stars do not fully overlap in
the period-luminosity relation. Specifically, in sequence
A, there is a noticeable offset between the regions occu-
pied by RGB and AGB stars. To verify this bimodal-
ity, we performed a peak-finding analysis to identify the
presence of two distinct peaks in the distribution. As a
result, we excluded these stars from the analysis. Addi-
tionally, if the Mg values for a given parameter contain
fewer than thirty data points, the PDF estimation is
considered unreliable, and such stars were excluded as
well. In summary, we identified 5,370 stars with an uni-
modal joint PDF, 933 with a bimodal joint PDF, and
88 for which the joint PDF estimate was deemed un-
reliable. It is worth noting that using both vy, and
Av can significantly improve precision compared to us-
ing either indicator alone. As demonstrated in Figure 8,
the median precision of Mg is 0.25 mag for the case of
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Table 5. The Fitting results in Figure 6.

1% Av
max *
Sample log <MHZ ) log (,qu) P
0.376 £0.034 0.242 +£0.041 a3

ALL 10854 0.100 1.42340.262 a2

2.127 £0.092 4.312 £ 0.551 al
—4.873£0.025 —1.206 £0.381 a0
—0.273£0.032  —0.305 £ 0.040 a3

AGB  _(040640.100 —1.723+0276 a2

1.433 £0.095 —1.440 £0.575 al
—5.025 £0.027  —4.626 £ 0.423 a0
0.131 £ 0.065 —0.846 £ 0.093 a3

RGB 09684+ 0.160 —4.086+0.547 a2

2.153 £0.123 —4.974 £1.065 al

—4.787£0.029 —6.376 £0.686 a0

Note. a3, a2, al, and a0 represent the coefficients of the
3rd, 2nd, 1st and Oth order terms of the quadratic polyno-
mial, respectively.

using Vpax as the indicator. The median precision is
improved to 0.22 mag for Av, and 0.17 mag while both
two indicators are at play.

To estimate the extinction (Ag,) for BLG stars, we
considered three extinction maps: the map derived
from OGLE! (Gonzalez et al. 2012; Nataf et al. 2013),
Combined19 from mwdust (Bovy et al. 2016), and the
map by Schultheis et al. (2014). The extinction coeffi-
cient (Rg,) is adopted as 0.689, according to Cardelli
et al. (1989). Similar to the description in Section 2,
we cross-matched with the 2MASS database to obtain
high-quality photometric measurements of Ks-band ap-
parent magnitudes (Kmag). For the OGLE map, we also
selected extinction measurements with a quality factor
of QF=0.

We obtained distance moduli (p) for 4,948 BLG stars
consistently across all three extinction maps. These
were then converted to distances in kiloparsecs (kpc)
and are shown in Figure 9. To estimate the uncer-
tainty in the distance modulus (o,) for each star, a

L https://ogle.astrouw.edu.pl/

Monte Carlo approach is adopted. The best estimates
of apparent magnitude, absolute magnitude, and ex-
tinction define the mean vector, while their respective
uncertainties serve as standard deviations. Since none
of the three extinction maps provide uncertainty esti-
mates for extinction values, the standard deviation of
the extinction values from the three maps is used as the
uncertainty estimate for individual stars. These uncer-
tainties are then incorporated into a covariance matrix,
which is used to define a multivariate normal distribu-
tion. We draw 10,000 random samples from this distri-
bution for each star and compute the median absolute
deviation of the resulting distance moduli to quantify
0,. The peak of the resulting distance distribution cor-
responds to estimated distances to the Galactic center
of 9.07 £ 0.33¢¢at £ 0.114ys, 9.11 £ 0.2540¢ £ 0.114y, and
9.08 £ 0.27g¢a¢ = 0.115ys kpe, based on the extinction
maps from OGLE (Gonzalez et al. 2012; Nataf et al.
2013), Combined19 (Bovy et al. 2016), and Schultheis
et al. (2014), respectively. The best-estimated value and
its associated statistical uncertainty are derived using
the bootstrapping technique. Specifically, we performed
10,000 iterations, in each of which the original dataset
was resampled with replacement. For each resampled
dataset, the distance corresponding to the peak of the
resulting distance distribution was calculated. The me-
dian of the distances from all iterations was adopted
as the best-estimated value, and the standard deviation
was taken as the statistical uncertainty in the Galactic
center distance. The systematic uncertainty arises from
the uncertainty in the distance modulus of the LMC.
These small variations indicate that the choice of ex-
tinction map has a negligible impact on the derived dis-
tances. However, the distances to the Galactic center
derived from the three extinction maps all exhibit a sig-
nificant deviation from the value obtained by modeling
the orbit of the star S2 around Sgr A*, which yields a
distance of 8275 % 9gpay £ 334ys pc (GRAVITY Collabo-
ration et al. 2021). We have thoroughly checked our re-
sults, including the measurements of vy, and Av, and
have also tested various methods for calculating M,
such as using machine learning and interpolation tech-
niques. The results we obtained were consistent with
our current findings. We were unsure of the reasons
behind this discrepancy, it may result from the signif-
icant environmental differences between the BLG and
LMC, causing the vya-Mg and Av-Mp relations from
the LMC to be unsuitable for direct use with the BLG
sample, which warrants further investigation in the fu-
ture. The Mg values, along with the mean distance
moduli derived from the three extinction maps for the
BLG stars, were summarized in Table 4.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we present an asteroseismic analysis of
53,273 OSARGSs in the LMC and 23,266 in the BLG,
using data from OGLE-II, OGLE-IIT (Soszyniski et al.
2009, 2013), and OGLE-IV (Udalski et al. 2015). By
modeling the OGLE light curves in the time domain
with a Gaussian Process method, we mitigated the in-
fluence of observation gaps, which can significantly af-
fect analyses in the frequency domain when gaps are
non-negligible.

Our models consist of two components: one character-
izing noise, granulation, and oscillations, which provides
Vmax, and the other modeling three pulsation modes, as
three orders of pulsation modes are evident in many OS-
ARGs. This second component allows us to measure the
average frequency separation, denoted as Av. From our
analysis, we derived vpy.x and Av values for 12,055 stars
in the LMC and 6,391 stars in the BLG. The v, values
range from 0.12 to 1.01 pHz.

The relation between v, and Arv measured in this
work closely matches that of Kepler red giants (Yu et al.
2018, 2020), suggesting that OSARGs exhibit solar-like
oscillations, consistent with earlier studies (e.g., Dziem-
bowski & Soszynski 2010; Takayama et al. 2013; Yu et al.
2020; Trabucchi & Pastorelli 2024). Through our anal-
ysis of LMC stars, we demonstrate that both vy, and
Av serve as robust luminosity indicators in this work.

Compared to the primary period (P1), these parameters
offer significant advantages as they do not exhibit the
prominent double sequences characteristic of P1. The
scatter in the vy .-Mg relation is 0.27 mag, while that
in the Av-Mp relation is 0.21 mag.

Leveraging the relations between seismic parameters
and My derived from LMC stars, we estimated Mg
for BLG stars. By incorporating extinction (Gonzalez
et al. 2012; Nataf et al. 2013; Bovy et al. 2016; Schultheis
et al. 2014), we determined distances for 4,948 BLG
stars. The peak of the resulting distance distribution
corresponds to a distance to the Galactic center of ap-
proximately 9.1 kpc, which is larger than the values re-
ported in previous studies (e.g., ~ 8.3 kpc; GRAVITY
Collaboration et al. 2021). This discrepancy suggests
that the vy.x-Mg and Av-Mg relations established for
LMC stars may not be directly applicable to BLG stars.
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XIONG ET AL.

APPENDIX

A. EXAMPLES OF PSD OBTAINED THROUGH
GP MODELING.

Here, to further demonstrate the effectiveness of
Gaussian Processes (GP) in the asteroseismic analy-
sis of ground-based telescope data, we presented the
frequency-domain representations of the fitting results
for three randomly selected stars from both the LMC
(Figure Al) and the BLG (Figure A2), using the
numax model and dnu model models, respectively.
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Figure Al. Frequency-domain representations of the light curve fittings for three LMC stars through GP, using the
numax_model model (left panel) and the dnu_model model (right panel). From top to bottom, the stars are 0GLE-LMC-LPV-68008,
OGLE-LMC-LPV-81553, and OGLE-LMC-LPV-90842.
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Figure A2. Same as Figure Al, but for BLG stars. From top to bottom, the stars are OGLE-BLG-LPV-006667,
OGLE-BLG-LPV-067574, and OGLE-BLG-LPV-192962.
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