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ABSTRACT

W e have detected the tip ofthe Red G iantBranch (TRG B)in the solarneighborhood using near
infrared photom etry from the 2M ASS and DIRBE catalogs,and revised Hipparcos parallaxes. W e
con�rm thattherevised Hipparcosparallaxesaresuperiorto theoriginalones,and thatthisim prove-
m entisnecessary to detectthe TRG B.W e �nd a tip absolute m agnitude ofM K = � 6:85� 0:03,in
agreem entwith thatexpected from previoustip m easurem entsoftheLargeM agellanicCloud,Sm all
M agellanicCloud,and Bulge.Thisrepresentsthe�rstgeom etriccalibration oftheTRG B and extends
previouscalibrations,based on m etal-poorglobularclusters,to solarm etallicities. W e attem pted to
usetheTRG B to con�rm thepresenceoftheLutz-K elkerbias,with inconclusiveresults.Attem ptsto
detectthetip in theI-band also produced inconsistentresults,dueto a lack ofprecise,hom ogeneous
photom etry forthesebrightstars.

Subject headings: stars: AG B and post-AG B { stars: late-type { stars: variables: other { solar
neighborhood { distancescale

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

The tip ofthe Red G iantBranch representsthe m ax-
im um absolute lum inosity achieved by �rst-ascent red
giants, and m arks the onset of helium fusion in the
degenerate cores of these low-m ass stars. Theoretical
predictions,con�rm ed by observationalevidence,indi-
cate that the TRG B is an excellent distance indicator,
sincetheabsolutebolom etricm agnitudeofthetip varies
by only � 0:1 m ag for a wide range of m etallicities
and ages(Iben & Renzini1983;Da Costa & Arm andro�
1990;Salaris& Cassisi1997).The I-band m agnitudeof
theTRG B hasbecom ewell-established asa distancein-
dicatorfornearby galaxieswith well-resolved Population
IIstarsin their halos(for exam ple,see Leeetal.1993;
Sakaietal.1996;M ould & Sakai2008).
The TRG B com plem ents other distance indicators,

such as Cepheids and RR Lyrae stars,being com para-
ble in precision (Lee etal.1993). Indeed,em piricalevi-
dence and com puter sim ulationsshow that space-based
observations provide distances out to � 12M pc with a
precision of10% ,lim ited prim arily by integration tim e
(M adore& Freedm an 1995). However,the TRG B is a
tertiary distance indicator, calibrated using RR Lyrae
variablesin G alactic globularclusters,which are them -
selvessecondarydistanceindicators.M oreover,thereisa
discrepancyof� 0.1m agbetween theTRG B and Cepheid
distancescales(Tam m ann etal.2008),and them etallic-
ity dependence ofCepheid P-L relation has itselfbeen
calibrated using the TRG B m ethod,leading to a circu-
lardependency (Rizzietal.2007).Thus,itwould be of
considerable im portance to have a direct calibration of
the tip m agnitude.
Although theTRG B ism oreeasilyobserved in nearin-

frared (NIR) passbands,where interstellar reddening is
reduced,both thecolorand lum inosityoftheNIR TRG B
are m ore sensitive to m etallicity than in the I-band
(Rizzietal.2007). Nevertheless,recent studies ofthe
M agellanic Cloudsand G alactic Bulge have successfully

Electronic address:tabur@ physics.usyd.edu.au

identi�ed the TRG B discontinuity in the K -band,using
2M ASS photom etry (Cionietal.2000;K iss& Bedding
2004;Schultheisetal.2004). M oreover,the discontinu-
ityisclearlyvisiblein theK -band P-L plotofM giantsin
the localsolarneighborhood (Taburetal.2009),which
prom pted us to investigate further. In this Letter we
present our �ndings,including the �rst geom etric cali-
bration ofthe TRG B absolutem agnitude.

2. D ATA

W e selected all stars with relative parallax uncer-
tainties less than 25% in the revised Hipparcos catalog
(van Leeuwen 2007)1. W e obtained JH K m agnitudes
and uncertaintiesfrom the 2M ASS catalog (Cutrietal.
2003),using a search radiusof5arcsec.Being lum inous
and nearby,som eofthestarsweresaturated despitebe-
ing observed with the shortestintegration tim e (51m s),
and were m easured using the wings oftheir radialpro-
�les,resulting in large photom etric uncertainties (0.2{
0.4m ag).Additionalscatterwascontributed by the use
ofsingle-epoch m easurem ents,since allM giantsare in-
trinsically variable (Eyer& M owlavi2008),with typical
K -band peak-to-peak am plitudes between 0.1 and 0.25
m ag (Sm ith etal.2004).
Seeking a higher-precision source ofNIR photom etry,

we extracted ux m easurem ents from the DIRBE cat-
alog, which contains photom etry for nearly 12000 ob-
jects sam pled over 10 m onths (Sm ith etal.2004). Fol-
lowing W hitelock etal.(2008), we adopted a value of
630Jy for m K = 0, and used 1570Jy for m J = 0,
both ofwhich areconsistentwith Bessell& Brett(1988).
Although DIRBE was less prone to saturation than
2M ASS,its large beam -width led to confusion between
nearby sources. Using the sam e m ethodology as de-
scribed by Taburetal.(2009),we only selected uncon-
fused sources(confusion ags1 and 2 notset).Thisper-
m itted an accuratedeterm ination ofm ean K m agnitudes

1 W e used the version published on V izieR on 2008 Septem ber

15, which corrected an error that a�ected earlier versions of the

revised catalog. Stars with negative parallaxeswere ignored.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2873v1
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thataredem onstrably superiorto 2M ASS forabouthalf
the red giants.
Interstellarextinction isexpected toberelativelysm all

for allstars in the sam ple,particularly in the K -band.
W e calculated the visualextinctionsusing the interstel-
lar extinction m odelofDrim m eletal.(2003). Extinc-
tionsforotherbandswere scaled using the factorsfrom
Rieke& Lebofsky (1985). The greatest extinction was
A K � 0:15 m ag,with A K < 0:05 m ag for 98% ofthe
sam ple.
W e calculated absolute m agnitudesusing the relation

M = m + 5+ 5log�,wherem istheextinction-corrected
apparentm agnitude,and � isthe geom etric parallax in
arcseconds.Photom etricuncertaintieswereobtained di-
rectly from the 2M ASS catalog, or derived from ux
densitiesfrom DIRBE.Parallax uncertaintieswere esti-
m ated with a �rst-orderapproxim ation of5loge��=� �
2:17��=�,with thetotaluncertainty in M calculated as
the quadrature sum ofphotom etric and parallax uncer-
tainties2.
The color-m agnitude diagram s (CM Ds) are shown in

the top row of Figure 1, and the RG B is clearly vis-
ible. W e indicate its expected position with a thin
black line, by assum ing [Fe=H] = 0 and adopting the
calibration of Valentietal. (2004), which is based on
G alactic globular clusters within the m etallicity range
� 2:12 � [Fe=H]� � 0:49. The position agrees wellfor
our2M ASS sam ple,and lessso forDIRBE,although the
di�erence isirrelevantform easuring the TRG B. A few
stars around J � K � 1:5 and M K � 0 are probably
reddened by dust. The DIRBE photom etry is sparser,
particularly atthe faintend,although the evolved stars
nearthe tip appearwellrepresented.
To be sure ofidentifying allstarsnearthe tip,which

contains relatively few stars because it is a short-lived
late evolutionary stage, we ignored cataloged spectral
types. Instead, we used the color-m agnitude diagram
to select allstars in the range 0:5 � J � K � 2:0 and
M K < � 3,in order to include early M giants,and to
excludevery red,dust-enshrouded stars.

3. ED G E D ETECTIO N

W e have used two m odel-independent m ethods for
edge detection (ED) to locate the TRG B discontinu-
ity. Firstly, we followed M ageretal.(2008, hereafter
M M F08)by using an ED �lterthatusesa com bination
ofsm allbins for resolution and largerbins for sm ooth-
ing,with a logarithm ic edge detectorto accountforthe
expected power-law distribution atthebrightend ofthe
RG B (M �endezetal.2002). Additionally,we iteratively
calculatedthepeak�lter-response85tim es,usingarange
ofstarting o�sets and bin sizes to sm ooth-out sensitiv-
ity to theseparam eters,and subsequently used them ean
(after 3-sigm a rejection) as the TRG B location. This
m ethod proved fairly robust in the presence of noise.
W e lim ited the search forthe discontinuity to the range
� 8� M K � � 6,to elim inate falsepositives.
O ursecond m ethod accountsforphotom etricand par-

allax uncertaintiesby using a sum ofG aussiansto create

2 The data used in thisanalysisare available electronically from

CD S,Strasbourg.
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Fig.1.| Top:Color-m agnitudediagram susing photom etry from

2M A SS (left)and D IR BE (right)forallstarswith revised H ippar-

cos parallaxes satisfying �� =� � 0:125. M iddle: lum inosity func-

tions for red giants,with bin sizes as shown. Bottom : results of

applying two edge-detection m ethods to the LFs(see text).

continuousprobability function to m odelthe LF:

�(m )=

N
X

i= 1

1

�i

p

2�
exp

�

�
(m i� m )2

2�2
i

�

; (1)

where m i and �i are the m agnitudes and their uncer-
tainties,respectively,and N isthetotalnum berofstars
in the sam ple (Sakaietal.1996,hereafterSM F96). W e
found that a logarithm ic ED �lter produced poor re-
sultsand,following SM F96,adopted a �lterofthe form
E (m )= �(m + �m )� �(m � �m ),where E (m )isthe
�lterresponse atm agnitude m ,and �m isthe bin size.
Previousstudieshavede�ned thebin sizeasafunction of
photom etric uncertainty. However,unlike the RG Bs in
nearby galaxies,oursam pleisdrawn from thelocalsolar
neighborhood and islessa�ected by com pletenesserrors
or increased photom etric errors toward fainter m agni-
tudes. Indeed,the distribution ofm ean errorsoverthe
range � 8 � M K � � 6 is nearly constant, leaving us
free to choose a bin size on the basis ofits sm oothing
perform ancealone.W e adopted a valueof0.2m ag.
W e estim ated uncertainties using the bootstrapping

m ethod described by Babu & Feigelson (1996),which is
widely used (see,forexam ple,M �endezetal.2002). W e
selected 1000 random sam ples,each consisting of80% of
the stars from the originalsam ple,and determ ined the
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TA BLE 1
K -band T RG B magnitudes from 2M A SS and D IR BE.

M ax N 2M M
SM F ;2M

K
M

M M F ;2M

K
M

SM F ;D

K
M

M M F ;D

K

�� =� (m ag) (m ag) (m ag) (m ag)

0.100 123 � 6:83 � 0:03 � 6.79 � 0.02 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.84 � 0.04

0.125 166 � 6:83 � 0:03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.84 � 0.04

0.150 212 � 6:85 � 0:05 � 6.87 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.90 � 0.09

0.175 253 � 6:85 � 0:03 � 6.85 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.85 � 0.06

0.200 295 � 6:86 � 0:03 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.85 � 0.06

0.225 318 � 6:86 � 0:03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03 � 6.86 � 0.06

0.250 353 � 6:87 � 0:03 � 6.85 � 0.05 � 6.82 � 0.02 � 6.94 � 0.10

location oftheTRG B foreach,adopting therm sscatter
asouruncertainty.

4. R ESU LTS A N D D ISCU SSIO N

4.1. The K-band TRGB

Since sam ples containing stars with relatively large
��=� tended to blur the RG B/AG B boundary,we cal-
culated the TRG B location forseveralsam plesselected
with upperboundsin therange0:10� ��=� � 0:25.Lu-
m inosityfunctions(LFs)and bootstrappingdistributions
forthe starswith ��=� � 0:125 are shown in Figure 1.
LFsareshown forbin sizesof0.2{0.5m ag,togetherwith
the weighted continuousfunction (Eq.1).The two LFs
exhibitsim ilarm orphologiesand,despitetheDIRBE LF
containing halfasm any starsas2M ASS,both show the
AG B starsabovethe tip,at� 9� M K � � 7.
The bottom panels show the TRG B position deter-

m ined from 1000 bootstrap operations for each ED �l-
ter,binned in 0.01 m ag increm ents. The 2M ASS pho-
tom etry yields an unam biguous detection, with nearly
identicalresultsforthe two �lters. The sparserDIRBE
photom etry produced very sim ilarresults,although the
SM F96�lterdetected anotherpeakatM K � � 7:1which
wasnotreal.Itssigni�cancereduced asm orestarswere
added (with looserparallax restrictions),sim ultaneously
increasing the size ofthe peak at M K � � 6:8,im ply-
ing thatthe SM F96 �lterism ore sensitiveto noise.W e
ignored the second peak in ourcalculations.
Table1givesthefullresults,listingthem axim um ��=�

used foreach sam ple,the num berofstarsin the 1-m ag
bin below the tip (2M ASS),the tip locations for both
the 2M ASS and DIRBE sam ples using the SM F96 and
M M F08 �lters. The results for all four com binations
agreewithin the uncertainties.
EarlystudiesofthestatisticalrobustnessoftheTRG B

m ethod concluded that50{100 starsare required in the
1-m ag bin below theTRG B,although m orerecentwork
suggeststhat400{500 starsarerequired foran accurate
determ ination (M adoreetal.2009).Although oursm all-
est2M ASS sam ple includesonly 123 starsin the 1-m ag
bin below the tip, the largest sam ple (with 353 stars)
yieldsvery sim ilarresults.There isno indication ofthe
0.6 m ag system atic shift toward fainter tip m agnitudes
for sam ples with less than 300 stars, that was found
by M adoreetal.(2009). M oreover,rerunning the ED
calculationsby bootstrapping with 66% and 33% ofthe
originalsam plesizeshowed littlevariation in theTRG B
location (butwith largeruncertainties).
Cionietal.(2000) m easured the TRG B in the LM C

and SM C,�nding dereddened values of M K = � 6:61
and � 6.41,respectively. The di�erence of 0.2 m ag is
caused by the di�erent m etal abundances, which we

TA BLE 2
K -band T RG B magnitudes corrected for Lutz-K elker bias.

M ax M
SM F ;2M

K
M

M M F ;2M

K
M

SM F ;D

K
M

M M F ;D

K

�� =� (m ag) (m ag) (m ag) (m ag)

0.100 � 6.86 � 0.03 � 6.81 � 0.02 � 6.84 � 0.03 � 6.86 � 0.02

0.125 � 6.86 � 0.03 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.84 � 0.03 � 6.86 � 0.03

0.150 � 6.87 � 0.03 � 6.93 � 0.05 � 6.83 � 0.04 � 6.86 � 0.05

0.175 � 6.86 � 0.03 � 6.84 � 0.04 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.82 � 0.03

0.200 � 6.87 � 0.03 � 6.85 � 0.04 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.83 � 0.02

0.225 � 6.87 � 0.02 � 6.84 � 0.03 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.83 � 0.02

0.250 � 6.89 � 0.02 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.83 � 0.03 � 6.81 � 0.02

adopt as Z� = 0:016, ZLM C = 0:008, and ZSM C =
0:004 (Vassiliadis& W ood 1994). In order to quan-
tify the TRG B’s m etallicity dependence, Ferraro etal.
(2000)m easured the location ofthe TRG B in 10 galac-

tic globular clusters, �tting the relation M
T R G B
K

=
� (0:59� 0:11)[Fe=H]

C G 97
� (6:97� 0:15),which predicts

�M T R G B
K

� � 0:18 m ag foran increasein m etallicity by
a factor of2. Using the globalm etallicity scale,which
incorporates�-elem entabundances,Ferraro etal.(2006)

found M
T R G B
K

= � 6:92� 0:62[M /H]form etallicitiesto
[Fe=H]� + 0:4 dex.Thisleadsto a tip m agnitudein the
range� 6:8 to � 6:9 forsolar-likem etallicity,in excellent
agreem entwith ourresult.
Schultheisetal. (2004) exam ined the K -band lum i-

nosity function ofM ACHO sem iregularvariablesin the
G alactic bulge,�nding a steep drop-o� in num ber near
M K � � 6:8,which they interpreted as the location of
the TRG B.

4.2. Lutz-Kelkerbias

W e expect a sam ple lim ited by relative parallax
uncertainties to be a�ected by a system atic bias
(Lutz & K elker 1973),resulting in an underestim ate of
stellar lum inosity. Using the TRG B as a m arker, we
searched forevidenceofa system aticshiftin itsposition
in sam plesselected with progressivelylargerrelativepar-
allax uncertainties.
First,we selected non-overlapping sam ples in blocks

of10% relativeparallax uncertainty,butthisyielded too
few starsforreliableTRG B detection.Increasingto15%
increm ents did not help,so �nally we sim ply exam ined
our previous sam ples for a system atic shift, and com -
pared them to a reprocessed set,where individualbias
correctionshad been applied to each star using the re-
lation LK = � 8:09(��=�)

2 (W hitelock etal.2008).Ta-
ble 2 lists the results using the sam e nom enclature as
Table 1, and shows that the m ean corrected tip posi-
tionsare indistinguishable from the uncorrected values,
towithin theerrors.W enotethatthecorrected tip m ag-
nitudesfor2M ASS are0.02m agbrighteron average,but
the DIRBE M M F08 resultisslightly fainter.
The m edian ��=� for each sam ple is about halfthe

m axim um value,im plyingan expected bias-induced shift
of� 0.1m ag between the�rstand lastsam ples(10% and
25% ). However,the uncorrected results(Table 1)show
farsm allerdi�erences,and in the wrong sense (brighter
tip m agnitudes when an under-estim ate is expected).
Thus,we see no evidence ofa system atic shift toward
faintertip m agnitudesassam plesincludestarswith pro-
gressively largerrelativeparallax uncertainties,and con-
cludethattherearetoofew starswith su�ciently precise
parallaxesand/orapparentm agnitudesfora convincing
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Fig.2.| Sam e as the bottom row ofFig.1 but with M K cal-

culated using the original H ipparcos parallaxes (Perrym an etal.

1997). A s in Fig.1,the left and right panels are for 2M A SS and

D IR BE photom etry,respectively.

detection ofthe Lutz-K elkerbias.

4.3. Com parison oforiginaland revised parallaxes

To test whether the revised Hipparcos parallaxes are
superior to the original values, we use the ability to
resolve the TRG B, with consistent results, as an in-
dicator of precision. W e reprocessed the sam e sam -
ple used for Figure 1,but using the originalparallaxes
(Perrym an etal. 1997). Figure 2 shows the resulting
bootstrap distributionsfor2M ASS and DIRBE photom -
etry.
W e note severalfeatures. Firstly, the peaks are no

longer coincident,with the �lters converging to di�er-
ent values. Som e peaks are asym m etrical, with long
tails,and in the case ofSM F96 with DIRBE data,m ul-
tiple solutions are found. None of the tip locations
m atch thevalueconsistently returned using revised par-
allaxes. M oreover,the peaks have signi�cantly larger
widths (0.05{0.12 m ag, excluding the worst case with
m ultiple solutions). Com paring with Figure 1 (bottom
row),and notingthechangein scale,weseethatonly the
revised parallaxesproducea consistentresultwith sm all
uncertainties. Tests using larger sam ples with greater
relativeparallaxlim itsproduced sim ilarresults.W econ-
clude thatthe revised Hipparcosparallaxesaresuperior
totheoriginally published values,and thatthisim prove-
m entisnecessary fora cleardetection ofthe TRG B.

4.4. The I-band TRGB

An I-band calibration ofthetip isparticularly im por-
tantbecauseofitsrelativeinsensitivitytom etallicityand
age.Unfortunately,we are notawareofa hom ogeneous

sourceofall-sky I-band photom etry forthesevery bright
stars. For exam ple,DENIS photom etry is saturated at
m I � 10(Epchtein etal.1994).Instead,wetransform ed
2M ASS NIR m agnitudes to the I-band using the rela-
tion m I = 0:0560+ 2:0812m J + 0:4074m H � 1:4889m K

(G .Bakos,pers. com m .),with uncertainties of� 0.1{
0.2m ag. This required a tighter constrainton ��=� to
com pensate forthe largerphotom etric uncertaintiesin-
troduced by thetransform ation,which reduced thenum -
berofstarsnearthe tip.
Subsequentedge searchesyielded inconsistentresults.

Sam pleshaving ��=� � 0:1 produced very broad boot-
strap distributions around M I � � 4:1 with vague,ill-
de�ned peaks. Sam ples with greater relative parallax
uncertainties produced slightly m ore consistent results,
with M I generally centered at � � 3:8 � 0:2 m ag, al-
though inspection ofthe corresponding LFs showed no
obviousdiscontinuity.Clearlyan im proved sourceofpre-
cise,all-sky I-band photom etry isrequired beforeatac-
curatecalibration can be m ade.

5. CO N CLU SIO N

The TRG B isan im portant,widely-used tertiary dis-
tanceindicator,butlacksa directcalibration.Using re-
visedHipparcosparallaxesand NIR photom etryfrom the
2M ASSand DIRBE catalogs,wehaveunam biguouslyde-
tected the TRG B in the localsolarneighborhood. Two
di�erent ED m ethods have been used to quantitatively
m easureitslocation asM K = � 6:85� 0:03,which isthe
�rstgeom etriccalibration oftheTRG B,and the�rstfor
starswith solarm etallicity.W edem onstratethatthere-
vised Hipparcos parallaxesyield consistent results with
farsm alleruncertainty than the originalHipparcospar-
allaxes,and conclude thatthe revised valuesare indeed
superior,atleastforoursam pleofnearby,M giants.W e
were unable to detectthe e�ectofthe Lutz-K elkerbias
using theTRG B location asan indicator.Calibration of
the I-band TRG B isnotpossible due to a lack ofsu�-
ciently precisephotom etry.

Thisresearch hasm adeuseofthedata productsfrom
theTwo M icron AllSky Survey,which isa jointproject
oftheUniversity ofM assachusettsand theInfrared Pro-
cessingand AnalysisCenter/CaliforniaInstituteofTech-
nology,funded by the NationalAeronautics and Space
Adm inistration and the National Science Foundation.
This projecthasbeen supported by the Australian Re-
search Council.
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