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ABSTRACT

In this work, we investigate the dynamical properties of 38 Galactic open clusters:
34 of them are located at low Galactic latitudes (|b| < 10◦) and are projected against
dense stellar fields; the other 4 comparison objects present clearer contrasts with the
field population. We determine structural and time-related parameters that are as-
sociated with the clusters’ dynamical evolution: core (rc), tidal (rt) and half-mass
(rhm) radii, ages (t) and crossing times (tcr). We have also incorporated results for 27
previously studied clusters, creating a sample of 65, spanning the age and Galacto-
centric distance (RG) ranges: 7.0 < log t < 9.7 and 6 < RG(kpc) < 13. We employ a
uniform analysis method which incorporates photometric and astrometric data from
the Gaia DR2 catalogue. Member stars are identified by employing a decontamination
algorithm which operates on the 3D astrometric space of parallax and proper motion
and attributes membership likelihoods for stars in the cluster region. Our results show
that the internal relaxation causes rc to correlate negatively with the dynamical ratio
τdyn = t/tcr. This implies that dynamically older systems tend to be more centrally
concentrated. The more concentrated ones tend to present smaller rhm/rt ratios, which
means that they are less subject to tidal disruption. The analysis of coeval groups at
compatible RG suggests that the inner structure of clusters is reasonably insensitive
to variations in the external tidal field. Additionally, our results confirm, on average,
an increase in rt for regions with less intense Galactic gravitational field.

Key words: Galaxy: stellar content – open clusters and associations: general –
surveys: Gaia

1 INTRODUCTION

Investigating Galactic open clusters (OCs) is a fundamental
task for a proper comprehension of the Milky Way structure
and its evolution. Young OCs are important to investigate
the intricate process of stellar formation (e.g., Krumholz
et al. 2019) and also the recent disc history, while older
ones allow to draw statements regarding the chemical, struc-
tural and kinematic evolution of the Milky Way (Carraro &
Chiosi 1994; Dias et al. 2019).

The OCs that survive the initial gas expulsion phase end
up suffering mass loss due to: (a) stellar evolution (e.g., Vink
et al. 2001; Smith 2014), (b) internal interactions, which

? E-mail: mateusangelo@cefetmg.br

lead the system to energy equipartition and cause preferen-
tial evaporation of low-mass stars, in a process that is regu-
lated by the external tidal field (de La Fuente Marcos 1997;
Portegies Zwart et al. 2010), (c) external interactions, such
as disc shocking (Ostriker et al. 1972) and collisions with
giant molecular clouds (Spitzer 1958; Theuns 1991).

The interplay among the above mentioned disruption
processes lead to variations in the OCs structural parame-
ters, which can be employed as indicators of the evolution-
ary/dynamical states (e.g., Piatti et al. 2017 and references
therein). Relations among parameters associated with the
OCs evolution serve as observational constraints for theo-
retical studies aimed at detailing the physical processes that
lead clusters to dissolution (Bonatto et al. 2004).

In this context, it is desirable the characterization of
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large samples of OCs in different evolutionary stages, span-
ning wide age ranges and located at different Galactocentric
distances (RG). This is a growing need, given the increas-
ing number of recently discovered OCs (Ryu & Lee 2018;
Castro-Ginard et al. 2018; Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018b, here-
after CJV2018; Torrealba et al. 2019; Sim et al. 2019; Liu
& Pang 2019; Ferreira et al. 2019). Ideally, the characteri-
zation of OCs should be performed by employing uniform
databases and analysis methods, in order to avoid possible
biases among the studied objects.

In Angelo et al. (2020, hereafter Paper I), we employed
data from the Gaia DR2 catalogue (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2018) to investigate dynamical properties of a sample
of 16 low-contrast OCs, complemented with other 11 com-
parison ones (see references therein). The observed trends
among the derived parameters indicated a general disrup-
tion scenario in which OCs tend to be more centrally con-
centrated as they evolve dynamically, therefore being succes-
sively less subject to mass loss due to tidal effects. We also
observed that the OCs’ external structure is, in fact, influ-
enced by the Galactic gravitational field since, on average, a
positive correlation was identified between tidal radius and
RG.

The present work is a contribution towards enlarging
the number of dynamically investigated systems. Our pro-
cedures are analogous to those employed in Paper I. In the
present paper, 38 Galactic OCs have been analysed and in-
cluded in our database. Among this set of 38 OCs explored
here, 34 were previously characterized in the following se-
ries of papers (hereafter BBC): Bica et al. (2004), Bonatto
& Bica (2007, 2008), Camargo et al. (2009, 2010), Bonatto &
Bica (2010). For comparison purposes, other 4 OCs present-
ing clearer contrast with the field population were included
in the complementary sample. This complementary sample
contributes to enlarge the parameters space coverage com-
prised by our cluster sample and also to confirm the efficacy
of our methods in dealing with low-contrast OCs.

Our main goal is to explore relations among parame-
ters associated to the clusters dynamical evolution, such as
core (rc), tidal (rt) and half-mass radii (rhm), age and cross-
ing times (tcr), and to draw some evolutionary connections.
Here we incorporate the results obtained previously for 27
OCs and revisit the discussions presented in Paper I, but
now with a more significant sample. Increasing the number
of objects allowed us to establish better constrained rela-
tions and also a closer investigation of coeval OCs located
at compatible RG. The analysis of our complete database
represents an intermediate stage in a long-term objective
which is to shed light on the debated topic of clusters disso-
lution, the role of internal interactions and the influence of
the Galactic tidal field on this process.

In BBC, from which most of our sample is taken, the
OCs are typically located at low Galactic latitudes (|b| .
10◦) and were uniformly analysed using 2MASS (Skrutskie
et al. 2006) photometry after application of a decontami-
nation algorithm to each object colour-magnitude diagram
(CMD). However, since the clusters are projected against
dense stellar fields and considerably affected by interstel-
lar absorption, often the decontaminated sequences in their
CMDs become somewhat dubious. As in Paper I, with the
use of Gaia DR2 photometry and astrometry, here we have
been able to establish unambigously the physical nature of

the investigated OCs, improving significantly the lists of
member stars and thus providing a critical review of their
fundamental parameters.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we de-
scribe our sample and the collected data. In Section 3 we
briefly describe our analysis method. Results are presented
in Section 4 and discussed in Section 5. In Section 6 we
summarize the main conclusions.

2 DATA AND SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

Table 1 lists the sample of 38 objects investigated in the
present paper, organized in ascending order of right ascen-
sion. Thirty-four of them are part of our main sample, which
includes OCs typically located at low Galactic latitudes
(|b| . 10◦) and presenting low-contrast with the general
Galactic disc population. For reasons of clarity, in Table 2
we can find additional information regarding previous data
taken from the literature. Four comparison clusters (namely,
NGC 5617, Pismis 19, Trumpler 22 and Dias 6) were included
in the complementary sample.

The separation of our complete sample in two groups
(main and complementary ones) was based on previous in-
formation from the literature. OCs in the main sample were
uniformly investigated in BBC (see Table 2) by means of
2MASS photometry and a decontamination algorithm ap-
plied to J × (J − H) and J × (J − KS) CMDs. This al-
lows more objective comparisons between our results and
the literature ones (Section 4.1), thus avoiding biases due to
heterogeneous analysis methods.

Our complementary sample is composed by OCs pre-
senting clearer contrasts against the field population in com-
parison to those in the main sample. NGC 5617, Pismis 19
and Trumpler 22 are projected in the same area and consti-
tute a multiple system candidate according to de La Fuente
Marcos & de La Fuente Marcos (2009). The study of these
objects is useful to investigate the impact of close encoun-
ters on the clusters’ structural parameters (Section 5.2). In
turn, Dias 6 is a moderately rich OC whose astrophysical
parameters were determined by Dias et al. (2018) using un-
precedented deep CCD UBV RI photometry combined with
Gaia DR2, as part of the OPD photometric survey of open
clusters (Caetano et al. 2015). This OC is among the most
dynamically evolved ones in our sample (Section 5).

For each OC, we extracted astrometric and photomet-
ric data from the Gaia DR2 catalogue in circular regions
with radius r= 1◦ centered on the equatorial coordinates
as informed in the catalogue of Dias et al. (2002, hereafter
DAML02) or in the SIMBAD database. The Vizier tool1 was
used to accomplish this task. The extraction radius is typ-
ically grater than ∼ 10 times the apparent radius informed
in DAML02, thus encompassing the whole clusters’ region
and part of the adjacent field population. The original data
were then filtered according to equations 1 and 2 of Arenou
et al. (2018), in order to ensure the best quality of the pho-
tometric and astrometric information employed throughout
our analysis.

The central coordinates obtained from the literature

1 http://vizier.u-strasbg.fr/viz-bin/VizieR
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Table 2. Cluster, fundamental parameters from the literature and references for OCs in the main sample.

Cluster (m−M)0 E(B − V ) log t Reference

(mag) (mag) (dex)

Czernik 7 12.59± 0.07 0.70± 0.03 8.34± 0.10 Camargo et al. (2009)

Berkeley 63 13.78± 0.04 0.96± 0.03 7.48± 0.14 Camargo et al. (2009)

Czernik 12 11.51± 0.11 0.26± 0.03 9.10± 0.14 Camargo et al. (2009)

Czernik 22 12.07± 0.08 0.64± 0.03 8.30± 0.11 Camargo et al. (2010)

Czernik 23 11.99± 0.09 0.00± 0.03 9.70± 0.09 Bonatto & Bica (2008)

Czernik 24† 13.31 0.26 9.40 Camargo et al. (2010)

Ruprecht 1 11.18± 0.20 0.26± 0.06 8.70± 0.09 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 10 11.85± 0.20 0.64± 0.06 8.70± 0.09 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 23 12.43± 0.21 0.54± 0.06 8.78± 0.07 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

L19 2326a − − −
Ruprecht 26 11.30± 0.20 0.35± 0.06 8.60± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 27 10.87± 0.20 0.03± 0.06 8.95± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 34 12.10± 0.21 0.00± 0.06 9.00± 0.04 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 35 12.96± 0.31 0.45± 0.10 8.60± 0.11 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 37 13.60± 0.31 0.00± 0.06 9.48± 0.14 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

NGC 2477a − − −
Ruprecht 41 12.49± 0.31 0.13± 0.10 8.85± 0.06 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 152 14.52± 0.31 0.67± 0.10 8.78± 0.07 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 54 13.69± 0.31 0.13± 0.10 8.90± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 60 13.95± 0.31 0.64± 0.10 8.60± 0.11 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 63 12.88± 0.21 0.61± 0.10 8.70± 0.09 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

Ruprecht 66 12.88± 0.31 0.90± 0.10 8.78± 0.07 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

UBC 296a − − −
NGC 5715 10.88± 0.15 0.42± 0.03 8.90± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2007)

Lynga 4 10.21± 0.20 0.70± 0.07 9.11± 0.07 Bonatto & Bica (2007)

Trumpler 23 11.39± 0.11 0.58± 0.03 8.95± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2007)

Lynga 9 11.15± 0.26 1.18± 0.11 8.85± 0.06 Bonatto & Bica (2007)

Trumpler 26 10.00± 0.22 0.35± 0.03 8.85± 0.06 Bonatto & Bica (2007)

Bica 3 11.07± 0.25 2.18± 0.03 7.40± 0.09 Bica et al. (2004)

Ruprecht 144 11.02± 0.14 0.77± 0.10 8.65± 0.10 Camargo et al. (2009)

[FSR2007] 0101 11.39± 0.11 2.37± 0.03 8.95± 0.10 Camargo et al. (2009)

Berkeley 84 11.15± 0.13 0.58± 0.06 8.56± 0.06 Camargo et al. (2009)

Ruprecht 172 12.46± 0.07 0.64± 0.06 8.95± 0.10 Camargo et al. (2009)

Ruprecht 174 11.62± 0.21 0.32± 0.06 8.90± 0.05 Bonatto & Bica (2010)

† This cluster is present in the sample analysed by Camargo et al. (2010), but its

parameters (no uncertainties informed and no CMD available) were determined

by Koposov et al. (2008).
a L19 2326, NGC 2477 and UBC 296 are not part of the original samples in BBC.

They have been included in the main sample since they are projected in the same

regions of, respectively: Ruprecht 26, Ruprecht 152 and Lynga 2 (this third OC has

been investigated in Paper I.

were refined based on the procedure described in Section 3.
Table 1 contains the redetermined RA and DEC values. The
determination of other parameters is also described in Sec-
tion 3.

3 METHOD

The methodology employed in the present work is the same
as that of Paper I, where the procedures are described in
detail. In what follows, we give a summarized description of
the analysis steps.

3.1 Preliminary analysis

In this preliminary stage, we successively apply filters (be-
sides Arenou et al.’s ones) on our data in order to limit
the field contamination and look for detached concentra-
tion of stars in each cluster vector-point diagram (VPD),
which is an indicative of a possible physical system. To ac-
complish this, firstly a spatial filter is applied: we restrict
our analysis to stars inside a projected square area whose
size corresponds to ∼ 4× the objects’ radius as informed
in DAML02. Then we apply a magnitude filter: stars are
restricted to those with G 6 18 mag. This magnitude limit
ensures completeness levels greater than 90% with respect

to HST data even in crowded regions with ∼ 105 stars/deg2,
representative of globular clusters (see figure 7 of Arenou
et al. 2018).

Fig. 1 illustrates the relevance of the magnitude filter.
Both panels exhibit stars in an area of 18′ × 18′ centered
on Ruprecht 63’s coordinates as informed in DAML02. Left
panel is the VPD without magnitude restriction. The right
panel corresponds to stars with G 6 18 mag. The green
square box (side equal to 2 mas yr−1) delimits the conspic-
uous concentration of Ruprecht 63’s stars, which is only no-
ticeable after applying the magnitude filter. This VPD box
is large enough to encompass the OC’s member stars, but
small enough to limit considerably the contamination by
field stars.

3.2 Structural analysis

In this step, we firstly redetermined the cluster’s central co-
ordinates. To accomplish this, we restricted our analysis to
those stars inside the VPD box as shown in the right panel
of Fig. 1. Then a uniform grid of tentative central coor-
dinates was constructed surrounding the literature coordi-
nates. Typically, ∼ 200 − 300 pairs of (α, δ), evenly spaced
(∆ ∼ 0.25′ − 0.50′), were employed.

For each (α, δ) pair in the grid, a radial density profile
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Figure 1. VPD for stars in an area of 18′ × 18′ centered on Ruprecht 63 before (left panel) and after (right panel) restricting stars to

the interval G 6 18 mag. The green box marks a detached overdensity, which corresponds mostly to Ruprecht 63’s member stars.

(RDP) was built by counting the number of stars in con-
centric rings and dividing this number by the ring’s area to
obtain σ(r). Different bin widths were employed and over-
plotted on the same RDP. The mean background density
(σbg) was determined by averaging the σ(r) values beyond
the limiting radius (Rlim), which is defined as the r value
from which the density values are reasonably constant. The
cluster’s background subtracted RDP was fitted via χ2 min-
imization using King (1962)’s model through the expression:

σ(r) ∝

(
1√

1 + (r/rc)2
− 1√

1 + (rt/rc)2

)2

, (1)

where rc and rt are the core and tidal radii, respetively. The
rc radius provides a length scale of the cluster’s central struc-
ture and rt is defined as the truncation radius parameter of
the King model. Observationally, rt provides information
about the overall cluster size. The cluster centre (see Ta-
ble 1) is defined as the (α, δ) pair which resulted in the best
model fit and, at the same time, the highest central density.
In order to check the robustness of our central coordinates
determination procedure, we took only member stars with
high membership likelihoods (above 70%; Sections 3.3 and
3.4) and averaged their coordinates. The resulting centre is
tipically within 1 arcmin from those given in Table 1.

Fig. 2 shows the result of this procedure for 6 of the in-
vestigated OCs. Figures for the rest of our sample are shown
in Appendix B of the supplementary material, which is avail-
able online. From now on, the same 6 clusters are represented
for other Figures. Additionally, we perfomed indepent fits of
Plummer (1911) profile (red lines in Fig. 2)

σ(r) ∝ 1

[1 + (r/a)]2
. (2)

The Plummer’s a parameter is proportional to the half-mass
radius through the relation rhm ∼ 1.3 a. Table 1 contains the

derived structural parameters, which were converted to pc
by employing the distance moduli determined in Section 3.4.

3.3 Membership assignment

In this step, we employed a decontamination algorithm
that performs statistical comparisons between cluster and
field stars in different parts of the 3D astrometric space
($, µα cos δ, µδ) and assigns membership likelihoods. The
method is fully described and tested in Angelo et al. (2019a).
Here we describe its main procedures.

Firstly, the parameters space is defined from the astro-
metric information for stars within the cluster rt and in an
annular control field (inner radius equal to 3 rt), centered
on the cluster coordinates informed in Table 1, and with
area equal to 3 times the cluster area. This provides statis-
tical representativity of the field population in both proper
motions and parallax domains. For a better perfomance of
the method, cluster and control field stars are restricted to
those inside the cluster VPD box as illustrated in Fig. 1
(right panel). At this stage, the magnitude filter employed
in the preliminary analysis (Section 3.1) was dismissed.

Then the parameters space is divided in a uniform
grid of cells with varying sizes. Inside each one, a mem-
bership likelihood is determined for each star in the clus-
ter area using multivariate gaussians, which properly incor-
porate measurement uncertainties and correlations among
the astrometric parameters (equations 1 and 2 of Angelo
et al. 2019a). Analogous calculations are performed for stars
in the control field within the same 3D cell. Both sets of like-
lihoods values are objectively compared by employing an
entropy-like function S (equation 3 of Angelo et al. 2019a).
Stars within cells for which Scluster < Sfield are considered
possible members.

For those cells whose stars were flagged as possible
members, an additional factor was determined, which eval-
uates the overdensity of cluster stars relatively to the com-
plete grid of cells (equation 4 of Angelo et al. 2019a). With
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Figure 2. RDPs for 6 of our studied OCs. The background subtracted and normalized profiles are represented by filled circles, to

which we fitted King (blue line) and Plummer profiles (red lines). The profiles are normalized to unity at the innermost radial bin.

Non-background subtracted RDPs are represented by open circles and the mean backround density (σbg) is indicated by the continuous
horizontal line. The continuous and dashed vertical lines show, respectively, the cluster limiting radius (Rlim) and its uncertainty. For

better convergence of the solution during parameters determination, in some cases (e.g., NGC 5715) the fit domain in log (r) was truncated
to values smaller than Rlim, due to counts fluctuations in the cluster’s external regions. Error bars correspond to Poisson statistics.

this procedure, we ensure that appreciable likelihoods will
be assigned only to those significant overdensities that are
statistically more concentrated than the local distribution of
control field stars. The dependence of the results on the ini-
tial choice of cells sizes is alleviated by varying their widths
in each dimension. The final likelihood of each star corre-
sponds to the median of the set of values obtained with the
whole grid configurations.

Fig. 3 illustrates the outcomes of the decontamination
method applied on NGC 5715 data. The top panels show the
astrometric space ($ versusµαcos δ and $ versusµδ plots)
defined by stars in the cluster area (r 6 rt; coloured sym-
bols) and in the control field (small black dots). Symbol
colours indicate membership likelihoods, as shown by the
colourbars. The decontaminated CMD in the bottom was
restricted to stars with likelihoods greater than ∼ 70%,
which define recognizable evolutionary sequences: an ex-
tended main sequence, the main sequence turnoff (around
(GBP − GRP) ∼ 1.0 mag, G ∼ 13 mag) and the red clump
((GBP − GRP) ∼ 1.8 mag, G ∼ 12.5 mag). It is noticeable
that NGG 5715 is projected against a very dense stellar field,
which would make challenging the task of disentangling clus-
ter and field populations through purely photometric meth-
ods. This reinforces the importance of combining the high
precise astrometric and photometric information provided
by the Gaia DR2 catalogue.

3.4 Fundamental parameters determination

In order to construct the decontaminated CMDs, we re-
stricted each cluster sample to stars with membership likeli-
hoods greater than ∼70%. This threshold allowed to identify
clear evolutionary sequences, to which we fitted theoretical
isochrones computed from the PARSEC models (Bressan
et al. 2012) and convoluted with Gaia’s filters bandpasses
(Evans et al. 2018). The procedure of isochrone fitting was
performed in two parts: firstly, we obtained initial guesses
for the fundamental parameters (m −M)0, E(B − V ) and
log t by means of a visual fit. Solar metallicity isochrones and
E(B − V ) values informed in DAML02 were considered at
this stage. Then we applied vertical shifts on the isochrone
until matching the clusters’ main sequence. When necessary,
the literature value for E(B− V ) was gradually modified in
order to improve the match. The log t was then estimated
from the disposal of high membership stars along the more
evolved sequences: turnoff, subgiant and red giant branches,
besides the red clump (if present). Further refinements were
possible by changing the isochrone overall metallicity Z. In
this preliminary fit, the relative distance between the red
clump and the main sequence turnoff was a very useful ob-
servational constraint.

These initial guesses for the fundamental parameters
((m−M)0,ini, E(B−V )ini, log tini and Zini) were then refined
by means of an automatic isochrone fitting as performed by
the ASteCA code (Perren et al. 2015). In few words, it em-
ploys a genetic algorithm to look for the best possible match
between the observed CMD and a set of synthetic ones,
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Figure 3. Top panels: astrometric space$ versusµαcos δ (left) and$ versusµδ (right). Symbol colours represent membership likelihoods,
as indicated by the colourbars. The grid of cells is also represented (dotted lines). Bottom plot: decontaminated CMD. In all plots, the

small black dots represent control field stars.

based on PARSEC isochrones, generated for clusters with
different masses and metallicities. To improve the ASteCA
performance, we filtered the parameters space according to
the initial guesses determined previously: the models were
restricted to 0.5 mag above and below (m−M)0,ini, in steps
of 0.1 mag; for log t, we considered models with 0.3 dex above
and below log tini, with steps of 0.05 dex; for E(B − V ), a
range of 1.0 mag centered on E(B − V )ini was employed, in
steps of 0.02 mag; for the metallicity, the allowed interval
for the models corresponds to Zini− 0.01 6 Z 6 Zini + 0.02,
in steps of 0.002. The cluster metallicity [Fe/H] (Table 1)
was determined from Z following the approximate rela-
tion [Fe/H] ∼ log (Z/Z�) (Bonfanti et al. 2016), where
Z� = 0.0152 (Bressan et al. 2012).

4 RESULTS

The four analysis steps described above were applied to our
complete sample and the results are illustrated in Figs. 4 to
6 for six investigated OCs. In some cases (e.g., Berkeley 63,
Trumpler 23 and Lynga 9), the centroid location of the mem-
ber stars in the clusters’ VPD is compatible with the bulk
motion of the field (see Fig. 5), which makes the disentan-
glement between cluster and field populations more difficult
due to lower contrasts. This results in a higher number of
outliers, that is, stars with appreciable membership likeli-
hoods but with G and (GBP − GRP) values incompatible
with the evolutionary sequences defined in the decontami-
nated CMDs. To alleviate this behavior, in these cases we
employed colour filters (blue dashed lines in Fig. 4) to both
cluster and control field samples (in addition to the VPD
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8 M. S. Angelo et al.

Figure 4. Decontaminated G× (GBP−GRP) CMDs for 6 investigated OCs. Symbol colours represent membership likelihoods and filled

circles are member stars. Small grey dots are stars in a control field. The continuous black lines are PARSEC isochrones fitted to the data
(fundamental parameters are indicated; see also Table 1), while the dashed ones (same isochrone, but vertically shifted by -0.75 mag)

represent the loci of unresolved binaries with equal mass components. The colour filters (Berkeley 63, Trumpler 23 and Lynga 9’s CMDs)
are shown as blue dashed lines.

box; see Section 3.1 and Fig. 1) previously to the run of the
decontamination method. In the cases of Berkeley 63, Trum-
pler 23 and Lynga 9, the colour filters are useful to remove
very reddened stars, which results in clearer evolutionary
sequences.

Figs. 5 and 6 exhibit separately the astrometric space of
proper motions and parallax (the latter is plotted as func-
tion of G magnitude) corresponding to member and non-
member stars inside cluster’s rt. Stars in the control field

are also shown. The same symbol convention of Figs. 3 and
4 was employed. We can see that, as expected, member stars
form conspicuous clumps in the VPDs, present compatible
parallaxes and define recognizable sequences in the CMDs.

© XXXX RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–18



Dynamical states of Galactic OCs with Gaia DR2 9

Figure 5. VPDs for stars in the clusters’ areas (r 6 rt; coloured symbols) and in the control field (grey dots) for 6 of our investigated
OCs. Symbols convention is the same as that of Fig. 4.

Figure 6. Parallax versus G magnitude for 6 investigated OCs. Symbols convention is the same of Fig. 4.
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4.1 Comparison with previous studies

4.1.1 Mean astrometric values

Using Gaia DR2, CJV2018 obtained a list of members and
mean astromeric parameters for 1212 OCs. Their method
(detailed in Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018a) is based on ap-
plying an unsupervised membership assignment code, UP-
MASK (Krone-Martins & Moitinho 2014), to the astromet-
ric data contained within the fields of those clusters. The
main assumption is that member stars of a physical system
must be more tightly distributed in the astrometric space
than a random distribution. In this way, two main steps
are executed: (1) the k−means clustering algorithm (e.g.,
Lloyd 1982) is used to identify groups of stars with simi-
lar parallaxes and proper motion components; (2) it is then
verified whether the distribution of stars in each of these
groups is more concentrated than a random distribution.
After that, random offsets are applied to each datapoint in
both parallax and proper motions components and the over-
all procedure is repeated. After 10 iterations, a membership
probability is assigned to each star in the cluster region.

Compared to our decontamination method (Sec-
tion 3.3), the main differences in relation to Cantat-Gaudin
et al.’s procedure are the sampling of the astrometric space
(in our case, we employ uniform grids with cells of varying
sizes) and the selection of control field stars to be statis-
tically compared with stars in the OC region; in our case,
we take into account the real movement and parallax dis-
tribution of the field instead of using random samples. De-
spite these differences, both methods return very similar re-
sults. Thirty-two OCs in our complete sample (Table 1) were
also investigated by CJV2018 (6 of our OCs are absent in
their catalogue, namely: Czernik 7, L19 2326, Ruprecht 152,
UBC 296, [FSR2007] 0101 and Berkeley 84).

Fig. 7 exhibits a comparison between the mean astro-
metric parameters derived in both studies for coincidental
OCs. We also compare the number of member stars in our
study (Nmemb,our) and in CJV2018 (Nmemb,Lit). In order to
determine Nmemb,Lit, we considered stars with membership
probabilities P > 50% in CJV2018’s tables. We can see that
almost the same mean values of 〈$〉, 〈µα cos δ〉 and 〈µδ〉 were
obtained, except for Ruprecht 26. This OC is projected in
the same region of the OC L19 2326, recently catalogued by
Liu & Pang (2019). As discussed in more detail in Appendix
A of the online supplementary material, we believe that
CJV2018 has mistakenly identified Ruprecht 26 as L19 2326,
leading to the discrepancy found in Fig. 7. Their reported
central coordinates for Ruprecht 26 are displaced 5′ north in
relation to the literature values, putting it much closer to
L19 2326 than to the original cluster. Furthermore, their re-
ported astrometric parameters for the Ruprecht 26 actually
matches the values found by both our analysis and by Liu &
Pang (2019) for L19 2326 (not Ruprecht 26). The rightmost
panel in the second line of Fig. 7 exhibits a general agree-
ment regarding the number of member stars for each OC as
determined in the present study and in CJV2018.

For our data (X-axis), the error bars correspond to
the intrinsic dispersions (i.e., individual measurement errors
have been considered) of the astrometric data for all mem-
ber stars. For parallaxes, we summed in quadrature an un-
certainty of 0.1 mas systematically affecting the astrometric
solution in Gaia DR2 (Luri et al. 2018). The uncertainties

informed in CJV2018 (Y−axis) were determined from the
standard deviation of the mean values after applying a thou-
sand random redrawings where stars were picked according
to their probability of being cluster members, after apply-
ing a 2σ clipping algorithm to reject outliers among member
stars (see section 3.1 of Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018a).

4.1.2 Fundamental parameters

Thirty-one clusters in our main sample (Table 1) had their
fundamental parameters determined from near infrared J ×
(J −H) and J × (J −Ks) CMDs in BBC. These previous
values and some additional observations are given in Ta-
ble 2. Three OCs are absent, namely: L19 2326, NGC 2477
and UBC 296. Fig. 8 compares the results obtained in the
present paper with the literature ones. We can see that, al-
though there is a general rough agreement between both
datasets, some severe discrepancies (greater than 1.0 mag in
E(B − V ) and (m −M)0 and greater than 1.0 dex in log t)
are notable.

In order to explore the differences between our param-
eters and the literature ones, we have highlighted in Fig. 8
nine OCs (namely, Czernik 23, Czernik 24, Ruprecht 27,
Ruprecht 34, Ruprecht 35, Ruprecht 54, Lynga 4, Trum-
pler 26 and Ruprecht 174) for which discrepancies larger
than 0.3 mag in E(B − V ) have been obtained. Lynga 4 is
discussed in more detail later in this section.

Particularly, in the low-E(B − V ) domain, the values
derived in the present paper are systematically larger than
those listed in the literature. A possible reason for this is
that the near infrared colours are considerably less affected
by variations in E(B − V ) compared to the optical ones.
Considering the (J − H) and (J − Ks) colour indexes and
the extinction relations of Rieke & Lebofsky (1985), even
E(B − V ) values as large as ∼0.4 mag results in E(J −H)
and E(J − KS) of about ∼0.15 mag. Consequently, these
variations in interstellar reddening do not severely impact
the isochrone fitting procedure, which was implemented by
means of visual inspection of photometrically decontami-
nated CMDs in BBC.

We can note that our derived (m − M)0 are reason-
ably compatible with previous studies. With respect to log t
and considering the whole sample, there are not noticeable
systematic differences between the values derived here and
those in the literature. Taking only the 9 highlighted OCs,
the systematic differences in E(B − V ) resulted in our log t
values being smaller than those derived by BBC. This may
be consequence of degeneracy among the fundamental pa-
rameters derived via isochrone fitting.

Beyond that, these discrepancies may also be attributed
to differences in the process of member stars identification
and the data used. BBC’s decontamination method employs
2MASS photometry and consists on statistical comparisons
between CMDs built for stars in the inner area of the inves-
tigated OCs and the corresponding ones built for stars in
equal area offset fields. Outliers in the resulting decontami-
nated CMDs are then removed with the use of colour filters
and the OC’s fundamental parameters are derived with vi-
sual isochrone fitting of solar metallicity Padova (Girardi
et al. 2002) isochrones.
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and in the literature (see Table 2 for references). The 9 most discrepant clusters in the low-E(B−V ) domain are marked with red circles
in the left panel. In this same panel, the most discrepant one, Lynga 4, is identified (see text for details). Czernik 23 and Ruprecht 34
present almost the same reddening determined in the present study (E(B − V )our ∼ 0.4 mag) and E(B − V )lit = 0.0, therefore their

symbols are overplotted in the left panel. The same 9 clusters are identified in the middle and right panels.

Lynga 4

In the left panel of Fig. 8, we can see that Lynga 4 is the most
discrepant OC in comparison to the literature results. Fig-
ure 7 of Bonatto & Bica (2007) shows the J× (J−H) CMD
of this OC, which is severely contaminated by red stars from
the Galactic disc. Its cleaned CMD, after applying Bonatto

& Bica’s (2007) decontamination method, presents consider-
able residual contamination, which are removed with the use
of colour filters. In their CMD, we can note that 7 giant stars
(J . 11.2 mag; 0.6 . (J − H) . 1.1 mag) provide critical
constraints for isochrone fitting. Among them, the 4 bluest
ones ((J−H) < 0.8 mag) are not part of our list of members.
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The astrometric data for these 4 stars are: ($,µα cos δ,µδ)
= (0.4181 ± 0.0319, −2.544 ± 0.062, −5.431 ± 0.054)#1,
(0.6791 ± 0.0406, −4.934 ± 0.079, −9.065 ± 0.073)#2,
(0.7702 ± 0.0409, −5.337 ± 0.078, −6.321 ± 0.072)#3,
(0.5171 ± 0.0262, −9.293 ± 0.050, −7.461 ± 0.046)#4. As
usual, these above values for parallax and proper motion
components are given in mas and mas yr−1, respectively.
These 4 stars have received null membership likelihoods
after applying our decontamination method (Section 3.3),
since their proper motions are incompatible with the bulk
movement of Lynga 4: (〈µα cos δ〉, 〈µδ〉) ∼ (-4.0, -3.0; see Ap-
pendix B).

The 3 giants located in the interval (J−H) > 0.8 mag in
Bonatto & Bica’s (2007) CMD are coincident with our list of
members (three member stars in the range G < 13.7 shown
in the CMD of Fig. B7). This suggests that a larger redden-
ing value would be necessary in the literature J × (J −H)
CMD in order to properly fit this group of 3 stars. For
Lynga 4, in fact the severe difference in the derived E(B−V )
also leads to considerable discrepancies in other parameters,
as shown in the middle and right panels of Fig. 8. For com-
parison, we have overplotted in our decontaminated CMD
(Fig. B7) of Lynga 4 a solar metallicity PARSEC isochrone,
which have been shifted according to the fundamental pa-
rameters informed in Bonatto & Bica (2007). It is noticeable
a huge discrepancy between them, caused mainly by differ-
ences in the lists of member stars identified in both studies.

The present paper has the advantage of relying on more
recent high-precision data and combining astrometric and
photometric information. The astrometric information pro-
vides stronger observational constraints for identification of
member stars of an OC, since they share common distances
and proper motions independently of their spectral types
and reddening. This is particularly useful for OCs projected
against crowded fields; in these cases, purely photometric de-
contamination methods are significantly affected by fluctua-
tions in the luminosity function of the field population (Maia
et al. 2010), which may result in a considerable number of
outliers. In general, our CMDs present clearer evolutionary
sequences and ∼ 2 − 4 mag deeper main sequences, which
allows better constraints for isochrone fitting. Besides, BBC
employ solar metallicity isochrones, for simplicity, while our
method allows different metallicities. Discrepancies in rela-
tion to our results may also be attributed to different sets
of isochrones and CMD fitting techniques.

Trumpler 23

The OC Trumpler 23 is worth mentioning since, after Bon-
atto & Bica (2007), it was investigated by Overbeek et al.
(2017), who employed spectroscopic data obtained with the
VLT FLAMES spectrograph, as part of the public Gaia-
ESO survey (GES; Gilmore et al. 2012; Randich et al. 2006).
CMDs were built with the use of V I photometric data from
Carraro et al. (2006). Potential member stars were identi-
fied from their radial velocities (Vrad). After determining the
systemic velocity of the cluster and membership of individ-
ual stars, 10 of them were identified as fiducial members,
as inferred from the coherence between Vrad and metallicity
([Fe/H]; see their figure 3).

Nine of these stars are also present in our sample
of member stars of Trumpler 23. The only discrepant star

receives the GES identification 16003885-5334507 (Gaia
DR2 designation 5980824255575234816), which received null
astrometric likelihood in our method since it presents
µα cos δ = −6.697 ± 0.075 mas yr−1. This value is dis-
crepant with the bulk movement defined by Trumpler 23
member stars (Fig. 5).

The fundamental parameters found by Overbeek et al.
(2017), using PARSEC isochrones (their table 1), resulted:
(m − M)0 = 11.61 ± 0.21 mag, log t= 8.90 ± 0.13 and
E(B−V ) = 0.82 ± 0.09 mag. Considering the fiducial mem-
bers, they found an average cluster metallicity of [Fe/H] =
0.14 ± 0.03 dex, with a typical stellar error of 0.10 dex in
[Fe/H] (as measured from high-resolution spectra obtained
with the UVES spectrograph). We can see that our results
are consistent with the literature ones, considering uncer-
tainties.

Lynga 9

Before Bonatto & Bica (2007), Lynga 9 was identified as
an asterism by Carraro et al. (2005), based on photometric
BV I data. They applied a decontamination method which
consists on subtracting CMDs constructed for cluster and
control field (same area) stars. For each star in the field re-
gion, their method identifies the closest cluster star in terms
of magnitude and colour index and removes it from the clus-
ter CMD.

Since Lynga 9 is projected against a highly populated
background, their method resulted in almost all stars be-
ing removed from their sample. Only a small group, which
resembles a red clump, is present in their decontaminated
CMDs (figures 11 and 12 of Carraro et al. 2005). No proem-
inent main sequence is present, as would be expected in the
case of a real stellar aggregate, considering the completeness
level of their photometry. Therefore, Carraro et al.’s (2005)
results point out the presence of a possible asterism.

Contrarily to their conclusions, the decontaminated
CMD obtained in the present paper for Lynga 9 (Fig. 4)
exhibit clear sequences of a ∼ 1 Gyr cluster with subsolar
metallicity ([Fe/H] ∼ −0.1). The concentration of its mem-
ber stars on the VPD (Fig. 5) and $ versus Gmagnitude
plot (Fig. 6) is also characteristic of a genuine OC. Our
main conclusion regarding the physical nature of Lynga 9 is
in agreement with Bonatto & Bica (2007).

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 The investigated sample in the Milky Way
context

Fig. 9 shows the RG and ages for our complete investigated
sample of 65 objects (27 analysed in Paper I and 38 in the
present work). Our RG values vary from ∼6 to 13 kpc and
clusters ages vary from 10 Myr to ∼ 5 Gyr. Different sym-
bols represent different RG bins, separated by the horizontal
dashed lines in this Figure. Symbol sizes are proportional
to log t. Colours were attributed according to the clusters
evolutionary stage, as determined by the dynamical ratio
τdyn=age/tcr, following the scheme indicated by the colour-
bar in the top of Fig. 9: darker colours for dynamically
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Figure 9. Galactocentric distance versus age for the our com-

plete sample of 65 OCs. Symbol colours were given according
to the clusters evolutionary stage (see text for details), as indi-

cated by the colourbar. Symbol sizes are proportional to log t.

The green symbols represent the OCs Herschel 1 and Lynga 2, for
which no rc and rhm could be derived in Paper I. The horizontal

dashed lines are plotted for reference. The coloured boxes iden-
tify 7 groups (black, red, yellow, dark green, light green, dark blue

and light blue rectangles) of coeval OCs with compatible RG.

younger objects and lighter ones for those dynamically older
OCs.

The crossing time tcr = rhm/σv is the dynamical
timescale for cluster stars to perform an orbit across the
system. σv is the 3D velocity dispersion of member stars,
which was determined from the dispersion in proper motions
(Table 1) assuming that velocity components relative to each
cluster centre are isotropically distributed. Based on this as-
sumption, σv =

√
3/2σµ, where σµ is the dispersion of the

projected angular velocities µ =
√
µ2
αcos2 δ + µ2

δ. We have
employed the procedure described in Sagar & Bhatt (1989)
and in section 4 of van Altena (2013) to properly take into
account the uncertainties in the proper motion components
when deriving σµ. The coloured rectangles in Fig. 9 delimit
groups of coeval OCs with compatible RG values, which will
be employed in the following discussions.

Fig. 10, panel (a), exhibits the location of our investi-
gated OCs along the Galactic plane. The position of the Sun
is indicated and the solar circle is represented by the dashed
line, together with the schematic representation of the spi-
ral arms (Vallée 2008). As in DAML02 catalogue (whose
OCs are plotted as small grey circles), most of our sample
is located close to the Sagittarius and Perseus arms or in
the interarm region. Panel (b) exhibits their distance per-
pendicularly to the Galactic plane (|Z|) as function of age.
Twenty-eight investigated OCs (∼ 43% of our sample) are
located within the vertical scale-height of 60 pc (Bonatto
et al. 2006); 10 OCs (∼ 15%) are located at vertical dis-
tances between 60−100 pc and 27 (∼ 42%) of them are more
than 100 pc (and less than ∼ 800 pc) distant from the Galac-
tic disc. As expected, there is a general trend in which the
older clusters tend to be located farther away from the disc.

Panel (c) of Fig. 10 exhibits the derived [Fe/H] (Sec-
tion 3.4) plotted as function of RG. Considering uncertain-
ties, most of our [Fe/H] values located within the limits
of the radial gradient derived by Netopil et al. (2016; the
continuous and dashed lines represent, respectively, the fit
and its uncertainties) and the dispersion of our [Fe/H] is
compatible with that exhibited by OCs taken from the lit-
erature (DAML02; grey symbols). The concentration param-
eters (c =log(rt/rc)) are shown in panel (d) of Fig. 10. Com-
pared to OCs taken from the literature (in this panel, the c
values were determined from Kharchenko et al. 2013, since
DAML02 do not provide rt or rc values), our clusters present
low (c ∼ 0.2) to moderately high concentration parameters
(c ∼ 1.0).

5.2 Investigating structural and time-related
parameters

As two-body encounters conduct the cluster internal relax-
ation process, higher mass stars tend to sink towards the
system inner regions while lower mass ones move to the clus-
ter outskirts and are preferentially lost leading to the cluster
evaporation (e.g., Spitzer 1969; Portegies Zwart et al. 2010;
de la Fuente Marcos et al. 2013). Consequently, there are
expected trends relating the core radius (rc) and the dy-
namical ratio τdyn.

In this sense, the larger the τdyn, the more the cluster
age surpasses tcr and thus the more dynamically evolved a
system is. In Fig. 11, panel (a), we can see a general anticor-
relation between rc and τdyn. Most of our data are confined
between the dashed lines, which were plotted just to guide
the eye. There is an apparent shrinking of rc for the more
dynamically evolved clusters regardless the Galactocentric
distance, which is expected if the evolution is dominated by
the internal relaxation process (e.g., Heggie & Hut 2003).

In this context, panel (b) of Fig. 11 exhibits part of
our complete sample divided in 7 groups containing coeval
systems sharing nearly the same RG. Symbol colours in
this panel were given according to the groups highlighted
in Fig. 9. For groups of clusters located at compatible RG,
and thus subject to almost the same external tidal field, we
can note that the data dispersion in Fig. 11, panel (b), is
related to the clusters ages. For example, the black group is
composed by dynamically younger clusters compared to the
dark blue group. Similar statements can be drawn for the
4 groups located at 〈RG〉 = 9.7 ± 0.4 (1σ) kpc (Fig. 9): the
dark and light green groups are less evolved than the red
and yellow ones.

In this same panel, comparisons between groups of al-
most the same age, but located at different RG, allow some
insights regarding the role of the Galactic tidal field on the
cluster’s internal structure. Despite the considerable differ-
ences in RG, there is not a clear distinction in the disper-
sion of rc values between the black and light green groups,
for which 〈log t〉 = 8.1 ± 0.2 (1σ) (Fig. 9). The yellow, red,
dark and light blue groups have reasonably comparable ages:
〈log t〉 = 8.9±0.2 (1σ). We can note that their data in panel
(b) are not clearly segregated according to their RG. The
range in rc covered by the light blue, red and yellow groups
is almost the same (except for Collinder 110, which is part
of the red group and presents rc ∼ 6.3 pc), even with a dif-
ference in RG of ∼ 2 kpc among them. It is possible to state
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Figure 10. Panel (a): Position of the investigated OCs along the Galactic plane. The schematic position of the spiral arms, together
with their identifiers, were obtained from Vallée (2008). Colours are given according to the OCs dynamical stages (see text for details):
darker colours for dynamically younger objects and lighter for more evolved ones. The location of the Sun (RG∼ 8 kpc) and the solar

circle are identified. Small grey symbols are OCs taken from the DAML02 catalogue. Panel (b): Vertical distance to the Galactic disc
versus age plot. Panel (c): Metallicity versus RG plot. The continuous and dashed lines represent, respectively, the radial metallicty

gradient and its uncertainty as derived by Netopil et al. (2016). Panel (d): Concentration parameter (c = log (rt/rc)) versus age plot.

The grey symbols represent OCs taken from Kharchenko et al. (2013).

that, in fact, the anticorrelation between rc and τdyn pre-
sented in panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 11 is mainly consequence
of internal interactions.

Complementary to the above statements, we can not
completely disregard that the Galactic tidal field could also
play a role. OCs in the dark blue group (panel (b) of Fig. 11)
tend to have smaller rc values (rc . 1.3 pc). These ob-
jects are among the more evolved ones in our sample and,
since they are subject to more intense tidal stresses (Fig. 9),
their more compact internal structures favour their sur-
vival against tidal disruption. Compared to this group, other
groups with compatible ages (that is, the red, yellow and
light blue groups; Fig. 9) are located at larger RG and there-
fore the internal interactions can lead these OCs to relax
their central stellar content across larger rc without being
tidally disrupted. This is the case of Collinder 110, which is

located at a relatively large RG (∼ 9.8 kpc). Additionally we
can infer that, within each group of coeval OCs highlighted
in panel (b), differences in the dynamical states among OCs
may be due to different initial conditions at clusters forma-
tion.

Panel (c) of Fig. 11 shows that the concentration pa-
rameter for the investigated sample is negatively correlated
with the rhm/rt ratio. We can note that the more compact
systems (larger c) are less influenced by the external tidal
field (smaller rhm/rt), that is, less subject to disruption due
to tidal effects. In turn, panel (d) of Fig. 11 allows to verify
how the rhm/rt ratio is affected by the strength of the exter-
nal tidal field. Although there is not a clear trend between
the plotted quantities, the rhm/rt values are less dispersed
for cluster located at RG . 9 kpc compared to those at larger
RG. The position of the black open stars in the plot and the
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Figure 11. Panel (a): rc versus logarithmic τdyn. The dashed lines were plotted just for reference. The colour scale for the symbols

was constructed according to the cluster’s dynamical ratio. The numerical values in the colourbar indicate log (τdyn). Panel (b): same as
panel (a), but showing the groups of coeval OCs delimited in Fig. 9. Panel (c): Concentration parameter versus rhm/rt plot. Panel (d):
rhm/rt as function of Galactocentric distance. The vertical position of the open black stars and the associated uncertainties represent,

respectively, the mean and dispersion (1σ) of the rhm/rt ratios for 3 regions: RG 6 7 kpc, 7 < RG (kpc) 6 9 and RG > 9 kpc. The
encircled symbols (see text for details) represent the OCs NGC 5617, Trumpler 22 (both with rhm/rt ∼ 0.7) and Pismis 19 (rhm/rt ∼ 0.3).

associated error bars correspond, respectively, to the mean
and standard deviation of rhm/rt ratios for OCs in three RG
bins: RG 6 7 kpc, 7 < RG (kpc) 6 9 and RG > 9 kpc. Since
OCs located in the larger RG bin are subject to less intense
external gravitational forces, their internal stellar content
can be distributed across larger fractions of rt without be-
ing tidally disrupted, which explains their larger dispersion
in the plot. On the other side, smaller rhm/rt values favour
the survival of clusters located closer to the Galactic centre,
since they are subject to a more intense gravitational field.
Similar statements were drawn in Paper I, but with a less
robust OCs sample.

The OCs NGC 5617 and Trumpler 22 (marked with light
blue circles at rhm/rt ∼ 0.7 in panel (d) of Fig. 11) seem
to contradict these findings, since they present considerably
larger rhm/rt ratios compared to the bulk of clusters lo-
cated at RG 6 7 kpc. However, these two clusters consti-

tute a probable binary system (de La Fuente Marcos & de
La Fuente Marcos 2009) and therefore have been excluded
from the calculation of the mean rhm/rt for clusters with
RG < 7 kpc. The close gravitational interactions between
these 2 objects may have perturbed their internal structures,
thus leading to larger rhm/rt. Pismis 19 (highlighted in panel
(d) at rhm/rt ∼ 0.3) is also projected in the same area of the
above two OCs but is probably not in close gravitational in-
teraction with them. It is in a considerably more evolved
dynamical state than the other two (log (τdyn,P19)=3.2;
log (τdyn,N5617)=1.6; log (τdyn,Tr22)=1.5), presenting a much
more compact internal structure. Our results have confirmed
that NGC 5617 and Trumpler 22 present almost the same
heliocentric distance, age, reddening and metallicity, thus
suggesting a common origin. In turn, Pismis 19 was found
to be a background object subjected to a considerable larger
interstellar reddening. See Appendix A for further details.
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Figure 12. Panel (a): same as panel (d) of Fig. 11, but showing the groups of coeval OCs delimited in Fig. 9. The filled black circles

represent the OCs NGC 5617 and Trumpler 22. Pismis 19 is represented by a filled blue circle. Panel (b): rt versus RG plot. The mean
and dispersion of the rt values for the same RG bins of panel (a) are represented, respectively, by the vertical position of the open black

stars and the corresponding error bars.

The plot in panel (a) of Fig. 12 is analogous to panel
(d) of Fig. 11, but highlighting only the groups identified in
Fig. 9. For groups of clusters located at similar RG, there is
no trend between rhm/rt and the clusters ages. For example,
the dispersions of rhm/rt values for the black and dark blue
groups (smaller RG bin; Fig. 9) are similar. Furthermore,
the rhm/rt dispersion for these two groups is very similar to
that presented by clusters of the light blue group (〈RG〉 =
7.8± 0.5 (1σ) kpc). Analogous statements can be drawn for
the 4 groups at RG ∼ 9.7 kpc. Again, their data are not age
segregated along the rhm/rt axis in this plot. These results
imply that, for a given RG, the internal interactions conduct
the OC to relax its stellar content across the allowed volume
in a way that is initially set by the conditions at cluster
formation.

The effect of variations in the Galactic tidal field on the
clusters’ external structure can be inferred from panel (b)
of Fig. 12. Mean rt values have been derived for the same
RG bins employed in panel (d) of Fig. 11. OCs closer to the
Galactic centre (RG < 7 kpc) present smaller and consid-
erably less dispersed rt values compared to other objects.
Their more compact external structures result from the fact
that they are submitted to a stronger Galactic potential. On
average, as found in Paper I, it is seen an increase in the rt as
we move to regions with less intense external gravitational
field.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we investigated the dynamical states of a set
of 65 Galactic OCs: 27 of them were explored in a previous
paper and 38 in the present one. Similar methods were em-
ployed in both studies. Most OCs in our sample are located
at low Galactic latitudes (|b| . 10◦) and typically projected
against dense stellar fields. For each object, the high preci-
sion astrometric and photometric data from the Gaia DR2

catalogue allowed a proper disentanglement between both
cluster and field populations. Our analysis procedure con-
sisted in 3 basic steps: (1) a preliminary analysis, in which
we search for a cluster signature in the VPD, after applying
proper photometric filters to the high quality data; (2) con-
struction of clusters’ RDP, based on proper motions filtered
data, and fit of King’s profile to derive rc and rt. Plummer’s
profile is employed to derive rhm; (3) statistical analysis of
the cluster and control field data in the astrometric space
and construction of decontaminated CMDs.

Theoretical isochrones were fitted with a semiauto-
mated method, in order to determine the OCs’ fundamental
parameters (E(B − V ), (m −M)0, log t and [Fe/H]). Up-
dated lists of member stars were also built. Although there
is a somewhat agreement with previous literature studies,
for some OCs we have found severe discrepancies, which sug-
gests the need of critical review of their parameters. In turn,
regarding more recent works also employing Gaia DR2, we
found consistent results.

The investigated OCs span wide ranges in age
(7.0. log t. 9.7), Galactocentric distances (6.RG (kpc).
13 ) and dynamical ratios (0.7. log (τdyn) . 3.6). The joint
analysis of structural and time-related parameters revealed
that the core radius tend to decrease with τdyn. We noted a
convergence towards smaller rc values for dynamically older
OCs. Comparisons between groups of OCs presenting com-
patible RG and similar ages suggest that the anticorrelation
between rc and τdyn is determined by internal forces and
modulated by the external tidal field.

The anticorrelation between the concentration param-
eter (c) and the rhm/rt ratio denotes that OCs with more
compact structures (i.e., larger c values) tend to suffer less
intense episodes of mass loss due to tidal effects, as inferred
from their smaller rhm/rt ratios. In turn, the rhm/rt ratio
does not present noticeable trends with RG, but its disper-
sion is greater for those OCs located at RG > 9 kpc. Among
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the studied sample, we only found rhm/rt > 0.5 for OCs
in this RG interval (except for NGC 5617 and Trumpler 22,
which form a probable physical binary). Since these systems
are subject to less tidal stresses due to the Galactic grav-
itational field, the internal processes can drive stars to oc-
cupy larger fractions of rt without the clusters being tidally
dirupted. In this context, differences found among objects
that share almost the same age and RG show that the initial
conditions at clusters formation (e.g., initial mass function,
mass profile, velocities dispersion, etc) also play a role.

Unlike the clusters’ core, their external structure is more
affected by the external gravitational potential. Clusters at
RG < 7 kpc present significantly smaller and less dispersed
rt values. On average, rt increases with RG. This result is
physically consistent, as clusters subject to weaker exter-
nal tidal fields can extend their gravitational influence over
greater distances compared to OCs closer to the Galactic
centre.

The high precision and spatial coverage of data from
the Gaia mission allows the proper characterization of an
increasingly large number of Galactic OCs. This way, we
can expect sucessively better observational inputs to evolu-
tionary models dedicated to trace a more precise scenario
for the OCs evolution.
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L., Balaguer-Núnez L., Soubiran C., Brouillet N., 2018a,
A&A, 615, A49

Carraro G., Chiosi C., 1994, A&A, 288, 751
Carraro G., Janes K. A., Costa E., Méndez R. A., 2006,
MNRAS, 368, 1078

Carraro G., Janes K. A., Eastman J. D., 2005, MNRAS,
364, 179

Castro-Ginard A., Jordi C., Luri X., Álvarez Cid-Fuentes
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2020, A&A, 635, A45

Castro-Ginard A., Jordi C., Luri X., Julbe F., Morvan M.,
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APPENDIX A: INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS ON
SOME STUDIED OCS

We dedicate this Appendix to highlight particular comments
on some OCs: (i) Ruprecht 26, for which we found results
that are discrepant (see Fig. 7) in relation to recent studies;
(ii) NGC 5617, Pismis 19 and Trumpler 22, which may con-
stitute a multiple physical system. Appendix A is available
in the online supplementary material.

APPENDIX B: SUPPLEMENTARY FIGURES

This appendix (available in the online supplementary mate-
rial) contains the whole sets of plots (RDPs, CMDs, VPDs
and $ versus G mag plots) not shown in the main text and
neither in Appendix A.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/ LATEX file prepared
by the author.
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