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ABSTRACT

We present a study of Far Ultraviolet (FUV) bright horizontal branch (HB) stars to understand the peculiarities

seen in the HB sequence of the Globular Cluster NGC 1851, using ground and space based multi-wavelength data.

Optical and UV color magnitude diagrams are used to classify HB stars and their membership from HST and Gaia

DR2 data. The Spectral energy distributions (SEDs) of the hot HB stars located from the core to tidal radii are
constructed. The SEDs reveal that the HB stars near the G-jump show a decrease in the FUV flux when atmospheric

models of cluster metallicity are used for fitting, but a better fit is found with higher metallicity models, as expected

due to atmospheric diffusion. We report on four particularly interesting extreme HB (EHB) stars, two each in inner

and outer regions. We detect a sub-luminous EHB and a “blue-Hook” candidates with temperatures Teff ∼ 25,000

K and 31,000 K, respectively. We found an EHB star (Teff ∼ 17,000 K) with the radius lies between the BHB and
normal EHB stars. The most peculiar of our EHB stars (Teff ∼ 28,000 K) is found to be a photometric binary to a

Blue Straggler star (BSS) (Teff ∼ 7,000 K), which is an important target for spectroscopic study. This discovery of the

candidate EHB+BSS binary system, could help to explain the mass loss in the RGB phase, leading to the formation

of EHB stars.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Globular clusters (GCs) are among the oldest stellar

systems known in our Galaxy, and thus they provide

a unique opportunity to study the late stages of stel-

lar evolution (D’Cruz et al. 2000). GCs host various
stellar populations i.e., Horizontal branch (HB), Post

Asymptotic giant branch (PAGB), and Blue straggler

stars (BSSs), which are bright in UV. The HB stars

are defined from their locus in the theoretical luminos-

ity temperature relationship as these are core helium-
burning stars. The UV wavelength is found to be an

excellent probe to study the HB stars, particularly the

hot end of the HB population and their characteristics

(Rood et al. 1998; Ferraro et al. 1999; Siegel et al. 2014;
Dieball et al. 2017).

There are several discontinuities identified in the HB

sequence of GCs. The appearance of these discontinu-

ities depends on the applied passbands (Brown et al.

2016). Ferraro et al. (1998) first identified the lo-
cation of gaps, which falls at a similar position in

color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) for a set of three

GCs. In terms of temperatures, these discontinu-

ities i.e., the “Grundahl jump” (G-jump) is located
within the blue HB (BHB) sequence at ∼ 11,500 K

(Grundahl et al. 1998, 1999), the “Momany jump” (M-

jump) within the extreme HB (EHB) sequence at ∼
20,000 K (Momany et al. 2002, 2004) and the gap be-

tween the EHB and “blue-Hook” stars, spanning ∼
32,000-36,000 K (Brown et al. (2001); Sweigart (1997)).

These features appear to be ubiquitous in the GCs hav-

ing broad distribution in the temperature of HB stars.

Stars that are hotter than the G-jump located in
the BHB exhibit enhanced metal abundances through

the process of atomic diffusion, i.e., through radiative

levitation & gravitational sedimentation (Brown et al.

2017; Moehler et al. 1999, 2000; Pace et al. 2006; Behr

2003). These BHB stars have lower surface gravities
than expected from canonical HB models (Moehler

2001). The stellar evolution models developed by

Michaud et al. (2007), which includes atomic diffusion,

have shown good agreement with the observed abun-
dance patterns found in BHB stars. Sweigart (2002)

and Cassisi & Salaris (2013) found that the onset of ra-

diative levitation and the appearance of G-jump in BHB

stars, may be due to disappearance of surface convection

from He I ionization zone at temperatures hotter than ∼
12,000 K. However, they also suggested other processes,

like rotation and turbulence, as the surface convection

could not be the only factor responsible for suppressing

atomic diffusion in stars redder than G-jump. In the
context of M-jump, Brown et al. (2017) found that this

feature (∼ 18,000 K) is mainly due to the changes in

the atmospheric Fe abundance. To study the observed

discontinuities in the HB sequence, the UV observa-

tions of these stars play a very important role, since

optical colors become degenerate at the temperatures of
EHB stars (Brown et al. 2016, 2001, 2010; D’Cruz et al.

2000; Dalessandro et al. 2008; Dieball et al. 2009). UV

observations of GCs have also revealed another inter-

esting set of stellar populations, i.e., subluminous EHB

stars. They were first observed in massive GC ω Cen
by D’Cruz et al. (1996) & D’Cruz et al. (2000) . Their

evolution cannot be explained using canonical stellar

evolutionary theory. They are proposed to have formed

via a delayed helium-core flash due to high mass loss
during RGB phase (D’Cruz et al. 1996). The surface

chemical composition changes induced by He-flash mix-

ing modify the star’s emergent spectral energy distri-

bution (SED), and therefore these objects appear as

sub-luminous objects in FUV CMD.
BSSs, on the other hand are defined from their loca-

tion in the optical CMD, where it appears as an extrapo-

lation of the main sequence (MS). They were first identi-

fied by Sandage (1953) in the outer region of the GC M3.
Several formation mechanisms of BSSs are proposed to

date, but none of them can thoroughly explain the ob-

served features obtained in GC. At present, the main

leading scenarios, are mass transfer between primor-

dial binary companions (McCrea 1964; Zinn & Searle
1976) and the merger of stars induced by collisions

(Hills & Day 1976; Leonard 1989). Recently, a new

formation channel proposed for twin BSSs formed in

compact binary system (Zwart & Leigh 2019), which in-
volves mass transfer via a circumbinary disk from an

evolved outer tertiary companion.

To study the particular UV-bright (EHB, blue-Hook,

and BSS) stars, UVIT/AstroSat observations are very

useful. UVIT/AstroSat study of the GCs NGC 1851 and
NGC 288 by Subramaniam et al. (2017) and Sahu et al.

(2019a), respectively, have shown the importance of

UVIT/AstroSat in understanding the HB morphology of

the GCs. UVIT/AstroSat observations have also been
beneficial in detecting hot companions to BSSs. White

Dwarf (WD) companions to BSSs in M67 (Jadhav et al.

2019; Sindhu et al. 2019) and a PAGB/HB companion

to a BSS in NGC 188 Subramaniam et al. (2016a) were

found using UVIT observations in multiple filters and
supported by SED analysis. Also, Sahu et al. (2019b),

detected a WD companion to a BSS in the outskirts of

the GC NGC 5466.

In this paper, we present the study of FUV bright
HB stars in the GC NGC 1851 from core (rc ∼ 5.′′4)

to the tidal radius (rt ∼ 6.′5). NGC 1851 (αJ2000 =

5h 14m 6s.76, δJ2000 = −40◦ 2′ 47.′′6; l = 244.◦51, b
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= −35.◦03) 1 (Harris 1996) is located at a distance

of 12.1 kpc from the Sun. This is a high density

globular cluster and has an intermediate metallicity

([Fe/H] = −1.18). Subramaniam et al. (2017) presented
the first UV CMDs of the cluster NGC 1851 using

UVIT/AstroSat telescope, whereas the membership es-

timations of the populations were not available. Our

aim is to provide a proper motion cleaned UV and Op-

tical CMDs covering the entire cluster region and derive
the properties of HB stars in the cluster.

The paper is arranged as follows: Sections 2 outlines

the data used and reduction, the membership probabil-

ity estimation in Section 3, UV CMDs, and the results
obtained through SED analysis in Section 4, followed by

discussion, summary, and conclusions in Sections 5 and

6.

2. DATA USED AND REDUCTION

2.1. The data sets

To study the FUV bright HB stars in NGC 1851, we
use the multi-wavelength space and ground based data

sets to cover the entire cluster extension (r ∼ rt), as

shown in Figure 1.

In the dense central region of the cluster (r ≤ 80′′),

we use the HST data in the astro-photometric catalog
Nardiello et al. (2018), a part of HST UV Legacy Sur-

vey of Galactic Globular Cluster. In this catalog, the

data set in F275W, F336W and F438W filters were

observed through WFC3/UVIS channel, while the data
set in F606W and F814W filters come from ACS/WFC

channel (Piotto et al. 2015). The catalog also contains

the membership information of all the stars common

to WFC3/UVIS and ACS/WFC field of view (FOV),

which defines the circular HST region considered for
the present analysis. The Far-UV (FUV) and Near-

UV (NUV) data used for the analysis are obtained from

the UVIT instrument on-board the AstroSat satellite.

UVIT/AstroSat is primarily an imaging instrument that
consists of twin 38 cm telescopes. It provides imaging in

FUV channel (130-180 nm) and NUV channel (200-300

nm) simultaneously with a circular field of view ∼ 28′.

The angular resolution of UVIT/AstroSat is < 1.′′8 in

the FUV and NUV channels. The details of instrument
and calibration are described in Subramaniam et al.

(2016b); Tandon et al. (2017). For this cluster, the

observations were performed in three filters: F148W,

F169M, and N279N, as a part of Performance Verifi-
cation (PV) phase during 19th-21st March 2016. The

1 http://physwww.physics.mcmaster.ca/~harris/mwGC.dat

details of data acquisition and reduction procedures are

provided in Subramaniam et al. (2017).

Figure 1. The map showing the distribution of stars in the
entire cluster region. The map shown in the top right panel
contains the central crowded HST region common to both
the WFC3 and ACS FOV. The map in the center-left is plot-
ted for the stars common to UVIT/AstroSat, UVOT/Swift,
Stetson’s photometry, and GAIA DR2, and it extends from
inner HST region up to the tidal radius.

Apart from the availability of N279N filter from the

UVIT/AstroSat, we need more data sets in the NUV
region to fit the UV part of the spectra of HB stars.

Therefore, for the complimentary UV data in the outer

region (80′′ ≤ r ≤ rt), we used the Ultraviolet/Optical

Telescope (UVOT) data. UVOT/Swift is a modified
Richey-Chretien telescope on-board Swift spacecraft. It

provides a FOV of about 17′ × 17′ with an angular res-

olution of 2.′′3. UVOT/Swift consists of broadband ul-

traviolet (uvw1, uvm2, and uvw2) filters (Roming et al.

2005; Poole et al. 2007). UVOT/swift data reduction of
the cluster is described in the following subsection.

The detailed log of observations from UVIT/AstroSat

and UVOT/Swift with the information of filters and ex-

posure times are listed in Table 1.
To cover the optical wavelength in the outer re-

gion, we used the Stetson’s UBVRI photometric cat-

alog (Stetson et al. 2019). We used Gaia DR2 data to

compute the membership of stars located in the regions

http://physwww.physics.mcmaster.ca/~harris/mwGC.dat
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Table 1. Description of the UVIT/AstroSat and
UVOT/Swift data sets, with the details of central wave-
length, FWHM and exposure times, respectively.

Filter Central Wavelength FWHM Exp Time

Å Å Ks

UVIT/AstroSat

F148W 1481 500 6.98

F169M 1608 290 5.27

N279N 2792 90 12.23

UVOT/Swift

uvw1 2600 693 1.25

uvm2 2246 498 4.31

uvw2 1928 657 2.15

outside the HST region. The procedure of membership

determination is described in the following subsection.

2.2. The data reduction and calibration of

UVOT/Swift data sets

We obtained the raw and pipeline processed data from

the HEASARC archive2. These include the exposure

maps, auxiliary spacecraft data, and the target’s pro-
cessed images, which are geometrically corrected for sky

coordinates. For reducing the UVOT/Swift data, we

followed the procedure described in Siegel et al. (2014).

We generated large scale sensitivity (LSS) maps for
individual frames using the UVOTSKYLSS task. These

frames were combined into a single multi-extension file

using the FAPPEND task. We then used UVOTIMSUM

to combine and generate a single image for each filter

and their corresponding sensitivity and exposure map
images.

We performed PSF photometry using DAOPHOT

software developed by Stetson (1987). To perform

PSF photometry, we selected bright and isolated stars
across the FOV to obtain the PSF characteristics for the

UVOT/Swift images. The PSF fit errors in photometry

as a function of magnitudes are plotted in Figure 2. To

determine the aperture correction, we also performed

aperture photometry using aperture radius of 5.′′0.
To calibrate the instrumental magnitudes, we first ap-

plied the aperture correction to PSF magnitudes. The

aperture corrected magnitudes are converted to count

rates. Background subtraction on the count rates was
performed using the UVOTSOURCE task for an aper-

2 https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/W3Browse/w3browse.pl

Figure 2. Photometric errors as a function of magnitudes
are plotted for the UVOT/Swift filters available for NGC
1851.

ture of 5.′′0 in the background region of the combined

UVOT/Swift images.

We corrected the raw count rates obtained after back-
ground subtraction to the coincidence loss and the LSS

using the LSS map. Finally, we converted the corrected

count rates to the VEGA MAG photometry system us-

ing the zero-point corrections taken from Breeveld et al.
(2010).

3. MEMBERSHIP PROBABILITY AND
SELECTION OF MEMBERS

To select the genuine members of the cluster for

further analysis, we used the membership probability

information given in the astro-photometric catalog of

Nardiello et al. (2018) for the HST region. We have used
Gaia DR2 proper motion data to obtain the member-

ship probability of stars in the outer region. Thus, we

have the membership probability for stars in the entire

cluster region (r ∼ rt), which is used for the selection of

genuine cluster members (Singh & Yadav 2018).
The Gaia DR2 catalog provides the photometric and

astrometric information for all the stars up to G ∼ 21

mag (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016, 2018a). To derive

the membership information of all the stars in the outer
region, we adopted the method described in Sanders

(1971) based on the maximum likelihood principle.

The vector point diagrams (VPDs) and correspond-

ing Gaia CMDs for all the stars lying in the outer re-

https://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/cgi-bin/W3Browse/w3browse.pl
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Figure 3. The VPDs and their corresponding CMDs of all
stars, cluster members, and field stars are plotted (from left
to right). The criteria for membership estimation is shown
by a circle of radius 1.5 mas/yr. We have considered only the
stars with good astrometric measurements i.e., with nper >
8 and nal > 120 for membership estimation.

gion are shown in Figure 3. By considering the values

estimated from Gaia Collaboration et al. (2018b) as the
initial guess, we have taken the centers of the cluster

distribution at (2.13, −0.62) mas/yr. As shown in the

middle panel, the membership selection criteria of ra-

dius 1.5 mas/yr in the VPD, is used for obtaining the
distribution function for cluster and field members.

To derive the membership probability, we estimate

the frequency distribution of cluster stars (φν
c ) and field

stars (φν
f ). The frequency distribution function for the

ith star of a cluster and the field can be written as fol-

lows:

φν
c =

1

2π
√
(σ2

c + ǫ2xi)(σ
2
c + ǫ2yi)

× exp

{

−
1

2

[

(µxi − µxc)
2

σ2
c + ǫ2xi

+
(µyi − µyc)

2

σ2
c + ǫ2yi

]}

(1)

φν
f =

1

2π
√
(1− γ2)

√
(σ2

xf + ǫ2xi)(σ
2

yf + ǫ2yi)
exp

{

−
1

2(1− γ2)
[

(µxi − µxf )
2

σ2

xf + ǫ2xi
−
2γ(µxi − µxf )(µyi − µyf )√

(σ2

xf + ǫ2xi)(σ
2

yf + ǫ2yi)
+
(µyi − µyf )

2

σ2

yf + ǫ2yi

]}

(2)

where µxi and µyi represent the proper motions of the

ith star. The µxc and µyc denotes the cluster’s proper

motion center, µxf and µyf denotes the field proper mo-
tion center, ǫxi and ǫyi are the observed errors in proper

motion components, γ is the correlation coefficient, σc

is the cluster intrinsic proper motion dispersion, while

σxf and σyf represents the field intrinsic proper motion

dispersion.
The value of γ can be calculated as

γ =
(µxi − µxf )(µyi − µyf )

σxfσyf

(3)

Figure 4. The membership estimation for the stars lying
in the outer region is shown in the histogram plot. The plot
shows that most of the stars have membership probability P

> 80 %.

To obtain the distribution function φν
c and φν

f , we con-

sidered the stars with error in proper motion better than

1 mas/yr. For, good astrometric measurements, we con-

sidered stars with nper > 8 and nal > 120, as described
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in Kim et al. (2019), where, “nper” is the number of visi-

bility periods used in the Astrometric solution and “nal”

is the total number of observations. We obtain the mean

and standard deviations of the cluster distribution to be
µxc = 2.134 mas/yr and µyc = −0.612 mas/yr, with σc

= 0.35 mas/yr. For field stars, we obtained the centers

to be µxf = 3.25 mas/yr , µyf = 1.13 mas/yr, σxf =

6.15 mas/yr and σyf = 8.48 mas/yr.

To obtain the distribution of stars, we use

φ = ncφ
ν
c + nfφ

ν
f (4)

where nc and nf are the normalized number of stars

found for cluster and field (nc + nf = 1). Hence, the
membership probability for ith star is given by

Pµ(i) =
φc(i)

φ(i)
(5)

Figure 4 shows the histogram of membership proba-

bility estimated using the Gaia DR2 catalog for all the

stars lying in the outer region is plotted. The histogram

shows that most of the stars have membership probabil-

ity P > 80 %. The total number of stars in the outer
region having membership probability P > 80 % and

with proper astrometric measurements was found to be

∼ 1,106.

We combined the HST and Gaia data for obtaining
the membership catalog of all the stars in the entire

cluster region. For further analysis, we have considered

only stars with a membership probability P > 80 % as

genuine members for the entire cluster region.

4. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

To select the FUV bright HB stars located in the in-

ner region (rc ≤ r ≤ 80′′), we have cross-matched the

UVIT/AstroSat data with HST photometry data. We

have excluded the dense core region (r ≤ rc) of the
cluster to avoid multiple cross-match in the HST re-

gion. To obtain a catalog of FUV bright HB stars in

the outer region (80′′ < r ≤ rt), we have cross-matched

the UVIT/AstroSat photometry with the UVOT/Swift

photometry along with XMM/OM (Page et al. 2012)
and GALEX data (Bianchi et al. 2011) within 2′′. We

then cross-matched the UV catalog with the Stetson’s

UV BRI photometry, C, T1 and T2 filters from the

Washington telescope (Cummings et al. 2014), and J,
K photometry by Cohen et al. (2015) within 2′′, to get

a final catalog of FUV bright HB stars, extending from

UV to IR wavelengths for both the inner and outer re-

gion. In this way, we have a full sample of HB stars

extending from the core radius (rc) to the tidal radius

(rt) of the cluster. The main aim of the present study

is to estimate the FUV bright HB stars’ parameters by

fitting their SEDs with theoretical spectra.

4.1. UV CMD of NGC 1851 in the inner region

We have plotted the UV-optical color-magnitude di-

agram (CMD) (mF275W , (mF275W - mF438W )) of the

cluster NGC 1851 using HST filters, as shown in Figure

5. We found a sample of the RHB and BHB population

along with two EHB stars in the inner region. The stars
selected from the inner region (rc ≤ r ≤ 80′′) shown

with blue dots will be used in further analysis. We have

avoided the central core region due to the large crowding

of the stars.
The UV CMD is fitted with the HB model generated

using the updated Bag of Stellar Tracks and Isochrones

(BaSTI-IAC3, Hidalgo et al. (2018) ). The BaSTI-IAC

isochrone shown in Figures 5-8 is generated for a metal-

licity of [Fe/H] = −1.2 dex (Kunder et al. 2013), a dis-
tance modulus of 15.47 mag and an assumed age of 10

Gyr (Cassisi et al. 2008). The HB model includes the

ZAHB and POST-ZAHB evolutionary tracks with the

core mass ranging from 0.492M⊙ to 0.800M⊙. The HB
model includes diffusion and is generated for a metallic-

ity of [Fe/H] = −1.2 dex.

4.2. Morphology and selection of HB stars in the inner

region

To classify the HB stars into various subgroups

within HB, we used the color-color plane (CCP)
(CF275W,F336W,F438W versus (mF275W − mF438W )) de-

fined by Milone et al. (2013), whereCF275W,F336W,F438W

= (mF275W − mF336W ) − (mF336W − mF438W ). We

prefer to use CCP as a primary selection criteria to

understand the peculiarities in the HB sequence, since
the discontinuities present in the HB morphology get

amplified in CF275W,F336W,F438W index (Brown et al.

2016).

To understand the HB morphology of NGC 1851, we
have taken HB stars of NGC 2808 as a reference as con-

sidered by Brown et al. (2016). NGC 2808 is taken as

a reference because it is known to have a long HB se-

quence (Sosin et al. 1997; Bedin et al. 2000). We plot-

ted the HB stars of the cluster NGC 1851 and NGC
2808 with black and cyan colors, respectively, in the

upper panel of Figure 6. We used Cpeak as a reference

point to match the CCP of the two clusters as described

in Brown et al. (2016). The corresponding shift in the
Cpeak of the two clusters was found to be (0.30, 0.045)

3 http://basti-iac.oa-abruzzo.inaf.it/hbmodels.html

http://basti-iac.oa-abruzzo.inaf.it/hbmodels.html
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Figure 5. The UV CMD (mF275W , (mF275W - mF438W )) of
the cluster NGC 1851 is plotted. The HB stars used in our
analysis are shown with blue dots. These stars are located
in the inner region (rc ≤ r ≤ 80′′).

along the two axes of the CCP. Therefore, we applied

this shift to overplot the CCP of NGC 1851 on the CCP

of the cluster NGC 2808. We marked the positions of

discontinuities in the CCP as follows: the G-jump (∼
11,500 K), the M-jump (∼ 20,000 K), along with Cpeak

(∼ 8,600 K) (Brown et al. 2016) and shown with dotted

lines in the lower panel of Figure 6.

To understand the UV emission properties of the HB

stars around these discontinuities, we divided the CCP
into three regions based on their temperatures;

1. Region A: This includes the HB stars located be-

tween Cpeak and G-jump.

2. Region B: In this, we have selected the HB stars

located between G-jump and M-jump.

3. Region C: This includes the stars that are located

after M-jump.

The HB stars selected from these three regions A, B, C

from CCP, as shown in the lower panel of Figure 6, are

marked as blue circles, pink triangles, and red square,
respectively.

Going through the definition of Brown et al. (2016),

we define the stars hotter than the RR Lyrae instability

strip (∼ 8,000 K) and cooler than ∼ 20,000 K as BHB

Figure 6. The color-color plane (CCP) of NGC 1851 and
the cluster NGC 2808 are plotted in the upper panel. The
lower panel shows the color-color plane of NGC 1851 is over-
plotted on CCP of the HB stars of the cluster NGC 2808 by
applying a shift of (0.30, 0.045). The positions of Cpeak, G-
jump and M-jump are located at 8, 500 K, 11, 500 K, and
20, 000 K respectively. The stars located in Region A, B and
C are marked with blue circles, pink triangles and red square,
respectively. The CCP is fitted with the BASTI-IAC model,
show deviation for the stars located in the Region B.

stars and stars that are hotter than 20,000 K are EHB

stars.

In the lower panel of Figure 6, we have fitted the
BASTI-IAC model (Hidalgo et al. 2018).

There is an observed deviation from canonical HB

model in CF275W,F336W,F438W index in the color range

−1.2 < (mF275W -mF438W ) < −0.2. Stars located near

(mF275W −mF438W ) ≥ −1.8 mag, define the canonical
end of the EHB stars. We can also classify them as blue-

Hook stars if they fall within 1.0 < CF275W,F336W,F438W

< 1.3 mag and −2.4 < (mF275W −mF438W ) < −1.9 mag

in the CCP.
In Region A, since BHB stars are cooler than ∼ 11,500

K, they are not subjected to atomic diffusion. The BHB

stars located in Region B, are basically stars which have

undergone atomic diffusion, while the stars located in

the Region C are EHB stars or blue-hook stars depend-
ing upon their location around the gap region. We will

use this classification to understand the UV properties

of these HB stars and the fitting parameters obtained

by fitting their corresponding SEDs.
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4.3. UV-Optical CMDs of the FUV bright HB stars

To select the FUV bright HB stars from both the inner

(rc ≤ r ≤ 80′′) and outer region (80′′ < r ≤ rt), we have

considered the UVIT/AstroSat filters, which is common

to both the region.
Hence we created UV and UV-optical CMDs of the

FUV bright HB stars located in both the regions. We

have transformed the F606W magnitude to Johnson V

magnitude available in the Stetson’s catalog, using the

relationship given by Sirianni et al. (2005).

Figure 7. The UV CMD plots (mFUV , (mFUV - mV ) &
mNUV , (mNUV - mV )) of FUV bright HB stars located in
both the inner and outer region are shown by filled and open
symbols, respectively. The BASTI-IAC fits well the hot BHB
sequence, where diffusion and mass loss are more prominent.
However, EHB-1 and EHB-1 show significant deviation from
the BAST-IAC model. Please see the location of EHB-4 star
in Figure 8.

In Figure 7, we plot the FUV-Optical (mF148W ,

(mF148W - mV )) and NUV-Optical (mN279N , (mN279N

- mV )) CMDs of FUV bright HB stars found in both

the regions. Stars that are selected from the inner re-
gion using CCP are plotted in the CMDs along with

HB stars located in the outer region, which are shown

as filled and open symbols, respectively.

Stars that are located after the G-jump and are found
in the region B of the CCP, are shown as pink trian-

gles in the NUV-optical CMD, these are mentioned as

BHBd stars for the rest of this paper. Also, the stars lo-

cated following the canonical BHB sequence are shown

Figure 8. The UV-Optical (muvw1 - mV ) and Optical (mV

- mI) CMD of the FUV bright HB stars located in the outer
region. Few of the BHBd stars are bright in the UV-Optical
CMD plotted in the left panel, and they are also relatively
bright in FUV and NUV, as can be seen in UV CMDs of
Figure 7 as well. The location of EHB-4 star in the optical
CMD lies in the BSS sequence (shown with cyan color) in
the right panel, while in the UV CMD, the location of this
star shifts towards the hot end of the HB sequence in the
left panel.

by blue dots. The stars located in the hot end of the

HB sequence are shown by red squares. We have plot-

ted the theoretical isochrones, which are generated using
the BaSTI-IAC models (Hidalgo et al. 2018).

We plotted the NUV-optical (muvw1, (muvw1 −mV ))

CMD and Optical (mV , (mV - mI)) CMD for the FUV

bright stars in the outer region in Figure 8. We also
plotted the BSSs found in the outer region to under-

stand their position with respect to the EHB stars in

the respective CMDs.

In total, we found 71 BHB, 22 BHBd stars from

both the inner and outer regions. The BHB and
BHBd stars found in our study matches with the

study previously done by Subramaniam et al. (2017).

We also detected four EHB stars that were not re-

ported previously. The reason for not detecting these
EHB stars previously was the selection criteria used by

Subramaniam et al. (2017), to minimize the field star

contamination. Thanks to Gaia proper motion informa-

tion, we can now confirm their membership. We have

also checked for cross-match of these FUV sources in
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Figure 9. The location of EHB population are plotted in the FUV (F148W) and NUV (N279N) images of the UVIT/AstroSat,
along the left and right panels respectively.

the inner region of the cluster. The location of four
EHB stars in FUV (F148W) and NUV (N279N) images

of UVIT/AstroSat are plotted in Figure 9. The EHB-1

star is located at r ∼ 1.1 rh from the center.

Another FUV bright star is found adjacent to EHB-1.
As we have performed PSF photometry, we are able to

estimate the magnitude of EHB-1 with negligible con-

tamination from the neighbouring star. However, the

other EHB population are isolated FUV sources. The

EHB-2 star which is located in inner region lies at r ∼
2.4 rh. The EHB population (EHB-3 & EHB-4) are lo-

cated in the outer region at r ∼ 4.9 rh and ∼ 8.1 rh,

respectively.

4.4. SED of FUV bright HB Stars

We use SED to obtain the fundamental parame-

ters i.e., the total luminosity (L/L⊙), the effective

temperature (Teff ), and the radius (R/R⊙) of FUV
bright HB stars. We used observed photometric data

to construct the SEDs. The SEDs are fitted us-

ing the Castelli/Kurucz stellar atmospheric models

(Castelli et al. 1997; Castelli & Kurucz 2004). The
Castelli/Kurucz models use ATLAS9 stellar atmo-

spheres and provides Teff in the range of 3500K to

50000K and logg values from 0.0 to 5.0 dex. The

Castelli/Kurucz models are computed for scaled solar

abundances considering LTE with the enhanced α ele-
ment abundances and for various values of metallicities

([Fe/H]) (Castelli & Kurucz 2003). The ATLAS9 code

is consistent with the SYNTHE code, in terms of same

input and numerical approaches used in solving these
codes (Castelli et al. 1997). There are some differences

in the opacity computations in the sense that SYN-

THE code does not include any molecular continuous

opacity while Castelli/Kurucz model considers molec-

ular continuous opacity in their computation of stellar
atmospheric models.

The SEDs are built using a virtual observatory tool,

Virtual Observatory SED analyzer (VOSA) (Bayo et al.

2008). Under the VOSA, synthetic photometric fluxes
are calculated for a theoretical model for each of the

filter transmission curves. To obtain the best fit param-

eters of the SED, VOSA conducts a χ2 minimization

test by comparing the synthetic flux with the observed

flux. The reduced χ2 value can be calculated using the
formula given below.

χ2 =
1

N −Nf

∑

{

(Fo,i −MdFm,i)
2

σ2

o,i

}

(6)

where N and Nf represent the number of photomet-

ric data points and number of free parameters in the

model, respectively. Fo,i and σo,i are the observed flux
and corresponding error, while MdFm,i is model flux of

the star. Md ((R/D)2) denotes the scaling factor cor-

responding to the star with the radius R and distanceD.

To fit the observed SED of the FUV bright HB stars,

we used Castelli/Kurucz stellar atmospheric models in

the wavelength range UV to IR. The free parameters of

the Castelli/Kurucz models are [Fe/H], Teff , and logg.

To fit the SED, we varied the [Fe/H] in the range −2.0
to +0.5.

We plot the SED using UVIT/AstroSat and HST pho-

tometry data sets for the stars located in the inner re-

gion. We plot the SED of the stars in the outer region
for which we get the maximum availability of data points

common to UVIT/AstroSat, UVOT/Swift, XMM/OM,

GALEX, UV BRI, C, T1, T2, and J, K photometric

data points. We therefore obtained a range of data
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points from 7 to 20, covering the wavelength from FUV

to NIR for both the inner and outer region stars.

The SED fit parameters estimated for all the FUV

bright BHB and BHBd stars are listed in Table 2. The
Teff of BHB stars varies from 7,250 K to 11,000 K. The

corresponding values of L/L⊙ and R/R⊙ varies from

34.18 to 50.97 and 1.59 to 4.23, respectively. For, BHBd

star, the Teff estimation varies from 11,000 K to 12,250

K and the corresponding values of L/L⊙ and R/R⊙

varies from 30.38 to 40.72 and 1.22 to 1.71, respectively.

Table 2. SED fit parameters of the FUV bright BHB and BHBd stars
for a varying metallicity. The values of temperatures, radii and lumi-
nosities of the stars derived from the SED fitting are listed in Column
5, 6, and 7 respectively. The number of points considered in fitting the
SED i.e., Nfit, is listed in Column 9.

Star ID RA (J2000) [◦] DEC (J2000) [◦] [Fe/H] Teff [K] R/R⊙ L/L⊙ χ2

reduced Nfit

BHB-1 4 78.478279 -40.046459 -0.5 10,000 ± 500 2.08 ± 0.06 39.09 ± 1.00 10.17 18

BHB-2 4 78.536659 -40.009552 -0.5 10,250 ± 500 1.86 ± 0.05 34.45 ± 0.30 4.64 11

BHB-3 4 78.504776 -40.068920 -1.5 9,500 ± 500 2.31 ± 0.06 39.17 ± 0.51 14.98 11

BHB-4 4 78.565636 -40.039619 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.24 ± 0.06 36.93 ± 0.32 6.49 11

BHB-5 4 78.554604 -40.024544 -0.5 10,250 ± 500 1.79 ± 0.04 31.86 ± 0.39 10.25 11

BHB-6 4 78.495796 -40.018997 -1.5 8,250 ± 500 3.15 ± 0.10 41.63 ± 0.97 8.41 17

BHB-7 4 78.524956 -40.019096 -1.5 8,250 ± 500 3.27 ± 0.10 44.60 ± 0.55 10.74 11

BHB-8 4 78.539978 -40.063988 -1.5 9,500 ± 500 2.33 ± 0.02 39.75 ± 0.23 7.46 8

BHB-9 4 78.503731 -40.039501 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.84 ± 0.08 47.74 ± 0.16 14.70 8

BHB-10 4 78.583763 -40.025261 -0.5 10,750 ± 500 1.66 ± 0.04 33.22 ± 0.85 17.03 18

BHB-11 4 78.571258 -40.069687 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.59 ± 0.04 33.56 ± 0.90 16.04 18

BHB-12 4 78.529327 -40.025394 -1.5 11,000 ± 500 1.61 ± 0.04 34.38 ± 0.21 9.95 8

BHB-13 78.501678 -40.061771 -1.5 7,750 ± 500 3.68 ± 0.13 43.18 ± 1.28 19.61 16

BHB-14 78.433861 -40.146908 -1.5 8,750 ± 500 2.72 ± 0.08 39.10 ± 0.49 16.84 11

BHB-15 78.550217 -40.069916 -1.5 8,250 ± 500 3.24 ± 0.10 43.78 ± 0.93 18.42 18

BHB-16 78.567359 -40.030395 -1.5 8,500 ± 500 3.01 ± 0.09 42.66 ± 0.89 5.76 16

BHB-17 78.510361 -40.022594 -1.5 7,250 ± 500 4.23 ± 0.15 44.75 ± 0.69 5.66 11

BHB-18 78.517273 -40.079132 -1.5 8,750 ± 500 2.81 ± 0.08 41.62 ± 0.45 7.89 11

BHB-19 78.541298 -40.003937 -1.5 7,500 ± 500 3.79 ± 0.13 40.96 ± 0.64 19.19 11

BHB-20 78.504898 -40.031822 -1.5 8,250 ± 500 3.16 ± 0.09 41.79 ± 0.31 10.48 11

BHB-21 78.505676 -40.025120 -1.0 9,750 ± 500 2.08 ± 0.06 35.38 ± 0.96 7.98 18

BHB-22 78.550384 -40.020740 -0.5 9,750 ± 500 2.13 ± 0.06 36.06 ± 0.99 12.51 18

BHB-23 78.488594 -40.040214 -1.5 10,250 ± 500 1.84 ± 0.05 33.38 ± 0.41 12.74 11

BHB-24 78.546638 -40.026207 -0.5 9,750 ± 500 2.13 ± 0.06 36.94 ± 0.32 4.03 11

BHB-25 78.521225 -40.019520 -1.5 9,750 ± 500 2.21 ± 0.06 40.10 ± 0.45 11.70 11

BHB-26 78.426865 -40.154755 -1.0 9,750 ± 500 2.09 ± 0.06 35.71 ± 0.52 11.14 11

BHB-27 78.517349 -40.050198 -1.5 9,250 ± 500 2.38 ± 0.07 37.23 ± 0.64 23.06 7

BHB-28 78.520325 -40.054283 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.44 ± 0.07 43.71 ± 0.56 22.87 7

BHB-29 78.509880 -40.052067 -0.5 9,750 ± 500 2.12 ± 0.05 36.77 ± 0.39 27.27 7

BHB-30 78.525955 -40.042282 -0.5 9,500 ± 500 2.33 ± 0.06 39.84 ± 0.41 21.87 7

4 The stars having spectroscopic determination of temperatures



THE ASTROPHYSICAL JOURNAL 11

Table 2. – continued from previous page

BHB-31 78.520195 -40.040668 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.54 ± 0.07 47.57 ± 0.62 17.73 7

BHB-32 78.518440 -40.040531 -1.5 10,000 ± 500 2.02 ± 0.05 36.77 ± 0.34 7.933 7

BHB-33 78.530701 -40.040970 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.60 ± 0.07 40.09 ± 0.63 23.74 7

BHB-34 78.553841 -40.048237 -1.0 9,000 ± 500 2.76 ± 0.08 45.15 ± 0.63 24.02 7

BHB-35 78.515976 -40.051266 -1.0 9,750 ± 500 2.14 ± 0.06 37.36 ± 0.50 16.29 7

BHB-36 78.552643 -40.055920 -1.0 10,500 ± 500 1.80 ± 0.04 35.43 ± 0.32 10.53 7

BHB-37 78.532608 -40.046638 -1.5 8,750 ± 500 2.77 ± 0.08 40.63 ± 0.81 18.83 7

BHB-38 78.539772 -40.063961 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.30 ± 0.06 38.88 ± 0.45 11.79 7

BHB-39 78.518684 -40.041420 -0.5 9,250 ± 500 2.48 ± 0.07 40.76 ± 0.40 35.73 7

BHB-40 78.521194 -40.038918 -1.0 9,000 ± 500 2.61 ± 0.07 40.40 ± 0.66 19.24 7

BHB-41 78.525856 -40.032352 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.58 ± 0.07 39.26 ± 0.43 31.53 7

BHB-42 78.527428 -40.028969 -1.5 10,000 ± 500 2.04 ± 0.05 37.49 ± 0.36 10.07 7

BHB-43 78.522675 -40.048580 -1.5 8,750 ± 500 3.13 ± 0.02 50.97 ± 0.95 12.11 7

BHB-44 78.533165 -40.044201 -0.5 9,500 ± 500 2.53 ± 0.07 46.93 ± 0.71 13.98 7

BHB-45 78.528137 -40.053436 -1.0 10,250 ± 500 1.92 ± 0.05 36.54 ± 0.49 6.464 7

BHB-46 78.522995 -40.049427 -0.5 10,500 ± 500 1.84 ± 0.05 36.99 ± 0.76 3.000 7

BHB-47 78.533607 -40.055218 -1.0 10,250 ± 500 1.91 ± 0.05 36.17 ± 0.42 11.39 7

BHB-48 78.540390 -40.063343 -0.5 9,500 ± 500 2.43 ± 0.06 43.46 ± 0.51 20.80 7

BHB-49 78.530136 -40.048267 -1.0 8,750 ± 500 2.98 ± 0.09 47.06 ± 0.73 33.96 7

BHB-50 78.533630 -40.045277 -0.5 9,750 ± 500 2.41 ± 0.06 47.36 ± 0.55 30.61 7

BHB-51 78.530373 -40.058037 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.79 ± 0.08 45.99 ± 0.67 19.43 7

BHB-52 78.528709 -40.053467 -1.0 10,250 ± 500 1.92 ± 0.05 36.54 ± 0.49 6.464 7

BHB-53 78.517830 -40.045273 -1.5 10,250 ± 500 1.92 ± 0.05 36.88 ± 0.43 7.511 7

BHB-54 78.533768 -40.043423 -1.5 10,250 ± 500 1.89 ± 0.05 35.60 ± 0.34 9.490 7

BHB-55 78.535095 -40.046638 -0.5 9,750 ± 500 2.08 ± 0.05 35.48 ± 0.51 16.28 7

BHB-56 78.531456 -40.036232 -1.0 9,750 ± 500 2.11 ± 0.05 36.39 ± 0.38 18.68 7

BHB-57 78.522224 -40.053318 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.28 ± 0.06 38.23 ± 0.54 22.80 7

BHB-58 78.532806 -40.048916 -1.5 9,500 ± 500 2.17 ± 0.06 34.48 ± 0.61 23.30 7

BHB-59 78.504097 -40.039898 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.86 ± 0.08 48.60 ± 0.59 26.56 7

BHB-60 78.544830 -40.043510 -1.0 9,000 ± 500 2.86 ± 0.08 48.54 ± 0.64 22.22 7

BHB-61 78.524002 -40.050644 -0.5 9,250 ± 500 2.42 ± 0.07 38.75 ± 0.49 19.71 7

BHB-62 78.523346 -40.049740 -0.5 10,500 ± 500 1.84 ± 0.05 36.99 ± 0.76 3.000 7

BHB-63 78.534225 -40.046970 -0.5 9,500 ± 500 2.34 ± 0.06 40.16 ± 0.75 3.533 7

BHB-64 78.544800 -40.043964 -1.0 9,000 ± 500 2.86 ± 0.08 48.54 ± 0.64 22.22 7

BHB-65 78.530678 -40.040634 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.60 ± 0.07 40.09 ± 0.62 23.74 7

BHB-66 78.541359 -40.027889 -1.5 10,000 ± 500 1.98 ± 0.05 35.54 ± 0.33 9.603 7

BHB-67 78.520767 -40.044174 -1.5 10,250 ± 500 1.94 ± 0.05 37.55 ± 0.39 18.55 7

BHB-68 78.525414 -40.062984 -1.0 9,500 ± 500 2.39 ± 0.06 42.05 ± 0.49 20.63 7

BHB-69 78.541512 -40.051468 -1.5 10,000 ± 500 2.03 ± 0.05 37.33 ± 0.37 9.168 7

BHB-70 78.553497 -40.051537 -0.5 10,250 ± 500 1.86 ± 0.05 34.61 ± 0.34 22.37 7
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Table 2. – continued from previous page

BHB-71 78.543266 -40.047127 -0.5 9,000 ± 500 2.60 ± 0.07 40.05 ± 0.65 24.29 7

BHBd-1 4 78.494659 -40.038635 0.5 12,250 ± 500 1.22 ± 0.03 30.38 ± 0.51 28.80 11

BHBd-2 4 78.482582 -40.042618 0.0 11,750 ± 500 1.37 ± 0.03 32.19 ± 0.92 28.07 16

BHBd-3 4 78.548469 -40.019894 0.2 11,750 ± 500 1.36 ± 0.03 31.98 ± 0.90 22.70 15

BHBd-4 78.498787 -40.089081 0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.55 ± 0.04 31.63 ± 0.85 14.67 16

BHBd-5 78.509033 -40.065044 -0.5 11,250 ± 500 1.50 ± 0.03 32.61 ± 0.37 19.34 11

BHBd-6 78.476257 -40.065121 0.2 11,000 ± 500 1.65 ± 0.04 36.01 ± 0.94 17.62 16

BHBd-7 78.495964 -40.0658493 0.2 11,000 ± 500 1.56 ± 0.04 32.02 ± 0.84 23.76 18

BHBd-8 78.545028 -40.092133 0.5 11,500 ± 500 1.61 ± 0.04 40.72 ± 0.38 29.77 11

BHBd-9 78.554802 -40.064109 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.63 ± 0.04 35.04 ± 0.98 35.65 16

BHBd-10 78.572716 -40.017147 0.0 11,750 ± 500 1.38 ± 0.03 32.61 ± 0.56 15.06 11

BHBd-11 78.532326 -40.040825 0.0 11,750 ± 500 1.29 ± 0.03 28.85 ± 0.28 9.18 7

BHBd-12 78.531876 -40.046726 0.2 11,250 ± 500 1.45 ± 0.03 30.60 ± 0.36 29.04 7

BHBd-13 78.533455 -40.047199 0.0 11,500 ± 500 1.49 ± 0.04 34.87 ± 0.81 2.011 7

BHBd-14 78.528633 -40.041973 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.56 ± 0.04 32.38 ± 0.32 8.56 7

BHBd-15 78.528740 -40.037434 0.0 11,500 ± 500 1.43 ± 0.03 32.07 ± 0.33 15.91 7

BHBd-16 78.526413 -40.047501 0.0 11,750 ± 500 1.31 ± 0.03 29.37 ± 0.45 7.828 7

BHBd-17 78.530174 -40.050919 0.2 11,250 ± 500 1.44 ± 0.03 29.99 ± 0.36 14.45 7

BHBd-18 78.526314 -40.058327 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.71 ± 0.04 38.72 ± 0.40 12.04 7

BHBd-19 78.538643 -40.047455 0.0 11,500 ± 500 1.43 ± 0.03 32.11 ± 0.34 8.924 7

BHBd-20 78.528465 -40.041519 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.57 ± 0.04 32.38 ± 0.32 8.562 7

BHBd-21 78.528572 -40.049442 0.0 11,000 ± 500 1.55 ± 0.04 31.62 ± 0.25 16.02 7

BHBd-22 78.520851 -40.047207 -0.5 11,000 ± 500 1.57 ± 0.04 32.36 ± 0.28 13.01 7

We have shown the SEDs of only those BHB and

BHBd stars for which spectroscopic determination of
temperatures are available (Gratton et al. 2012), so as

to compare the temperature estimated from both the

procedures and validate the estimations from the SED

fits.
In Figure 10, we have shown the SEDs and the corre-

sponding residual plot for all the BHB stars having spec-

troscopically determined temperatures. The observed

flux in the SEDs are fitted with the Castelli/Kurucz

stellar atmospheric models. The residual plot, shown
below each of the SED, shows the difference between the

observed flux and the synthetic flux normalised with re-

spect to the observed flux, corresponding to the flux

measurements in each pass-band. The residual plots
show a good match of the theoretical and observed fluxes

in all the wavelength bands, with the residual values

close to zero. The SEDs for the rest of the BHB stars

are also fitted with models to estimate the parameters,

though the plots are not shown.

In the upper panels of Figure 11, we show the SEDs

and the corresponding residual plots of BHBd stars for
which the spectroscopic estimation of temperatures are

available. The SEDs of these stars are fitted with higher

metallicity models. In Figure 12, the SED of BHBd-2

star is shown as an example. The SED fit shows a sig-
nificant drop in FUV flux, when fitted with atmospheric

models of cluster metallicity. The SED is found to be

better fitted with a model of higher metallicity. This be-

haviour has been observed for all the BHBd stars found

in our sample.
We fit the SEDs of three EHB stars located in the hot

end of the UV CMDs, as shown in the lower panel of the

Figure 11. The SEDs of EHB-1 and EHB-2 stars located

in the inner region are fitted with models to obtain (Teff

= 31,000 ± 500 K, R/R⊙ = 0.16 ± 0.01, L/L⊙ = 20.50

± 0.24 ) and (Teff = 25,000 ± 500 K, R/R⊙ = 0.17 ±
0.02, L/L⊙ = 11.53 ± 0.13) respectively.

The residual plot of EHB-2 star shows that the SED

is not fitted well towards the longer wavelength, with
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Figure 10. The SED of the BHB stars are plotted in the upper panel and the corresponding residuals are plotted in the bottom
panel. Blue dots denote the synthetic flux and red dots denote the observed flux. The SED fits show a good match of the
theoretical and observed fluxes in all the wavelength bands.

the presence of excess flux in the F814W band. As this

is HST flux with very small errors, the flux deviation

is statistically significant. The SED of EHB-3 star is

fitted with a temperature of ∼ 17,000 K (Teff = 17,000
± 500 K, R/R⊙ = 0.52 ± 0.03, L/L⊙ = 20.33 ± 0.66).

The residual plots show SEDs of EHB-1 and EHB-3 are

fitted with higher metallicity models, similar to that of

the BHBd stars.

The SED of EHB-4 star as shown in Figure 13, located
in the outer region, cannot be fitted with a single SED.
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Figure 11. The SED of the BHBd stars are plotted in the upper panel and the corresponding residuals are plotted in the
bottom panel. The SED fit of the EHB-1, EHB-2 and EHB-3 stars in logarithmic scale are shown in the lower panel. Blue dots
denote the synthetic flux and red dots denote the observed flux. The estimated temperatures are also indicated in the figures.

A hotter spectrum leaves a significant IR excess and

a cooler spectrum leaves a significant UV excess. In

order to obtain the best fit for the entire SED, we fit

the SED with a composite spectra using Kurucz stellar
atmospheric models. The best fit (χ2

reduced = 6.33) is

obtained for a composite fit of SEDs (Teff = 7,000 ±
500 K, R/R⊙ = 1.17 ± 0.01 and Teff = 28,000 K± 500

K, R/R⊙ = 0.21 ± 0.01). The residual plot shows that

the residual flux are within 3-σ error of the data.
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Figure 12. The SED of BHBd-2 star when fitted with the cluster metallicity show a decrease in FUV flux, as shown in the
left panel. The SED shows a better fit at a higher metallicity, as shown in the right panel.

The fitting parameters for the EHB stars are listed in

Table 3.

We also compared the difference in temperatures esti-
mated from SED fit to the spectroscopically determined

temperatures. Figure 14 shows the difference of the tem-

peratures determined through SED and spectroscopy.

The difference in temperature was found to have an off-

set of ∆T ∼ 373 ± 266 K, and ∆T /TSPEC ∼ 0.03 ± 0.02

is the fractional residual of the difference. The residual
plots show that the temperatures determined through

SED match the temperatures determined using spectro-

scopic method within error limits.
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Figure 13. The SED of the EHB-4 star is plotted. The SED of this star cannot be fitted with a single SED and the best fit
results in a composite SED fit of stars with a BSS (Teff ∼ 7,000 K) and EHB (Teff ∼ 28,000 K), and are shown with magenta
and green colors, respectively.

4.5. Radius vs temperature and temperature vs

luminosity diagrams

The parameters, R/R⊙ and L/L⊙ estimated from
SEDs are compared with the Flexible Stellar Popula-

tion Synthesis (FSPS) models of Conroy et al. (2009),

generated for a metallicity value of [Fe/H] = −1.2 dex

(Kunder et al. 2013), with a distance modulus of 15.52
mag and an assumed cluster age of 10 Gyr (Cassisi et al.

2008). We constructed the radius-temperature and

temperature-luminosity plots to understand and com-

pare the parameters for the HB sequence.

In the left panel of Figure 15, the radius-temperature

relationship is plotted. By considering the mean value of
luminosity and radius of the BHB stars (L/L⊙ ∼ 38.63

and R/R⊙ ∼ 2.25), we have plotted the constant lu-

minosity curve with a temperature ranging from 4,000

K to 40,000 K using the relationship; L = 4πr2σT 4,
where σ is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and T is the

surface temperature of the star. The BHB stars fit-

ted quite well in the radius-temperature plot. The plot,

however, shows deviation from the constant luminos-

ity curve for the BHBd stars and the EHB-2 star. We
also see a significant deviation for EHB-3 star. We note
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Table 3. SED fit parameters of the EHB stars with a varying metallicity. Columns 5, 6 and 7 present the values of temperatures,
radii and luminosities of EHBs derived from the SED fitting.

Star ID RA (J2000) DEC (J2000) [Fe/H] Teff R/R⊙ L/L⊙ χ2

reduced Nfit

[◦] [◦] [K]

EHB-1 78.518341 -40.045078 0.5 31,000 ± 500 0.16 ± 0.01 20.50 ± 0.24 10.78 7

EHB-2 78.507988 -40.042366 -1.5 25,000 ± 500 0.17 ± 0.02 11.53 ± 0.13 479.40 8

EHB-3 78.567474 -40.032307 0.0 17,000 ± 500 0.52 ± 0.03 20.33 ± 0.66 18.94 15

EHB-4 78.572006 -39.993195 -0.5 28,000 ± 500 0.21 ± 0.01 24.44 ± 0.93 6.33 20

-1.5 7,000 ± 500 1.17 ± 0.01 2.95 ± 0.20

Figure 14. The difference of spectroscopic and the tem-
peratures derived through SED are shown. The residuals
indicate that the SED derived temperatures are estimated
within error of ∆ Teff ∼ 500 k.

that the EHB-3 star is located in between the BHBd

stars and the other EHB stars, with respect to Teff

and radius. The radius of the EHB-3 is about half the
radius of the BHB stars, and about 2.5 times the ra-

dius of the other EHB stars. The BHBd stars show-

ing deviation from the constant luminosity curve are

expected to have a low-surface gravity, due to radia-

tive levitation of heavy elements (Grundahl et al. 1999;
Moehler et al. 1995). Moehler et al. (1995) found that

logg for these stars could be underestimated by at most

0.1 dex, while Leone & Manfre (1997) found that for

helium-weak stars, logg could be underestimated by a
value of ∼ 0.25 dex if a solar metallicity model were

used.

The temperature-luminosity plot in the right panel of

Figure 15 shows that the BHB stars have an almost con-

stant bolometric luminosity. The plot diverges from the

canonical evolutionary model for the BHBd stars. The
EHB stars are significantly fainter, with similar luminos-

ity for EHB-1, EHB-2 and the hot component of EHB-4,

whereas EHB-3 is found to be significantly fainter. The

companion to EHB-4 star is found to be located in the

BSS sequence confirming it to be a BSS, which has a
radius of R/R⊙ = 1.17±0.01 and L/L⊙ = 2.95 ±0.20.

To compare the SED fit parameters with the core mass

of the EHB population, we plot the H-R diagram us-

ing the parameters estimated from the SED, along with
the stellar evolutionary track of ZAHB and Post-ZAHB

stars using BASTI-IAC model (Hidalgo et al. 2018) as

shown in Figure 16. The location of EHB-1 star is on

the left side of the lowest theoretical post-ZAHB evolu-

tionary model with core mass of 0.4920 M⊙. This sug-
gests that EHB-1 star will evolve to a white-dwarf (WD)

stage from ZAHB track. The HB stars having very low

envelope masses go directly to white dwarf phase, while

the HB stars having envelope masses larger than 0.02
M⊙ can partly evolve to the AGB phase (Moehler et al.

2019; Greggio & Renzini 1990). The other two EHB

stars likely follow the blue and cyan curve, respectively.

The EHB-2 star lies below the ZAHB track of the core

mass of ∼ 0.50 M⊙, but is significantly less luminous.
The EHB-3 falls on the ZAHB curve with a core mass

of ∼ 0.55 M⊙. The EHB-4 is located at the Post-ZAHB

track with a core mass of ∼ 0.49 M⊙, and might be on

the verge of post-HB evolution.

5. DISCUSSIONS

We have studied the UV bright members in NGC 1851

using the UVIT/ASTROSAT, Gaia and UVOT data.
The HB members in the cluster are identified up to a

large radius through optical and UV-optical CMDs. We

detected 2 EHB stars each in the inner and outer regions.

These stars, along with the BHBd stars are characterised
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Figure 15. The left panel shows radius-temperature relation of the stars for which SED fit parameters have been estimated.
The plot shows a good match for the BHB stars. The right panel shows the temperature-luminosity relationship of all the SED
fit stars. The plot shows deviation starting from the canonical HB track for the BHBd stars. The EHB star also shows deviation
from the canonical track, and this deviation is much more pronounced for the EHB-2 and EHB-3 stars. The fit parameters of
the companion to EHB-4 star suggest it to be a BSS.

using the SEDs. Here we discuss the implications of

these findings.

1. The SEDs of BHBd stars show a decrease in

FUV flux when fitted with atmospheric models

of cluster metallicity. These SEDs are better fit-

ted with higher metallicity models, which satis-
factorily reproduce the observed UV fluxes, as

expected from atomic diffusion (Grundahl et al.

1999; Brown et al. 2016; Moehler et al. 2019).

Moehler et al. (2000) and Moehler et al. (2019)

used solar metallicity LTE model spectra to

incorporate the effects of radiative levitation.

Grundahl et al. (1999) obtained the photometric

evidence of atomic diffusion for the BHB stars hot-

ter than ∼ 11,500 K. They found that these stars
are somewhat fainter (∼ 0.1 mag) in UIT/1620 Å

and WFPC2/F160BW, but are typically brighter

in Strömgren u than predicted from canonical HB

model. They explained that atomic diffusion of
heavy elements in the HB stars lying in the tem-
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Figure 16. The SED fit parameters are plotted along with the stellar evolutionary sequences of the Post-ZAHB. Black dashed
line indicates the location of the ZAHB and is shown with an interval of 5 Myr, while each step of the post-HB evolutionary
track is plotted with a step of 0.5 Myr. The blue and Cyan symbols indicate the sequences that populate the HB sequence’s
blue and hot end.

perature range of 11,500 K to 20,000 K may be
responsible for such variation. So, atomic dif-

fusion may enhance the abundance of metals in

the stellar atmosphere of these stars. They also

identified that metal rich models could provide
a better fit for the temperatures hotter than G-

jump in the ultraviolet CMD. Bedin et al. (2000)

and Brown et al. (2001) observed a similar ef-

fect in the BHB stars of NGC 2808. Sahu et al.

(2019a) also found that HB stars, hotter than
∼ 11,500 K in NGC 288 showed reduced FUV

flux. For the stars located between G-jump and
M-jump, Brown et al. (2016) obtained a crude ap-

proximation of [Fe/H]=0.5 by fitting the observed

CCP with the synthetic spectra with an enhanced

metallicity. The results presented here are there-
fore consistent with the idea that there is indeed

radiative levitation beyond ∼ 11,500 K.

2. We detect two EHB members in the inner crowded

region and two in the outer region using the

CMDs. Their properties estimated using the SED
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fits reveal interesting characteristics for all the 4

EHB stars, which are discussed below.

The EHB-1 star is fitted with Teff ∼ 31,000 K,

and shows a decrease in FUV fluxes in the SED

fit. This star, located at the extreme end of the

HB sequence in the FUV CMD, is quite hot and
could belong to the “blue-Hook” HB population.

D’Cruz et al. (2000) observed the “blue-Hook” in

the (160, (160-V)) plane using UIT magnitudes,

and found that these stars form a hook-like feature

at the extreme end of the HB sequence in the FUV-
Optical CMD. EHB-1 star has a core mass < 0.49

M⊙ as it is evident from the Figure 16, which also

suggest that it could be a “late-helium flasher” or

a “blue-Hook” star. This star is likely to evolve
directly to a WD, due to it’s low mass.

The EHB-2 star is fitted with Teff ∼ 25,000 K,
however, shows no variation in the FUV flux, but

shows the presence of an excess flux towards the

longer wavelength. It is also under luminous as

seen from the H-R diagram (see right panel of Fig-

ure 14). Also, since the lower part of the spectrum
is not fitted well, and it could be possible that this

EHB has a cooler binary companion. This star

falls below the ZAHB curve with a core mass of ∼
0.50 M⊙, which suggests that it could be a sub-
luminous EHB star. There is a possibility that

this EHB might have a binary origin.

The SED of EHB-3 is fitted with a temperature ∼
17,000 K. This star shows a significant decrease in

FUV flux in the SED, fitted over a fixed metallicity

close to cluster metallicity. The SED fit reveal a
better fit at higher metallicity value, as expected

The bolometric luminosity of this star show sig-

nificant deviation from the canonical HB models.

Also, the radius of the EHB-3 is about half the

radius of the BHB stars, and about 2.5 times the
radius of the other EHB stars, which suggest this

star may lie at the transition region between BHB

and EHB, very close to the M-jump. It has a core

mass of ∼ 0.55 M⊙. This star is therefore neither
a true EHB nor a BHB. As this star is located in

the outer region, it will be an interesting target for

a spectroscopic study.

3. The observed multi-wavelength data of EHB-4 can
not be fitted with a single SED. Therefore, it is fit-

ted with a composite SED of a hotter and a cooler

spectra of temperatures ∼ 28000 K and 7000 K,

respectively.

The SED fit therefore indicates that this object

may be a binary system. The EHB-4 is located on

the outskirts of the cluster, which is a relatively

less dense environment and binaries can survive in

this region. The EHB component in this candidate

binary system has properties similar to EHB-1, a
normal EHB star. The cooler companion is found

to occupy the BSS region in the H-R diagram. The

finding of a BSS in the outskirts of the cluster

implies that it may have formed via mass transfer

mechanism.

Binaries have been considered as a possible ex-

planation for shaping the HB morphology of the
GCs discussed by several authors (Milone et al.

2012). There is a well established link between

field counterpart of EHB stars, i.e., sdBs (hot

subluminous stars of spectral type B) and bi-

nary systems. Nearly all the sdB stars are
found in close binary systems (Saffer et al. 1998;

Napiwotzki et al. 2004; Edelmann et al. 2004;

Maxted et al. 2001; Momany et al. 2020). How-

ever, the occurrence of binary EHB stars in GCs
are rare as suggested from the radial velocity stud-

ies (Moni Bidin, C. et al. 2006; Moni Bidin et al.

2009). Recently, Moni Bidin (2018) have found

a main-sequence companion to an EHB star in a

close binary system of the GC, NGC 6752.

Keeping in mind the rarity of the binary systems

among the EHBs in GCs, this discovery of a BSS
companion to an EHB star is therefore important.

Also, the identification of a BSS companion to an

EHB not only provides a wonderful opportunity to

search for possible EHB binary companion using

UVIT/Astrosat data, but also help to understand
a possible formation mechanism of EHBs as well

as BSSs in GCs. If mass transfer can drive the

donor to end up as an EHB star, extreme mass

loss may also be able to help in the formation of
EHB stars, the formation pathway of which is still

debatable. However, further spectroscopic studies

are needed to confirm and to estimate the detailed

orbital properties and chemical signatures of this

system.

6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

1. We present a UVIT/AstroSat, UVOT/Swift,

HST, Gaia-DR2 and ground based multi-wavelength
study of NGC 1851. We identify the member HB

stars in the cluster, covering a large radius.

2. The optical and UV-optical CMDs, along the HST

based color-color diagram is used to classify the

hot HB stars in to BHB, BHBd and the EHB stars.
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3. We found HB stars hotter than the G-jump to

show a decrease in the observed FUV flux with

respect to the theoretical FUV fluxes when fit-

ted with atmospheric models of cluster metallicity,
however a better fit is found with higher metal-

licity models, as expected from the diffusion that

occurs in the atmospheres of these stars.

at the metallicity close to cluster metallicity.

These stars show a better SED fit for higher metal-

licity, as expected from the diffusion that occurs

in the atmospheres of these stars.

4. We detect 4 EHB stars in this cluster with cer-

tain peculiarities. Parameters estimated using the
SEDs show that the EHB-1 could be a blue-Hook

star evolving to a WD. The EHB-2 is found to

be a low luminosity star with the presence of IR

excess in the SED. The radius of EHB-3 is found
between the BHB and normal EHB stars, hence

it may not be a true EHB star and may lie close

to the M-jump. The SED of EHB-3 is fitted with

higher metallicity model, as expected from atomic

diffusion.

5. The most peculiar of the EHBs, EHB-4 (Teff ∼
28,000 K) could be associated with the BSS as a

photometric companion (Teff ∼ 7,000 K), which

is an important target for follow up spectroscopic

study. The less dense environment in the outer

part of the GCs can be explained in terms of the
post-mass transfer systems such as this candidate.

This candidate EHB+BSS binary system, could

help to explain the mass loss in the RGB phase,

leading to the formation of EHB stars.
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