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ABSTRACT
The improved astrometry precision of Gaia-eDR3 allows us to perform a detailed study of the Upper Scorpius OB association
and revisit its spatial, kinematic, and age substructure. We achieve this by combining clustering techniques and complement-
ing with age estimations based on Gaia photometry. Our census retrieves 3661 candidate members for Upper Scorpius with
contamination ∼9%. We also extract an astrometrically clean sample of 3004 sources with contamination ∼6%. We show that
Upper Scorpius can be divided into at least 3 main kinematic groups. We systematically investigate and characterize the Upper
Scorpius’ internal structure, revealing that at least ∼ 34% of its stellar populations are contained in 7 spatial substructures, with
well defined boundaries, kinematics and relative ages, with suggested names: π Scorpii (20 ±2

±1 Myr), α Scorpii (14±2
±1 Myr), δ

Scorpii (9±2
±1 Myr), β Scorpii (8±1

±1 Myr), ω Scorpii (8±1
±1 Myr), ν Scorpii (7±1

±1 Myr), after their brightest member, and the well
known ρ Ophiuchi (4±1

±1 Myr). We find a clear correlation in (1) density-age, providing an empirical expansion law to be tested in
other associations, and (2) tangential velocity-age, providing constrains on the dynamics of these substructures and the position
of potential past triggering events. We estimate the time at which 4 potential supernovae events occurred in Upper Scorpius.
Based on these findings, we tie together previous work on the region and suggest a star formation history with unprecedented
temporal resolution.

Key words: stars: pre-main sequence, supernovae – galaxy: kinematics and dynamics, open clusters and associations – astrom-
etry and celestial mechanics

1 INTRODUCTION

OB associations are loose groups of young stars and young stel-
lar objects with prominent OB stars as members. These structures
have long been thought to be an intermediate stage between star for-
mation and the less dense young populations of the Galactic field
(Blaauw 1964). Hence, observations of nearby OB associations are
fundamental for the test and proposal of models ranging from the
early stages of stellar evolution to the structure, composition and dy-
namics of the Galactic populations. In this context, Upper Scorpius
(USco) has a great importance as it is thought to be the youngest
group of the three conforming the Scorpius-Centaurus OB2 associ-
ation (Sco-Cen), the nearest to Earth (e.g., de Geus 1992; de Zeeuw
et al. 1999; Pecaut & Mamajek 2016) and one of the nearest places
(∼140 pc) that show evidence of active or recent star formation (de
Zeeuw et al. 1997; Preibisch & Mamajek 2008; Pillitteri et al. 2016).
Therefore, in depth efforts have been made in order to provide a sys-
tematic characterization of the stellar populations in USco.

Before the Gaia mission (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016), only
mid to high-mass members were properly identified via astrometric
methods, while the expected low mass populations were obtained
mainly with photometric and spectroscopic methods (Wright 2020),
yielding important insights on its features (e.g., Preibisch & Zin-
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necker 1999; Lodieu et al. 2013) but keeping them without a precise
description of their astrometric properties. However, pre-Gaia stud-
ies were enough to unveil puzzling characteristics of USco like its
broad age dispersion (Pecaut et al. 2012) and complicated structure
(Pecaut & Mamajek 2016; Wright & Mamajek 2018), leading to
the proposal of multiple scenarios to explain this (e.g., Feiden 2016;
David et al. 2019; Sullivan & Kraus 2021).

Several studies have been done to update the USco low mass pop-
ulations membership revealed by the Gaia data (e.g., Cook et al.
2017; Wilkinson et al. 2018; Damiani et al. 2019; Luhman & Esplin
2020; Luhman 2022), as it provides unprecedented completeness
and precision in its five parameter (sky position, parallax and proper
motion) astrometrical solution. However, until recently, no one had
been able to characterize in a systematic way the internal structure
of USco as revealed by this data, mostly due to the apparently high
level of mixing seen on its internal stellar populations that does not
seem to show any pattern in the spatial nor kinematic spaces (Dami-
ani et al. 2019). The latter was partially solved by the recent work of
Kerr et al. (2021), where the authors use the HDBSCAN clustering
algorithm to succesfully find and characterize young substructures
up to a distance of ∼333 pc around the Sun, including substructure
in Sco-Cen and USco. However, even though the work of Kerr et al.
(2021) provides an important first insight on the properties of USco,
this particular implementation of HDBSCAN is affected by the def-
inition of the clustering space when resolving the very local spatial

© 2023 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

20
5.

01
73

5v
3 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.G

A
] 

 6
 D

ec
 2

02
3



2 Briceño-Morales & Chanamé

and kinematic substructure of USco, as we will discuss in Section
(3.2.1). This is further affected by the lower precision of the Gaia
DR2 with respect to the Gaia eDR3 catalogue, i.e., the typical errors
in Gaia DR2 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018) are larger by a fac-
tor of ∼ 3 in proper motion and 30-50% in parallax. More recently,
Squicciarini et al. (2021) found kinematic evidence of substructure
in USco by tracing back the positions of USco candidate members.
Via this approach, the authors were able to recover substructures that
visually resemble some of the retrieved by Kerr et al. (2021). How-
ever, a robust validation and in depth characterization of these sub-
structures, if validated, has not been performed yet. Another open
problem in USco is that age estimations yield a rather broad age
dispersion (e.g., Pecaut & Mamajek 2016; Luhman 2022) and, un-
til now, there was no clear pattern in the ages of the local USco
substructures found with Gaia. We will show that this age problem
has a natural solution if a multidimensional analysis is performed,
systematic effects are considered when extracting isochronal ages
and the massive membership and concrete past supernovae events in
USco, if any, are investigated. In short, we aim to contribute with
an in depth and systematic characterization of the internal structure
of USco to extract new information about this important region, all
based solely on the Gaia eDR3 catalogue (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2020).

This work is organized as follows: in Section 2, we summarize the
limits that contain our main data set of the USco region, define some
useful notation and describe the subsample of massive stars. In Sec-
tion 3 we describe: the Kinematic Analysis, i.e., the implementation
of the Gaussian Mixture (GM) fit (Pedregosa et al. 2011) to identify
kinematic groups (KGs) in velocity space with a Bayesian approach,
the Spatial Analysis, where we use OPTICS (Ankerst et al. 1999) to
directly see the internal structure of USco in the (X,Y,Z) Galactic
Heliocentric Coordinates and the Time Analysis, where we investi-
gate the input parameters of the present-day mass function in order
to estimate the number and time of supernovae events occurred in
USco. In Section 4, we show that this approach from multiple di-
rections proves to be useful because it gives new detailed and rele-
vant information about the substructure, kinematics, dynamics, age,
star formation history of USco and yields new constrains in the fun-
damental properties of its massive members. In Section 6 we sum-
marize and discuss our results in relation with the age and past su-
pernovae events in USco to suggest a star formation scenario with
unprecedented temporal resolution.

2 DATA AND NOTATION

2.1 Gaia

We download all Gaia eDR3 sources contained within the sky region
defined by de Zeeuw et al. (1997), in Galactic coordinates (ℓ,b), and
closer than 200 pc according to the (inverse of) eDR3 parallax (ϖ).
That is:

343◦ < ℓ < 360◦ (1)

10◦ < b < 30◦ (2)

ϖ > 5 mas (3)

The upper distance of ∼ 200 pc is taken following Damiani et al.
(2019) (its Sect.5.3). Distance estimation by inversion of the paral-
lax constitutes a good approximation at the distance of our analysis
(Luri et al. 2018). The resulting data set contains 51689 sources and
we will refer to it as the Raw Gaia-eDR3 set. We aim to compile a

complete sample of candidate members from this set, but the nature
of the analysis in this work requires a small-error subset. Hence, we
apply the following quality criteria (Lindegren et al. 2021) on the
Raw Gaia-eDR3 set’s parameters:

ϖ/errorϖ > 10 (4)

RUWE < 1.4 (5)

where the upper limit in RUWE provides a highly clean five-
parameter solution (Lindegren et al. 2018). The resulting data set
is composed by 17535 sources and we refer to it as Gaia-eDR3 set.

Furthermore, we refer to the sample from the Gaia-eDR3 set with
available radial velocities (Vr) as the Gaia-eDR3Vr sample (2310
sources). The distinction is necessary as only the latter sample can
be fully described in the (U,V,W) space. To describe the kinematic
properties of sources with no Vr measurements, we use the tangen-
tial velocity offset (VT∗) obtained after correcting perspective ef-
fects from the tangential velocities (VT) (see Appendix A), which is
necessary due to the large sky area under study (∼340 sq.deg.). We
work in the Galactic Cartesian heliocentric positions (X,Y,Z), with
axes pointing to:

– X (pc): Galactic center
– Y (pc): direction of Galactic rotation
– Z (pc): North Galactic Pole

and the respective Galactic Cartesian velocities (U,V,W) km s−1.
We also denote the other main kinematic variables as:

– µi (mas yr−1): i component of the proper motion
– Vi (km s−1): i component of the tangential velocity
– Viexp (km s−1): i component of the expected tangential velocity

2.2 Massive stars

We also investigate the relation between the most massive stars from
USco and its internal substructure. In order to do this, we compile
a sample with the turn-off stars in USco from Pecaut & Mamajek
(2016) (its Table 10) plus Antares (α Sco⋆)1 and we refer to this as
the Turn-off sample. There are four stars with no ϖ or µ measure-
ments from Gaia: Antares, Dschubba (δ Sco⋆), Paikauhale (τ Sco⋆)
and Alniyat (σ Sco⋆). We use astrometry from HIPPARCOS (van
Leeuwen 2007) for these stars. In the particular case of Alniyat, we
use the improved distance from North et al. (2007) and estimate its
VT based on it.

3 METHODS

It is convenient to divide our analysis in three main branches clearly
distinguished by the spaces where they are developed into; the Kine-
matic, Spatial and Time analysis. Later, we will see how the infor-
mation obtained from each space merges to tie and constrain our
knowledge about USco.

1 To avoid confusion in further sections, we will refer to these stars by their
approved names (see https://www.iau.org/public/themes/naming_
stars/.), or include the sub index "⋆" in their Bayer designation.
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The stings of the scorpion 3

3.1 Kinematic Analysis

By taking advantage of the high precision astrometry of the Gaia-
eDR3 data, we perform a variation of the Convergent Point method,
as implemented by Perryman et al. (1998), that intends to allow us to
distinguish kinematic substructures in USco, if any, and their respec-
tive spatial distributions and ages. We will refer to the application of
this method as the Kinematic Analysis and we explain it and sum-
marize it as follows.

1. The existence of an OB association and its presence in the data
implies two fundamental facts: OB stars must be present and they
must have similar kinematic properties. To assess this, we search
for OB stars in our Raw Gaia-eDR3 set. This can be done by per-
forming a nearest neighbor sky crossmatch of the OB stars catalog
from Gontcharov (2012) with this set. We also aim to obtain a more
complete sample by transforming the observed color index to the
intrinsic spectral type of the stars, we opt to do this making use of
the intrinsic Gaia colors from Luhman (2022) and near-IR color-Teff
estimates for O9V-M9V MS stars from Pecaut & Mamajek (2013)
(its Table 5)2. For the latter, we crossmatch the set with the near-
IR 2MASS catalog (Skrutskie et al. 2006) and select the OB stars
according to the corrections of Pecaut & Mamajek (2013). We com-
plement our selection with the stars contained in the Turn-Off sam-
ple (see Section 2.2) and double check with the catalog from Skiff
(2009). With this method, we expect to obtain a complete sample of
stars with spectral type (SpT) < B0. We refer to the final sample of
OB stars candidates (plus Antares) as the OB sample.

2. To identify the underlying stellar populations related to a group
of clustered OB stars, if any, in a given kinematic space, we fit the
velocity distribution of the Gaia-eDR3 set with a GM model. For the
Gaia-eDR3Vr sample, we are able to apply the GM fit (Pedregosa
et al. 2011) to the data in the (U,V,W) space. The number of com-
ponents of the fit is chosen according to the Bayesian Information
Criterion (BIC) (see Appendix B). If none or only a few OB stars
have available Vr measurements, the component that corresponds to
the OB association, if any, can be recognized by comparing with
the respective positions of the OB stars in the VT space, so that
we choose the one (or the ones) that better overlap with the OB
sample’s velocity distribution and study its physical properties. The
mean (U,V,W) values of the selected component can be identified
with the true barycenter motion of the association (see Appendix
A). We refer to this step in the Kinematic Analysis as the First GM
fit and Figure 1 shows the result of applying it to the OB and Gaia-
eDR3Vr samples.

3. Formally, the stars have to be clustered in the (U,V,W) velocity
space, but most (∼ 88%) of the data in the (Raw) Gaia-eDR3 data do
not have available Vr measurements, so we have to deal in a different
way with these sources. We do this by applying the GM fit a second
time in the VT∗ space, which is calculated via the true barycenter
motion retrieved from the First GM fit (see Appendix A). We run
this Second GM fit in the VT∗ space for the (Raw) Gaia-eDR3 set
with the the number of components given by the BIC. In this space,
the association’s members are expected to be near the origin, hence,
we select the component with mean VT∗ ∼(0,0). Moreover, we can
calculate the posterior probabilities for each star to belong to the
selected component, hence, we are able to select a confidence re-
gion, depending on the desired precision, to perform the rest of the
analysis. We will refer to the final confidence region of the selected
component from the (Raw) Gaia-eDR3 set as the (Raw) USco KG,

2 An updated version of the table can be found at
https://www.pas.rochester.edu/∼emamajek/EEM_dwarf_UBVIJHK_colors_Teff.txt

which constitute the candidate members’ census of the OB associa-
tion.

4. We can further look for kinematic substructures that could not
be obtained in the Second GM fit on the VT∗ space3. The procedure
is the same as before with the only difference that the fit is performed
on the USco KG rather than the Gaia-eDR3 set. We rely on the BIC
criteria for this new fit to say if the selected component is better
modeled with a new mixture of components or not, and interpret
the results as a suggestion of the absence or presence of kinematic
substructures within the USco KG.

This approach overcomes the necessity of relying on previous re-
sults about the presence and kinematic properties of an OB associa-
tion and allows us to look for kinematic substructures instead of as-
suming only one KG. Furthermore, the method keeps the advantage
of not having to make any assumptions about the spatial distribution
of the OB association, so that not only spatially clustered stars are
taken as members but also spatially diffuse candidates are included
(Perryman et al. 1998). This is an advantage when dealing with OB
associations as they are not necessarily spatially dense populations.

3.1.1 Contamination and mixing

The GM fit also allows us to estimate not only the level of contami-
nation from field stars but also the internal mixing percentile of the
KGs, if present, based on the fitted distributions associated to each
one of them. The correspondent posterior probabilities can be calcu-
lated for each star with the Bayes theorem:

P(KGi|VT∗) =
P(VT ∗ |KGi) ·P(KGi)

P(VT∗)
(6)

Here P(KGi|VT∗) is the posterior probability for a star to belong to
the i-th component fitted, i.e., the i-th KG, given a position in the
VT∗ space. The likelihood P(VT ∗ |KGi), the prior P(KGi) and the
normalization constant P(VT∗) are obtained with the sci-kit learn
GM fit implementation (Pedregosa et al. 2011). The percentiles rep-
resenting how many stars from the i-th KG are in a given region of
the VT∗ space, can be calculated as

%mix =
P(KGi|VT∗)

ΣiP(KGi|VT∗)
(7)

This is the mixing between different components or KGs, which may
refer to the Galactic field, the association’s sources or, if present, the
internal mixing of the association’s kinematic substructures. How-
ever, this implementation has as major limitations that it is based on
the strong assumption of the data to be normal-distributed, and that
it does not take into account the errors involved. In particular, the lat-
ter assumption may lead to systematic biases if the typical errors are
in the same order of magnitude than 1σ of the smallest component
fitted by the model (Ivezić et al. 2014).

As we will show, the Kinematic Analysis proves to be useful when
separating USco from the Galactic field, and allows for further spa-
tial substructure to become apparent, but fails to resolve it cleanly.
Hence, we need to complement with a clustering algorithm which
is able to resolve this substructure, while dealing with noise, and
making no prior assumptions about the distribution or density of a
cluster, if any, in the space under analysis. We describe such method
in the following section.

3 This may happen if the true over densities are too local or if they are too
close from each other.

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2023)
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3.2 Spatial analysis

The OPTICS algorithm (Pedregosa et al. 2011) is a density-based
clustering technique that allows to directly see the intrinsic density
structure of any n-dimensional data set via its Reachability (R) plot
(Ankerst et al. 1999). We opt to implement OPTICS in our analysis
because of its great advantage of not assuming a number of present
clusters or any prior distribution on the data and because of its ability
to extract clusters with different densities. Here, we introduce the
main concepts involved and a guide for the interpretation of the R
plot. For a thorough exposition and a recent implementation in the ρ

Ophiuchi region see Ankerst et al. (1999) and Cánovas et al. (2019),
respectively.

3.2.1 Fundamental concepts

The local density of an n-dimensional data set can be defined as
the number of points inside a given radius ε . A core point o, then,
is defined as a local point that minimizes ε for a given minimum
number of points (MinPts)4. Ankerst et al. (1999) defines as di-
rectly density-reachable with respect to o every point inside ε and
density-reachable every point in the transitive hull of direct den-
sity reachability limited by the MinPts parameter, i.e., a point is
density-reachable if its directly density-reachable from another di-
rectly density-reachable point from o and so on, where the MinPts
parameter limits that hull. Furthermore, two points p and q are
density-connected if both are density-reachable from o. Any two
points p and q that belong to a cluster must be both density-reachable
from o and density-connected with each other, if not, the points are
classified as noise or non-clustered points. OPTICS makes this anal-
ysis for each point; identifies the core points and obtains ε for each
point with respect to the nearest core points making it possible to
order the data according to this. The information about the density
structure of the data is then contained in the Order vs ε space. Al-
though OPTICS does not consider uncertainties in its procedure, it is
useful to consider the order of magnitude of the typical uncertainty
in the ε space and compare with the ε values in the R plot to place
a quantitative criteria for the statistical significance of the cluster
retrieved. We consider this together with the results from the Kine-
matic Analysis to choose the ε space to be the Galactic Heliocentric
Coordinates (X,Y,Z). Then, when applied to the (X,Y,Z) space, OP-
TICS yields information about the spatial structure of the region and
the potential clusters, if any, which can be extracted from the R plot.

3.2.2 The Reachability Plot

The R plot shows the order vs ε space and can be interpreted as fol-
lows: clusters can be identified as valleys, and a lower ε for the core
points suggest a more dense cluster. The size of the cluster (num-
ber of sources) is identified with the size in the order dimension.
Even tough the global structure of the R Plot is rather insensitive to
the input parameters (see Ankerst et al. (1999), Section 4.1), its lo-
cal shape has dependency on certain parameters; as the number of
density-reachable points is proportional to MinPts, a large value will
soften the curve because more points will be classified as part of a
cluster. On the contrary, a low value will produce spurious results,
i.e., clusters with size smaller than it is possible to resolve with the
data given the typical uncertainty, and will classify as noise points
that could be part of substructure. A broad range of MinPts can be

4 Note that core points are not necessarily unique.

chosen without changing the global structure seen in the R Plot and
an optimal value can be chosen via heuristic methods or simple in-
spection, with minimum effects on the cluster identification. Even
tough the interpretation of the R plot is very straightforward, the se-
lection of the boundaries of a cluster is still rather subjective. The
limits, while not the shape of the plot, depend on the ξ parame-
ter, which defines the steepness at which the cluster starts and ends
with and is set depending of the resolution required. Lower values of
ξ extract broader structures while higher values restrict the cluster
classification to higher steepness in the cluster limits. That is, given
a local valley in the R plot, the higher we choose ξ the more conser-
vative we are about the accepted gradient of ε with respect to order
at the limit of the valley.

3.3 Time Analysis

In this section we describe how we estimate the number of super-
novae (SNe) events occurred for a given substructure. In order to
do this, we adopt the Kroupa (2001) canonical initial mass func-
tion (IMF) and the stellar evolution grids with rotation from Ekström
et al. (2012). The IMF has the form

dN
dM

= k ·M−Γ (8)

Where N is the number of stars or systems, M the respective mass
and Γ = 2.3. The normalization constant k is obtained with:

k =
N∫ Mup

Mlow
M−ΓdM

(9)

Where Mlow is the lower bound in the range of masses spanned
by the Turn-Off sample, i.e., approximately the mass of a B2 star,
which we assign to be 7.3 M⊙, based on the color-mass estimates
from Pecaut & Mamajek (2013) and the measured mass of β 2 Sco⋆
of 7.3±1 M⊙. Since we expect the minimun mass of supernovae pro-
genitors to be ∼ 8 M⊙ (Barrientos & Chanamé 2021), integration in
the mass range covered by the Turn-off sample should include all of
these progenitors present in USco. Mup is the mass of the most mas-
sive member in the given stellar population. Assuming that a well
behaved function describes the mass-lifetime relation for H and He-
burning stages, we estimate the stellar upper mass, H-Mup and He-
Mup, at a given age of the parent structure by fitting a spline function
(Spl) to this relation from Ekström et al. (2012). This way, we are
able to compare the available mass measurements of the most mas-
sive stars with the predicted upper limit for the structure they belong
to. Furthermore, with this fit we are able to obtain the progenitor’s
mass Mτ of a SN event occurred τ Myr ago (this is He-Mup(τ)), by
obtaining the roots of the Spl via the Newton method. We do not
consider pre-MS times for this massive stars nor C-burning or latter
stages, as they are at least 2 and 3 orders of magnitude lower than
the H and He-burning stages, respectively (Siess et al. 2000; Ek-
ström et al. 2012). The number of SN events (NSN) that took place
within a stellar population τ Myr ago is:

NSN =
∫ Mτ

Mlow

k ·M−γ dM (10)

NSN depends on N, Mup and Mτ . When performing this Analy-
sis, we will show that N is sufficiently well constrained. In several
cases the observed Mup values lack precision such that no conclu-
sions could be drawn if only relying on them, however, we also show
that approximations can be made to obtain results with statistical rel-
evance and high certainty. Uncertainty in Mτ directly depends on the

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2023)
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Figure 1. VT space for the Gaia-eDR3Vr Sample, where the first GM fit is
performed and the OB stars sample. Each cross denote the mean values of a
component produced by the GM fit in the (U,V,W) space. Information about
Vr can be extracted from the color map, the min and max color is assigned
to sources outside the color bar’s interval. The over density of OB stars gives
important information of both the presence and kinematic properties of USco
as an OB association. The barycenter motion of USco is chosen as the mean
position in the (U,V,W) space of the GM component that better overlaps with
the OB stars in the VT space.

model that we are assuming. Additionally, NSN will also systemat-
ically depend on the age of the stellar population under analysis,
hence, we report and consider the values related to the upper and
lower bounds of the ages estimated for each of the substructures.

4 RESULTS

4.1 New members in USco

Following the Kinematic Analysis, we recuperate 0 O stars and 31
B stars from Gontcharov (2012) in the Raw Gaia-eDR3 set. We
also obtained 17 photometric B stars in the Raw Gaia-eDR3 sample
and by doing a crossmatch with the 2MASS catalog with a nearest-
neighbor crossmatch with radius of 1 arcsec, we retrieved 23 B stars.
After dealing with duplicates, we compile a set of 52 OB stars. We
compared the latter sample with the Turn-Off sample (see Sec. 2.2)
and found that ν Sco⋆, β 2 Sco⋆, ω1 Sco⋆, π Sco⋆, 1 Sco⋆, 13 Sco⋆
and ρ Sco⋆ are contained in our OB sample; τ Sco⋆, σ Sco⋆ and β 1

Sco⋆ have no ϖ measurements in Gaia and δ Sco⋆ and α Sco⋆ have
no Gaia counterpart. We add the 5 missing stars from the Turn-Off
sample to the OB sample5, and obtain a total of 57 OB stars. Finally,
we double check with Skiff (2009) and discard 9 sources as A stars.
The final OB sample contains 47 stars. For σ Sco⋆, β 1 Sco⋆, δ Sco⋆
and α Sco⋆ we use astrometry from Hipparcos (van Leeuwen 2007).

We applied the GM fit6 to the Gaia-eDR3Vr sample in the

5 Note that α Sco⋆ is actually an evolved M type star.
6 Each GM fit performed in this work converged with a threshold of at least
0.001 km s−1

(U,V,W) space, this yielded an optimal 3-component mixture, ac-
cording to the BIC (see Appendix B). Figure 1 shows the positions in
the V T plane in Galactic coordinates (as none or only a few sources
have Vr in Gaia) for the Gaia-eDR3Vr sample, the OB sample and
the 4 nearest component means to the OB stars, naturally, our se-
lected component is the one with mean (Vℓ ∼ –17.3, Vb ∼ –5.4) km
s−1). Hence, we define (U0 = –5.5±2.7, V0 = –16.8±1.7, W0 = –
6.6±1.9 km s−1) as the true barycenter motion (U, V, W)bar of USco,
which is consistent with previous estimates from Gaia-DR2 (e.g, U,
V, W ∼ –5, –16, –7 km s−1 by Luhman et al. (2018)) and Gaia-DR1
(e.g, U, V, W ∼ –6.16, –16,89, –7.05 km s−1 by Wright & Mamajek
(2018)). From the obtained (U, V, W)bar, we calculate VT∗ for each
source in the Gaia-eDR3 set. We applied a Second GM fit in the
(VT∗) space for the Gaia-eDR3 set (left panel in Figure 2) and se-
lected 4 as the optimal component number according to the BIC. In
this space, the component selected is the nearest one to (VT∗) = (0,
0) km s−1) and we chose a confidence region of 3σ (3004 sources)
from this component as our USco KG (see Section 3.1). The USco
KG represents the entire census of USco and is shown in the right
panel of Figure 2. The estimated contamination in the USco KG is
∼ 6% according to Eq.(7).

We perform the analog procedure for the Raw Gaia-eDR3 set
based on the OB sample already described. The retrieved sample
is composed by 3661 sources with estimated contamination extent
∼ 9% according to Eq.(7). We found that applying at this point the
cuts in Eqs. 4, 5 to the this sample, produces roughly the same data
set as the USco KG extracted from the Gaia-eDR3 set.

4.1.1 Hints of older populations

Some B stars in Figure 1 seem to be associated with a broader appar-
ent over density of negative radial velocity sources. As counterpart,
left panel of Figure 2 shows two out of four components yielded by
the second GM fit (other two fall outside the limits of the figure), as
discussed, one of the components is related to USco, but the other
component of the second GM fit with its mean centered about Vℓ

- Vℓ exp ∼ −2, Vb - Vb exp ∼ 6) km s−1 is also related to a notable
over density of B stars. A possible explanation for this over densities
and their B star counterparts, could be the presence of an older pop-
ulation of stars with barely recognizable kinematic properties. For
older populations, we expect their kinematic coordinates to spread,
and migrate to merge with those of the Galactic field, making it hard
to clearly distinguish them from it. This is consistent with the posi-
tion and qualitative properties of this component of the second GM
fit, however, an in depth analysis of this result is beyond the scope
of this work. On the other hand, we do not found potential physical
relevance in any other component extracted from the First or Second
GM fits.

4.1.2 Membership validation

We compile a set of of USco members based on the previous census
on Sco-Cen by Damiani et al. (2019); Luhman (2022). These census
rely on different selection criteria, data releases from Gaia and re-
port the most detailed characterization of USco with the Gaia data,
providing together an ideal sample to validate the membership of the
Raw USco KG. After extracting duplicates we obtain 3811 sources.
We compare our census with the latter sample. This implies that 338
new sources, with respect to these works, are contained in our work.
However, CMD positions for this members suggest they are most
likely contamination, coinciding with the percentage estimated in
Section 4.1.
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Figure 2. Left: VT∗ space for the Gaia-eDR3 set. Here the USco’s kinematic structure appears as a notorious over density near the origin. The USco KG is
composed by the sources within the 3σ regime of the component associated with this over density. The BIC suggest 4 components to fit the Gaia-eDR3 set. One
of this components is related to the Galactic field stars (around ∼ 15, ∼ 7 km s−1). Right: VT∗ for the USco KG. In the Third GM fit, the BIC is minimized if 3
components are chosen, suggesting the presence of 3 main distinct KGs in USco. VT∗ space is estimated based on the (U,V,W)bar values obtained in the First
GM. The color map shows the posterior probability (min-max normalized) produced by the GM fit from the Gaia-eDR3 set and the USco KG in the Second
and Third GM fit respectively.

4.1.3 Binaries

We note that the large majority of the inferior quality sources in
the Raw USco KG are classified as such due to the RUWE thresh-
old in Eq. (5), which is know to be related with unresolved pairs
(Lindegren et al. 2021). We further investigate this by comparing
the Raw USco KG and the USco KG samples in the CMD and the
ipd_gof_harmonic_amplitude and ipd_frac_multi_peak pa-
rameters, where the latter two yield information about the partially
resolved and resolved binaries, respectively (Lindegren et al. 2021).

In the left panel of Figure 3 we show the CMD for the Raw
USco KG (black) and USco KG (red) with a 10 Myr PARSEC
isochrone. We note form Figure 3 that about half (∼ 500) of these
inferior quality sources have pre-MS positions in the CMD, and
hence are true USco members, however, their astrometric quality
is diminished as they are probably unresolved, partially resolved
or very close binaries. We further support the latter on their trend
to have high values of the ipd_gof_harmonic_amplitude and
ipd_frac_multi_peak parameters, which are related to partially
resolved and close resolved binaries respectively (Lindegren et al.
2021). The presence of this large fraction of close binaries may yield
important information on the dynamics of USco, but a further inves-
tigation on the properties of these sources escapes the aims of this
work.

4.2 Main Kinematic Groups

As very local over densities may have been missed by the global
Second GM fit applied on the Gaia-eDR3 set (see Section 3.1), we
perform a Third GM fit but on the USco KG (right panel in Figure
2). The Third GM fit produces a minimized BIC if 3 components are
chosen (see Figure B1), suggesting that USco is actually composed
by at least 3 kinematic substructures. We rule out that uncertainties
significantly affect this result because typical propagation errors in
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Figure 3. CMD with a 10 Myr isochrone (left) and ipd_frac_multi_peak
vs ipd_gof_harmonic_amplitude Gaia parameters for the Raw USco KG
and the USco KG. Black dots are the inferior quality sources the where left
out from the USco KG mostly due to the RUWE criterion, which is well
know to account for unresolved pairs (Lindegren et al. 2021). About half (∼
500) of this inferior quality sources have photometry consistent with being
pre-MS stars. These inferior quality sources also tend to have high values of
ipd_frac_multi_peak and ipd_gof_harmonic_amplitude, which are
sensitive to resolved and partially resolved binaries respectively (Lindegren
et al. 2021).

Vα and Vδ are ∼ 0.1 and ∼ 0.2 km s−1, one order of magnitude
lower than the 1σ regime of the narrowest P(KGi|VT∗) distribution
(∼ 2.8 km s−1) (see Section 3.1.1). In the following, we assess the
physical relevance of the retrieved KGs and the limitations of this
method. Figure 2, summarizes the results from the Second and Third
GM fits, i.e., left panel shows the Gaia-eDR3 set and the USco KG
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Figure 4. Color index G-GRP vs absolute G magnitude for the Gaia-eDR3
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Figure 2. A 40 Myr PARSEC isochrone divides the young low-mass pre-MS
sources of USco from the MS stars of the Galactic field stars. The 47 stars
with Gaia measurements from the OB sample are plotted as blue triangles.

with the respective posterior probabilities (min-max normalized) ex-
tracted from the GM fits. We will refer to the 3 KGs retrieved as ρ

Oph KG, USco Young KG and USco Old KG. The ρ Oph KG is
mainly associated with the well known ρ Ophiuchi region, the USco
Young KG contains what typically has been taken as the remaining
populations of USco and we present the USco Old KG as a new KG
which remains unstudied as such. We will show that the inclusion of
the USco Old KG is necessary to understand many important proper-
ties of USco. These KGs have mean velocities (U,V,W) = (−0.22±
3.6,−16.2±0.7,−6.7±1.8), (−1.3±3.6,−17.0±0.9,−5.1±1.7),
(−2.6±7.3,−18.8±0.9,−4.0±2.2) km s−1, for the ρ Oph, USco
Young and USco Old KGs, respectively.

In Figure 4 we show the G-GRP vs MG CMD for both the Gaia-
eDR3 set and the USco KG. The color map indicates the posterior
probability for each source to belong to the USco KG. A 40 Myr
PARSEC (Bressan et al. 2012; Chen et al. 2014; Marigo et al. 2017)
isochrone is plotted to illustrate the division between the USco mem-
bers from the Galactic field stars, from this, we note that low proba-
bility sources are also very likely to belong to the Galactic field pop-
ulations, but also to the young stellar objects commonly associated
with the ρ Oph complex. Table 1 show the estimates of the mixing
percentiles for each KG, including USco (see Section 3.1.1). Rows
show the USco KG and the remaining kinematic substructures in
the confidence intervals selected, while columns indicate how many
stars from a given KG are expected to be in the given confidence
intervals for each row.

The Figure 5 shows the sources with P(KG|VT∗)> 50% for each
KG7 described by the color map. 644, 702 and 467 sources are re-
trieved for the ρ Oph, USco Young and USco Old KGs respectively.
The USco KG is shown as gray background such that for each KG in
USco (columns) a direct comparison on the parameters (rows) can

7 P(KGi|VT∗) is min-max normalized.

Kinematic Group ΣP(ρ|VT∗) ΣP(Young|VT∗) ΣP(Old|VT∗)

USco 35.6 % 36.8 % 27.6 %
ρ Oph – 8.2 % 0.2 %
USco Young 14.9 % – 9.1%
USco Old 0.2 % 4.4 % –

Table 1. Rows: USco KG and the KGs retrieved with the Third GM fit with
P(KGi|VT∗) > 50% (min-max normalized). Columns: %mix for each KG in
the given regions.

be made. The first and second rows show the VT∗ space, where the
fit was made, and the observed proper motion, respectively. The third
row shows the Vr histogram with the 36 (ρ KG), 49 (USco Young
KG) and 44 (USco Old KG) sources with available Vr measurements
in the interval [-15,5] km s−1, the means for the sources in the entire
range is (–8.1, –3.9, –2.8 km s−1) suggesting that the groups are also
separated in this directly observed space, however, the typical error
in Vr for the entire USco KG is ∼ 2.79 km s−1 and we can not rule
out field star contamination or the intrinsic internal mixing between
groups as the cause of this separation. The last row shows the CMD
for the absolute G magnitude (MG) and color index G-GRP for the
three KGs, each with a 10 Myr PARSEC isochrone for a relative age
comparison between the groups. This CMDs suggest an age gradient
between the groups. Note that the extinction vector is ∼ parallel to
the isochrones in the color range shown, hence, extinction affected
sources are displaced approximately along the isochrones implying
that ages inferred from this CMD are confident enough to at least
extract information of the relative ages of these stellar populations.
The overall kinematic properties suggest a true physical distinction
between the ρ Oph, USco Young and USco Old KGs and from this
CMDs we infer an unambiguous age distinction between the ρ Oph
and USco Old groups, this is consistent with the results from the
kinematic spaces and serves as an independent confirmation of ρ

Oph KG and USco Old KG as distinct physical groups. Besides,
supports the conclusion that the kinematic mixing between the USco
Young KG and the other populations is non-negligible. Furthermore,
the first row in Figure 6 shows a double peaked distance distribution
for each KG. As the typical propagation error is ∼ 2 pc (< 3 pc for
∼ 80% of the sources), the 2 peaks for the KGs are likely to be real.
The rows bellow, which are projections in the (Y,X), (X,Z) and (Y,Z)
Galactic sub-spaces, help to clarify this; for the ρ Oph KG, at least
3 rather compact substructures are revealed (X,Y,Z ∼ (132,-18,42),
(128,-12,55), (140,-17,60) pc), mainly, in the (X,Z) and (Y,Z) pro-
jections, 2 of them explain the distance peak at 140 pc (X ∼ 130
pc). In the case of the USco Young KG, 2 rather definite substruc-
tures appear at (X,Y,Z ∼ (130,-22,55),(128,-15,43) pc) and a third
diffuse covering the region (X > 135 pc, Y < -19 pc, Z < 52 pc).
Finally, the USco Old KG is mainly constituted by 1 small apparent
substructure (X,Y,Z ∼ (100, -20, 38) pc) and a widely spread Diffuse
population towards the east of USco, connecting it with the Upper
Centaurus Lupus (UCL) region (see Damiani et al. (2019), its Figure
37).

Analogue procedures to the Kinematic Analysis, have been used
as the main tool in recent works (e.g., Luhman et al. 2018; Luh-
man & Esplin 2020; Luhman 2022) to investigate the kinematic
substructure. However, this result suggests that the GM fit does not
completely disentangles the spatial or age substructure of USco, i.e.,
there may be true substructures with too similar kinematics as to be
separated via this method.

On the other hand, the USco Old KG has been left out of some
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Figure 5. Columns: from left to right, the ρ Oph, USco Young and USco Old KGs. Rows: 1st: VT∗ space. 2nd: proper motion space. 3rd: Vr distribution.
4th: CMD with a 10 Myr PARSEC isochrone. The color maps the min-max normalized P(KGi|VT∗)>. Only sources with P(KGi|VT∗)>50% are plotted. The
USco KG is shown as the gray background and stars from the OB sample are shown as green triangles. A direct comparison can be done between the different
groups and the spaces of interest, revealing a direct relation between position in the kinematic spaces and age.
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Figure 6. Columns: same as Figure 5. Rows: 1st: Distance distribution. 2nd: Projection on the (Y,X) plane. 3rd: Projection on the (X,Z) plane. 4th: Projection
on the (Y,Z) plane. Colors: same as Figure 5. The distance distribution for the 3 KGs is double peaked, with all 3 groups showing a peak at ∼ 140 pc. Spatial
distribution shows a complex structure for each KG, suggesting that clustering in kinematic spaces does not implies spatial clustering in USco and that spatial
mixing between this KGs is non-negligible. The selected OB stars mostly overlap with the USco Young and USco Old KGs and tend to be in the external
regions of USco.
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recent studies on USco based on the Gaia data, for example, the pre-
vious works by Luhman & Esplin (2020), Damiani et al. (2019) and
Kerr et al. (2021) with Gaia-DR2 data have omitted the inclusion of
the USco Old KG mainly due to: 1. They apply clustering techniques
like GM but in the proper motion offset space, where uncertainties
are lower but, due to its large distance dispersion and lower density,
the USco Old KG does not appear clustered, so that on a conserva-
tive confidence intervals it may be classified as contamination. This
was indeed the case for the analysis of Luhman & Esplin (2020) (see
its Figure 6). 2. In the work of Damiani et al. (2019), the selection
method produces a rather complete final sample and contains most
sources from the USco Old KG, but no systematic way of look for
KGs in the VT space in USco is performed (see its Figs.12,13,14).
3. The clustering space investigated with HDBSCAN by Kerr et al.
(2021) requires both spatial and kinematic clustering, allowing them
to recover the substructure SC-13 but as completely separated from
USco, when it is probably related to the SC-17-A substructure.

4.3 Internal structure of USco

In following sections we show how our OPTICS implementation
in the Gaia eDR3 data verifies and significantly complements the
previous investigation of the substructure in USco by producing new
and more robust results about it.

4.3.1 Spatial distribution

The parameter selection of the OPTICS algorithm largely depends
on the intended resolution of the analysis to perform. We limit our
analysis to identify spatial substructures in the USco KG, if present,
containing at least 31 sources (∼ 1% of our USco KG). We explored
the (MinPts, ξ ) parameters in the ranges [2,41], [0.006,0.06] and
report the results of choosing [MinPts = 31, ξ = 0.007]. Varying
MinPts from 21 to 41 does not produce any significant change in
the global or local shape of the R plot (see Section 3.2.2), values be-
low 21 produce noisy steepness in the already present valleys, which
makes difficult to choose ξ when assigning cluster limits, but the
global structure is roughly the same. Values below 21 start to in-
troduce too local valleys with typically ∼ 10 sources introducing
noise and smaller substructures. The structure most affected by this
changes is the labeled as UCL’s for its spatial position, as it disap-
pears and strongly changes its shape when varying this parameter,
hence, we omit its inclusion as a well defined structure and also any
further analysis of it. As MinPts only needs to be large enough to
distinguish the substructures with the intended resolution (Ankerst
et al. 1999), we chose MinPts = 31 and discarded the analysis of
MinPts > 41. Once the MinPts is set, we start to vary ξ from 0 to
the maximum value where all the valleys with at least 31 sources
are selected as clusters (ξ = 0.005) in 0.001 steps. Our main anal-
ysis is based on ξ = 0.007 as it is the first non-trivial value for ξ ,
given MinPts, we also study the effects of varying ξ from 0.007 un-
til the point where none of the valleys are selected as a substructure
(ξ = 0.06).

The R plot (see Section 3.2.2) produced by OPTICS is shown in
the top panel of Figure 7. Each source has a position in the R plot
and each substructure satisfying the conditions above mentioned is
shown in a different color, while the Diffuse populations in USco are
identified with black dots. In Figure 7 we show the direct imprint
of the spatial structure of USco and evidence for the presence of
8 substructures plus the Diffuse populations, where a total of 1049
and 2065 sources belong to the clustered and Diffuse populations,

Table 2. Candidate members of the Upper Scorpius Kinematic Group.

Column Label Description

source_id
ra Right ascension from Gaia eDR3
ra_error Error in ra from Gaia eDR3
dec Declination from from Gaia eDR3
dec_error Error in dec from Gaia eDR3
parallax Parallax from Gaia eDR3
parallax_error Error in parallax from Gaia eDR3
distance Distance by inversion of parallax
pmra Proper motion in ra from Gaia eDR3
pmra_error Error in pmra from Gaia eDR3
pmdec Proper motion in dec from Gaia eDR3
pmdec_error Error in pmdec from Gaia eDR3
ipd_gof_harmonic_amplitude Amplitude of the Image Parameter

Determination Goodness of Fit
versus position angle of scan

ipd_frac_multi_peak Percent of successful-Image Parameter
Determination windows with more than
one peak

ruwe Renormalized unit weight error
from Gaia eDR3

phot_g_mean_mag Magnitude in the G band
from Gaia eDR3

phot_rp_mean_mag Magnitude in the GRP band
from Gaia eDR3

M_g Absolute magnitude in the G band
dr2_radial_velocity Radial velocity from Gaia DR2
dr2_radial_velocity_error Error in radial velocity

from Gaia DR2
l Galactic longitude
b Galactic latitude
pml Proper motion in the ℓ direction
pmb Proper motion in the b direction
vl Tangential velocity in the ℓ

direction
vb Tangential velocity in the b

coordinate
vl_exp Expected tangential velocity

in the ℓ direction
vb_exp Expected tangential velocity

in the b direction
X Cartesian heliocentric coordinate

in the direction of the Galactic
center

Y Cartesian heliocentric coordinate
in the direction of the Galactic
rotation

Z Cartesian heliocentric coordinate
in the direction of the North
Galactic Pole

p_rho_Oph_kg ρ Ophiuchi KG posterior proba-
bility from the third GM fit

p_usco_young_kg USco Young KG posterior proba-
bility from the third GM fit

p_usco_old_kg USco Old KG posterior proba-
bility from the third GM fit

epsilon ε value yielded by OPTICS
V_core Vcore from Equation 12
substructure Label assigned by OPTICS

Labels assigned by OPTICS: -1: Diffuse populations, 0: π Sco, 1: ρ Oph, 2: ω

Sco, 3: ν Sco, 4: δ Sco, 5: α Sco, 6: β Sco, 7: UCLś. Data from this table will
be provided as supplementary material to this paper.
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Figure 7. Top: R plot for the USco KG with MinPts =31 and ξ =0.07). Colored valleys represent each structure classified as a cluster in (X.Y,Z) space by the
OPTICS algorithm with the given parameters. Diffuse populations are identified as black plateaus. Bottom: from left to right, projections on the Galactic (Y,X),
(X,Z) and (Y,Z) planes. Colors represent each substructure extracted from the R plot. The Diffuse populations are plotted in gray. The stellar voids observed
are shown as elliptical arcs where such geometry can be clearly assigned. The position of stars from the Turn-off sample is represented by the respective Bayer
designation. Note that the Turn-off sample does not include the star ρ Ophiuchi, hence, the ρ symbol in this and the following figures corresponds to the star ρ

Scorpii.

Substructure ρ Oph α Sco β Sco π Sco ν Sco ω Sco δ Sco Diffuse

N⋆ 261 227 111 104 108 66 66 2009
NVr 16 14 4 15 7 4 7 188
NAG 47 165 106 20 103 59 59 835
α [deg] 246.4±0.6 244.5±1.0 241.3±0.8 240.7±2.7 242.7±0.5 242.1±0.8 239.8±0.7 243.6±4.6
δ [deg] -24.1±0.7 -24.6±1.1 -19.5±0.9 -24.5±2.3 -19.4±0.6 -21.9±0.7 -23.1±0.6 -24.6±3.8
ϕ [mas] 7.2±0.1 6.3±0.2 6.5±0.1 9.1±0.3 7.2±0.1 7.1±0.05 7.0±0.1 7.2±1.8
d [pc] 138.7±2.0 158.2±4.1 152.8±3.0 109.9±4.3 138.8±2.1 141.4±1.1 143.0±1.7 144.2±21.4
X [pc] 131.4±1.8 148.7±4.3 138.8±3.2 101.0±4.3 127.2±2.0 130.1±1.4 130.0±1.7 134.2±20.3
Y [pc] -15.8±1.2 -22.0±2.3 -16.0±2.1 -19.4±5.0 -12.4±1.5 -18.2±1.5 -24.1±1.3 -21.7±9.3
Z [pc] 41.1±1.8 49.4±2.8 61.7±2.0 38.8±4.1 54.2±1.3 52.2±1.7 54.3±1.6 46.2±12.8
µα [mas yr−1] -7.6±2.0 -10.3±1.2 -9.8±1.1 -20.3±2.5 -9.2±1.4 -10.4±1.0 -12.6±1.0 -12.2±4.8
µδ [mas yr−1] -25.7±1.5 -21.8±1.3 -21.7±0.7 -31.8±2.4 -24.0±1.1 -24.1±1.0 -24.0±0.9 -24.5±6.5
vr [km s−1] -0.42±1.8 4.8±18.9 -8.8±4.6 -0.2±2.7 -8.0±1.2 -1.9±7.6 -7.0±1,2 -6.5±17.8
U [km s−1] -0.1±1.7 3.9±17.6 -7.8±4.3 -2.4±2.6 -6.6±1.8 -1.3±7.1 -7.5±1.0 -7.4±16.6
V [km s−1] -16.0±0.9 -18.0±3.3 -15.8±0.9 -19.0±1.1 -15.2±0.8 -16.3±1.2 -16.4±0.3 -16.6±2.6
W [km s−1] -7.2±1.5 -3.9±5.8 -8.7±1.7 -4.1±1.5 -8.4±0.7 -6.8±2.2 -7.8±0.6 -7.0±6.0
AG [mag] 1.7±0.76 1.2±0.94 0.51±0.30 0.20±0.20 0.78±0.58 0.55±0.29 0.44±0.34 0.58±0.62

Table 3. Mean astrometric parameters and extinction in the G band, with 1σ standard deviations for the seven substructures of USco and the Diffuse population
identified with OPTICS. The number of available sources with radial velocity and extinction values is also listed.
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respectively. We suggest to name six of these structures after their
brightest star (see footnote 1): π Scorpii, ω Scorpii, ν Scorpii, δ

Scorpii, α Scorpii and β Scorpii.The relation between these struc-
tures and the respective stars is first shown in this work, and will be
discussed in section 4.5. We also recover the well known ρ Ophi-
uchi substructure and another minor substructure that we will label
UCL’s. From the work of Kerr et al. (2021), we recover the substruc-
tures SC-13 (π Scorpii), SC-17-E,G,I (ν ,β Scorpii and ρ Ophiuchi)

and increase their membership in at least 2 and up to 4 times the
previous estimates. We find that the substructure H is actually com-
posed by 2 substructures (ω , δ Scorpii). SC-17-B,C,D are largely
contained in α Scorpii substructure. We do not found evidence for
the presence of the SC-F substructure and we argue that SC-A is
more likely to be a spurious detection and part of the larger π KG.
Hence, we introduce 3 new substructures (ω , δ , α Scorpii) plus the
physical relation of all the substructures with one of the most mas-
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Figure 9. Left: VT∗ space. The 7 substructures retrieved with OPTICS are shown. We plot the expected direction where the age increases and crosses centered
on the mean positions of the ρ , α and π KGs, according to the results from the Kinematic Analysis. The crosses have width ∼ 1σ of the fitted components.
Right: proper motion. Notably, these spatially clustered populations are also highly clustered in these kinematic spaces. Correcting perspective and depth effects
is important, as the trend and relative positions of the substructures are better extracted from the VT∗ space.

sive members in USco. Table 3 shows the mean values of the main
astrometric variables for each of the 8 analyzed substructures8 and
their respective 1σ standard deviations. The lower panels in Figure
7 show the spatial projections of the five major substructures with
> 100 sources, the other two with 66 sources each and the Diffuse
populations (gray background) in the Galactic (X,Y,Z) coordinate
sub-spaces plus the stars in the Turn-Off sample with white star sym-
bols. Figure 7 show unprecedented insights on the internal structure
of USco. Among the most notable characteristics from the spatial
distribution of this substructures are the apparent voids shown in the
lower panels of Figure 7. These voids are apparently well fitted by
ellipsoids connected at their edges (the arcs shown in Y-X and X-Z
projections) by the ρ Oph, β Sco, ω Sco, ν Sco, and δ Sco sub-
structures. We will revisit the relation between the Voids and the
substructures when analyzing the star formation history of USco in
Section 5.4.

To obtain a quantitative idea of the reliability of these results, we
base on the OPTICS’ ξ parameter. When varying the ξ parameter,
we note that each substructure begins to lose members when the
gradient of the valley in the R plot is too low with respect to to ξ ,
this means that changing the ξ parameter can give us an idea on
how definite are the boundaries of a cluster relative to its surround-
ings. Paradoxically, the first substructure in losing members, at ξ =
0.007, is the associated with ρ Oph (red valley in Figure 7), the most
deeply studied region in USco. This by itself is evidence of the true
physical relevance of the new substructures extracted with OPTICS
as they are more robustly clustered than ρ Ophiuchi. On the other

8 We omit the analysis of the UCLś substructure (51 sources) because of
its noisy character and its truncated position towards the Upper Centaurus
Lupus region.

hand, we note by the same methods that the β Sco and π Sco sub-
structures are the most well defined substructures retrieved, which
is also noted from their higher steepness in the R plot. The celestial
(ℓ,b) position of these substructures and the Diffuse populations is
shown in Figure 8. A Planck 857 GHz dust emission background
is also plotted with visualization purposes; the dust emission maps
very well the HI structures at low densities and shows an excess of
about 40% with respect to to the HI emission in high density regions
where molecular clouds are also present (Planck Collaboration et al.
2011), several Lynds clouds are also shown with this purpose. We
also mark the positions of the brightest members of USco.

4.3.2 Kinematics

The kinematic properties of this substructures can be seen in Figure
9, where we show the 7 substructures in the VT∗ (left) and proper
motion (right) spaces. We include the Turn-Off sample in this plots,
however, this proper motion and parallax measurements have non-
negligible errors because they are strongly affected by binary inter-
actions, deviating their kinematics from that of their parent substruc-
tures. These shows how the inclusion of transverse velocities would
bias and reduce our member selection due to the unresolved binary
interactions. Note that several substructures do not overlap with each
other within the proper motion space as clearly as they do in the VT∗
space. In particular, these effects are needed to be taken into consid-
eration for the investigation of the Wall of USco. We also include
the direction towards we expect for the age of all the substructures
to increase, based on results from section 4.2. In contrast with the
results obtained in section 4.2, substructures are compact and well
defined in both (X,Y,Z) and VT∗ spaces. Moreover, substructures
are aligned in roughly the same direction the Kinematic Analysis
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suggests an increase in age with respect to the VT∗ space. The 7
substructures constitute four clearly evident sub KGs, where four
of them unambiguously overlaps with the high confidence region of
the three KGs obtained in the Kinematic Analysis and the remaining
two, β and ω Sco, are located between two of these KGs, providing
a way of testing how intrinsic is the age-VT∗ dependency suggested
by the Kinematic Analysis. We also note that δ , β , ω and ν Sco are
particularly close in both (X,Y,Z) and VT∗ spaces a present a corre-
lated directionality in these spaces. In the following, we try to obtain
some insights on the age trend observed in the Kinematic Analysis
in terms of substructures discussed.

4.3.3 Ages

Here we make relative and intrinsic estimations for the substructures
found in section 4.3. In order to do this, we use PARSEC (Bressan
et al. 2012; Chen et al. 2014; Marigo et al. 2017) isochrones and the
G, GRP Gaia-eDR3 passbands, as they exhibit lower extinction and
errors than GBP. We aim to provide an insight into the age proper-
ties of this substructures to see if the expected age trend shown in
Figure 9 is true for them, which may be tested extracting, if possi-
ble, relative ages between them from the CMD. While substructures
show clearly distinct relative ages, in most cases, intrinsic age esti-
mations are systematically affected, at least, by extinction effects at
the individual level, hence, we include conservative systematic and
statistic error estimations for the ages reported. Luhman & Esplin
(2020) gives AK (Ks passband from 2MASS) estimates for USco
sources excluding the ρ Oph region. Assuming a Cardelli reddening
law (Cardelli et al. 1989), we transform AK values from Luhman &
Esplin (2020) into AG. In Figure 10 we show the resulting CMDs
with 6, 7, 8, 9, 14 and 20 Myr extinction-corrected isochrones. We
assume a solar metallicity of Z=0.014 to be consistent with the grids
from Ekström et al. (2012) in the Time Analysis. AG mean values
for each substructure are shown in Table 3. We take AG =0.6 when
correcting isochrones for δ Sco, beta Sco, ω Sco and ν Sco since
extinction does not vary significantly from this mean value for these
substructues. To estimate intrinsic ages we base on a maximum age
of ρ Oph complex of 5-6 Myr (Cánovas et al. 2019; Esplin & Luh-
man 2020). The uncertainty in this value systematically propagates
to our results. We chose a particular interval to estimate ages as dif-
ferent intervals yield different results. To chose the optimal interval
we consider the following: 1. We aim to reproduce the 6 Myr upper
age of ρ Oph substructure. 2. Age estimations based on the region
G-GRP < 1 would be strongly affected by low number statistics and
unresolved binaries. 3. Current stellar evolutionary models are con-
sidered unreliable for late M objects (Pecaut & Mamajek 2016), in
particular, observations suggest an underestimation of their radius
(e.g., Boyajian et al. 2012), so we want to avoid as many late M
stars as possible. By characterizing and constraining the fundamen-
tal properties of M stars, Kraus et al. (2011) concluded that M ob-
jects with mass > 0.35 M⊙ should be well described by current mod-
els at the time of Version 1.1 of the PARSEC grids, that we use in
our work. Consistently, dispersion, deviation and the deviation gra-
dient significantly increase at G-GRP > 1.25. At this mass regime,
pre-MS M sources have an underestimated temperature by ∼ 100 K
(see Pecaut & Mamajek (2013), tables 5 and 6), hence, we estimate
ages based on the G-GRP interval [1.1,1.25], marked with vertical
lines in both panels of Figure 10. This interval would correspond to
a mass range of ∼ [0.27-0.44] M⊙ (Pecaut & Mamajek 2013; Luh-
man 2022). We make age estimations for the remaining substruc-
tures relative to these considerations. From left panel in Figure 10
we see that the age trend observed in the Kinematic Analysis (see

Figure 5) holds for these substructures, i.e., ρ Oph (6 Myr max), α

Sco (14 Myr) and π Sco (20 Myr), where all of this structures unam-
biguously belong to one of the KG found in the Kinematic Analysis.
In the right panel of Figure 10, we show the CMD for the ν , ω , β

and δ Sco substructures, as expected from their (X,Y,Z) and VT∗
positions, we observe similar relative ages. We show 7, 8, 8 and 9
Myr isochrones for ν , ω , δ and δ Sco, respectively. We note that
the global trend, better observed at the right of the age estimation
interval, in the entire G-GRP range is the expected from left panel of
Figure 9.

4.3.4 Age-velocity correlation

To further investigate the intrinsic VT∗-age trend, we define

∆VT∗j = VT∗i −VT∗ρ (11)

where V T∗ j denotes the j-th substructure’s mean value in the VT∗
space and V T∗ρ is the mean value of the ρ Oph substructure in the
same space. We make note that 6 Myr is assumed as the maximum
age of ρ Oph, but V T∗ρ would be weighted by the full range of ages.
Esplin & Luhman (2020) shown that the ages in ρ Oph range from 2
to 6 Myr. Hence, we adopt 4±1 Myr as the average age of ρ Oph and
use this value for both plots in Figure 11. In the second and fourth
columns of Table 4, we show ∆VT∗j and the age estimations (with
their respective upper and lower bounds) for each substructure. In
upper panel of Figure 11 we show the ∆VT∗j-age correlation with
error bars denoting the upper and lower bounds reported in the age
estimation.

If we assume a common linear drift rate, we are able to constrain
the stellar populations in USco to be ∼ 3.4±1 Myr older for each km
s−1 of separation with respect to to ρ Oph in the VT∗ space. How-
ever, note that there is an abrupt age difference between δ Sco and
α Sco, despite their similar kinematic properties. There is a physical
explanation to this in our picture: we expect that the parent molecu-
lar cloud of the substructures had similar kinematic properties than
α Sco, until the first SNe in α Sco substructure induced a successive
acceleration of their parent molecular cloud (as this is the main kine-
matic prediction of the triggered star formation scenario) towards the
south west or en the direction of ρ Oph in the VT∗ space. Therefore,
we take this as a strong suggestion of triggered star formation as the
origin of the substructures younger than α Sco. We will discuss this
with more detail in Section 5.4.

4.3.5 Age-density correlation

We define the core volume of each substructure and the core mass
enclosed by this volume as:

Vcore =
4πε3

min
3

(12)

Mcore = MinPts×0.4M⊙ = 12.4M⊙ (13)

This definitions are based on the core definition in the context of
the OPTICS algorithm (see Section 3.2.1 and do not take into ac-
count the irregularities in the spatial distribution. Mcore is obtained
by converting the mean absolute G mangnitude in the USco KG to
a mean mass of 0.4 M⊙ based on the estimates from Pecaut & Ma-
majek (2013). Lower panel in Figure 11 shows the resultant empir-
ical expansion law that correlates the density with the age of these
substructures. This observational evidence suggests that each sub-
structure expands with time at a logarithmic rate and may explain
the presence of Diffuse populations as the expanded outer regions of
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Figure 11. Top: ∆VT∗ vs age. Bottom: age vs density. Upper and lower
bounds for the photometric age estimates are shown.

the localized substructures found, rather than being in-situ formed
populations or the result of the expansion of a unique global struc-
ture. The expansion rate probably depends on the specific formation
conditions or mechanism for each structure, however, a global trend
seems to be satisfied. Al thought this important result escapes the

Substructure ∆VT∗ [km s−1] Vcore [pc3] Agephot [Myr]

ρ Oph 0 6.54 4±1
6 (max)

ν Sco 0.60 19.16 7±1
β Sco 1.22 45.83 8±1
ω Sco 1.22 52.99 8±1
δ Sco 2.32 53.67 9±2
α Sco 2.42 87.11 14±2
π Sco 4.52 448.92 20±2

Table 4. Vcore based on the εmin parameter, ∆VT∗ calculated from Eq.(11)
and Age estimated from the CMD in Figure 10, via PARSEC models and the
average of the extinction estimates, with the statistic errors. As discussed in
the text, the intrinsic ages are also affected by a systematic error of pm1 Myr.

aims of this work, it deserves further investigation and further test-
ing in other OB associations.

4.4 General properties and massive content

We devote this section to summarize some important properties of
the substructures discussed in section 4.3 that we consider relevant
for the discussion in Section 6. We also estimate which stars from
the Turn-Off sample belong to each substructure, justifying their
names. We constrain the age of these stars based on Ekström et al.
(2012) grids with rotation. In addition to the latter, this classification
is also important to estimate the number of SNe events hosted by
each substructure. To define if a star belongs to a given substructure,
we consider mainly the spatial and celestial positions from Figure
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Source SpTA MassA AgeA AgeB Substructure AgeC

Designation⋆ [M⊙] [Myr] [Myr] [Myr]

τ Sco⋆ B0V 15±0.1 5.7±1 1 α Sco* -
δ Sco⋆ B0.2IV 13D 4.8±0.2 7 δ Sco 9±2
β 1 Sco⋆ B0.5V 12.5±0.6 13.8±0.4 7 β Sco 8±1
σ Sco⋆ B1III 18.7E 8±0.2 8 α Sco 14±2
ω1 Sco⋆ B1V 11.1±0.9 10±5 1 ω Sco 8±1
π Sco⋆ B1V+B2V** 12.5±0.6 15.3±0.6 10 π Sco 20±2
1 Sco⋆ B1.5Vn 8.3±0.2 10.3±5.3 5 α Sco* -
ν Sco⋆ B2IV 9.2±0.3 21±2.4 23 ν Sco 7±1
β 2 Sco⋆ B2V 7.3±0.1 2.3±2.2 <1 β Sco 8±1
ρ Sco⋆ B2IV-V 8.1±0.1 20.5±3.2 18 UCL -
13 Sco⋆ B2V 7.8±0.1 2.9±1.8 15 UCL -
α Sco⋆ M1.5Iab-bG 11-15F 17.1±0.6 15F α Sco 14±2

Table 5. Rows: the Turn-Off sample plus α Sco⋆. Columns: 1. Designation for each star. 2. Spectral type and class. 3. Mass for the V stars is obtained from
A. References are specified for the other luminosity classes. 4. Age from B. 5. Age from C. 6. Age assigned by correspondence with a substructure. 7. Parent
structure. Given the mass and age from B and D, we are not able to associate τ Sco⋆ to any substructure. References: A: (Tetzlaff et al. 2011), B: (Pecaut
& Mamajek 2016), C: this work (by association with the substructures), D: (Miroshnichenko et al. 2013), E: (North et al. 2007), F: (Ohnaka et al. 2013), *:
potential coronae member. **: π Sco⋆ is a spectroscopic binary comprised of a pair of stars with the shown spectral types (Garrison 1967; Hiltner et al. 1969)

.

7 (lower panels), and Figure 8). However, there are several cases
where is necessary to account for other physical considerations and
some where is not possible to unambiguously relate a massive star to
any substructure in particular. The results are summarized in Table ,
where the columns 7 and 8 constitute our age and upper mass-limit
estimations.

4.4.1 ρ Oph: age cornerstone

Our substructure’s intrinsic age estimations are strongly based on
the reported maximum age of 6 Myr for ρ Oph (Cánovas et al. 2019;
Esplin & Luhman 2020). Hence, in section 4.3, we chose conserva-
tive ξ limits for the ρ Oph substructure, as we aimed to recover a
confident sample, rather than an in depth survey of this well known
region. We remark again that ρ Oph is composed by several smaller
populations with ages between 0 (Pillitteri et al. 2016) and 6 (Esplin
& Luhman 2020)] Myr in a complex structure of stars and molecular
clouds. We will revisit these properties in our proposed star forma-
tion scenario for USco in section 6.

4.4.2 δ , β , ω and ν Scorpii clusters

In previous sections we found that these substructures show a cor-
relation in age-velocity, age-position and age-density, while they are
also close in each of those spaces. We take the age-position corre-
lation as the primary evidence of that an external triggering event
induced the formation of these structures, while the other correla-
tions independently support this scenario (see footnote 1).

ν Sco is named after the star Jabbah (ν Scorpii⋆), part of a hi-
erarchical system with 7 components (Tokovinin 2018). ν Sco and
ρ Oph barycenters are 13 pc away in the Z direction, while their
dispersion in that direction is about ∼ 4.5 pc, however, their kine-
matic properties and positions in the CMD are very similar, suggest-
ing a common mechanism for their formation and constraining the
expected position of a potential triggering event towards the east.
Moreover, they are both close to prominent molecular clouds lo-
cated westwards (see Lynds clouds in Figure 8). β Sco is named
after the star Acrab (β 1 Sco⋆). We recognize that there is a large
difference between the distance to the cluster and the star. However,

orbital motions due to its binary nature certainly affect the parallax
measurements, which are from Hipparcos. This can be seen from
the VT positions of the pair, which locates them outside the USco
KG. Hence, we argue that the distance of the pair is very likely to
be underestimated due to its orbital motions and we expect it belong
to the β Sco substructure. ω Sco is named after ω1 Sco⋆ which is
expected to be a single star (Pecaut et al. 2012) and has spatial a
celestial position within the boundaries of the respective structure.
We note a high RUWE value (∼ 2.4) for this star, suggesting that
is probable that has a unresolved secondary. If verified, all the most
massive stars in this substructures would be actually binaries or hier-
archical systems. δ Sco in named after Dschubba (δ Sco⋆). We base
the relation between these systems mainly on their celestial position
and kinematics.

4.4.3 π Scorpii: the missing link

π Sco is named after the system Fang (π Sco⋆), a spectroscopic bi-
nary comprised of a pair of stars with the spectral types B1V and
B2V (Garrison 1967; Hiltner et al. 1969), or ∼ 12 and ∼ 7 solar
masses. There is some ambiguity regarding the actual position in
space of this system given that: the Gaia eDR3 distance to this bi-
nary star is ∼ 70 pc lower than the Hipparcos distance, but the Gaia
eDR3 parallax error is larger that its Hipparcos counterpart, how-
ever, the resultant parallax over error value is bigger in the Gaia
eDR3 catalog, ∼ 14%, with respect to the Hipparcos value of ∼
8.7%. On the other hand, all the members that give their name to
the substructures have extinction values AV remarkably similar to
the mean AV of the substructures, which makes sense if they are
embedded into the same clouds as their parent substructure. π Sco⋆
is no exception to this with AV = 0.2 mag, while AV for π Sco =
0.23 mag. At π Sco⋆ sky position, if it were far behind the respec-
tive substructure we would expect it to have an extinction notably
larger than 0.23 mag, as it is the case for 1 Sco with AV = 0.46 mag.
After considering this, we assign this system as a member of the
respective substructure. However, this is an important caveat which
needs further study. A precise estimation of fundamental parameters
of Fang escapes our aims, but the mass of the B1V component is
still well above the lower mass limit of the Turn-Off sample, hence,
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we include it as a massive member of π Sco and a potential SNe
progenitor.

Remarkably, π Sco overlaps with the region of high probability
to be the origin of a SNe event ∼ -1,5 Myr ago in the outskirts of
both USco, as reported by Breitschwerdt et al. (2016). This region
is centered at (X,Y,Z) = (83,-25,41) pc while π Sco is located at
(X,Y,Z) = (101,-19, 39) pc (see Figure 7). However, the study of
Neuhäuser et al. (2020) on the runaway star ζ Oph (Hoogerwerf
et al. 2000), provides a correction on the time and present-day lo-
cation of the event, 1.78±0.21 Myr ago and (X,Y,Z) = (99,-34,25)
pc (see Neuhäuser et al. (2020), its Table 4), respectively, locating
it even closer at no more than 5 pc from π Sco and. We take this as
strong evidence of π Sco being the parent structure of both ζ Ophi-
uchi and the progenitor of the SNe event that expelled it. This intrin-
sic relation provides valuable information for both the objects and
the structure. For example, there is a large uncertainty on the mass
of ζ Oph, 13+10

−6 , and the mass of its progenitor strongly depends
on the age of the structure that hosted it. Indeed, Neuhäuser et al.
(2020) estimated the mass of this progenitor as 17±2 M⊙ based on
an age of 12-15 Myr from the age map in Pecaut & Mamajek (2016).
We stress here that this age map is a sky projection, so that it does
not excludes the possibility of having an older substructure in fore-
ground, as we suggest for π Sco. Hence, our age for π Sco implies
a new mass for the progenitor of 11.8 M⊙ (see Table 6).

Remarkably, a Bubble in the ISM was found by Robitaille et al.
(2018) in the Planck data (Planck Collaboration et al. 2011). Ro-
bitaille et al. (2018) suggested that this Bubble may be a ∼ 3 Myr old
SN remnant at a distance of ∼ 139±10 pm, with its shell interacting
with both ρ Oph and Lupus clouds. While the spatial description is
consistent with the observed voids in Figure 7, a recent SN event in
pi Sco makes it more plausible for the Bubble to be related with the
Void 2.

4.4.4 α Scorpii moving group

This substructure is the largest, roughly coeval and compact struc-
ture in USco. It belongs to the α KG retrieved from the Kinematic
Analysis. Its notable size, its relation with the α KG and the conclu-
sions from section 4.3.2 suggest that is largely disperse and, hence,
that is the origin of many other loose members from the Diffuse pop-
ulations. Given its age, we expect that stars with M > 1.6 M⊙ (SpT
∼ F0) have already entered the H-burning phase (Siess et al. 2000),
suggesting a negligible number of A stars from this population in
the OB sample.

α Sco is named after the star Antares (α Sco⋆). Antares has an age
and mass of 11-15 Myr and 15±5 M⊙ (Pecaut et al. 2012; Ohnaka
et al. 2013), which is consistent with the estimated age of 14 Myr
and the upper mass-limit of 14.9+1.8

1.4 M⊙ for this substructure. Sim-
ilarly, the star Alniyat (σ Sco⋆) has a mass of 18.4±5.4, which is
also consistent with the upper mass-limit for the substructure. Fur-
thermore, we able to relate the system EPIC 203710387, an eclips-
ing binary system with contrained age from David et al. (2019), to
the α Sco substructure. According to the authors, EPIC 203710387
should have ∼12±3 Myr in PARSEC V1.1, which is consistent with
our assigned age of ∼14±2 Myr with the same isochrone model.

We assign both stars to this substructure by further considering
their spatial positions. Note from Figure 7 that is the nearest struc-
ture to these stars, so that if they do not belong to it, they must be
runaways from the younger structures. We rule out the former sce-
nario for Antares, based on its estimated age and mass. For Alniyat,
the age estimates of ∼ 8 Myr seem to be consistent with this case,
however, we also consider that the typical mass of β Ceph stars is ∼

12 M⊙ and the fact that its distance seems to be systematically un-
derestimated. Furthermore, from a canonical IMF, we expect more
that one massive member for this substructure, as it doubles the stel-
lar content of the others, despite of a large fraction of its members
being already too disperse to be classified as such. Based on the lat-
ter, we argue that is more likely that the mass and age of Alniyat to
have been over and sub-estimated, respectively, than it being a run-
away star or have formed in situ. We classify the stars τ Sco⋆ and
1 Sco⋆ as potential coronae members of α Sco. However, τ Sco⋆
seems to be too massive and too young to have formed in this sub-
structure and 1 Sco⋆ classification as such results ambiguous due to
its large distance from α Sco.

4.5 SNe in USco

To obtain NSN, we follow the procedure sketched in Sect 3.3. We
obtained that only the substructures π Sco and α Sco have possibly
hosted at least 1 SNe in the past, so we focus our exposition on these
substructures. The input parameters for each substructure are N, Mτ

and Mup, where N is the number of stars with M > 7.3 M⊙ (SpT
<∼ B2V), Mτ is the mass of a SNe progenitor occurred at the time
τ after the structure’s birth and Mup is the mass of the most massive
member in the given structure. The introduction of parameters is not
straightforward, for example, in section 4.4 we obtained with cer-
tainty that N=2 for π Sco but N may be 2, 3 or 4 for α Sco, so we
evaluate three cases for this substructure. On the other hand, we lack
precision on the mass of the most massive member for both substruc-
tures and the occurring times and progenitor mass for the SNe are
very sensible to this value. We were able to solve the the Mup prob-
lem in a consistent manner for each substructure. The most massive
star in α Sco is Antares, which is already in the He-burning phase,
hence, its mass is somewhere between the upper mass for H-burning
and the upper mass for He-burning, where both depend on the age α

Sco. This way, we obtain the mass of Antares and the SNe occurring
times with uncertainty < 1 M⊙ and 1 Myr in the full range of the
uncertainty for the age of α Sco. For π Sco, we use the occurring
time of the SNe that expelled ζ Oph: 1.78±0.21 Myr (see Section
4.4.4); for a given age of π Sco, we only have to find the progenitor
mass of a SNe that occurred at that time. This mass depends on the
age of π Sco, so we also explored the upper and lower bounds of its
age. For the remaining substructures, we obtain the normalization
constant based on the upper limit-mass and estimate NSN based on
the masses from Table 5. For the remaining substructures, we obtain
NSN < 1. Remarkably, this implies that the present day mass func-
tion is identical to the IMF in these substructures. However, we note
that the upper mass values notably differ from the measured val-
ues, most dramatically in the case of the ν substructure, in contrast
with the observed on the previously discussed substructures where
the difference was minimal. The latter may be consequence of the
structures being smaller or evidence of a more fundamental relation
between the IMF and the respective formation mechanism. This is
an important result that deserves further investigation and we will
revisit this in future work.

Via this procedure, we obtain that at least 3 and up to 4 SNe have
occurred in USco. 2 hosted by π Sco ∼ 10 and 1.78 Myr ago and 1 or
2 hosted by α Sco with occurring times depending on N in Table 6.
Note that the 3 values of N and age for α Sco yield a SNe ∼ 10±2
Myr ago, allowing us to conclude that a SNe certainly happened
around this time. However, the mass of the progenitor of this SNe
largely depends on the assumed age for α Sco. For N = 3, 4, we
obtain a second event ∼ 5-6 Myr ago. Hence, we obtain that 2 SNe
occurred ∼ 10±2 Myr ago, another ∼ 5 Myr ago and a more recent
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Structure N Age H-Mup He-Mup Mup NSN k τ1 M1 τ2 M2
[Myr] [M⊙] [M⊙] [M⊙] [Myr] [M⊙] [Myr] [M⊙]

π Scorpii 2 20+2
−2 11.5−0.6

+0.7 12.2−0.6
+0.8 12.9−0.8

+1.1 1.7+0.3
−0.3 73.9+6.2

−6.3 -11.1−0.4
+0.1 32.0−8

+20 - -

2 1.2+0.3
−0.3 63+6.2

−5.2 -8.7+0.4
−0.8 38.4−14

+85

α Scorpii 3 14+2
−2 14.5−1.4

+2 15.8−1.6
+2 14.9−1.4

+1.8 1.7+0.5
−0.4 95.8+9.5

−8 -12+1
−0.2 181+60

−140 -5.8−0.1
+0.01 22.5−3.6

+9

4 2.3+0.6
−0.5 127+12.5

−10.5 -8.7+0.4
−0.8 38.4−14

+85 -4.5+0.3
+0.3 19.7−2.8

+4.1

δ Scorpii 1 9+2
−2 21.1−3.4

+8.6 23.2−4.1
+9.9 13 <0.63 22+2

−2 - - - -

β Scorpii 1 8+1
−1 24.5−3.4

+5.2 27.4−4.2
+5.7 12.5 <0.62 21+1.3

−1.2 - - - -

ω Scorpii 1 8+1
−1 24.5−3.4

+5.2 27.4−4.2
+5.7 11.1 <0.73 21+1.3

−1.2 - - - -

ν Scorpii 1 7+1
−1 29.7−5.2

+7.3 33.0−5.6
+8.2 9.2 <0.89 20+1.2

−0.9 - - - -

Table 6. Rows: stellar evolution parameters for each substructure. Columns: 1. Substructure’s name. 2. The number of stars with mass > 7.3 M⊙ 3. Substructures
age with statistical uncertainty. 4. Expected upper limit for the mass of H-burning stars. 5. Expected upper limit for the mass of He-burning stars. 6. Mass of
the more massive star. For α and π Sco⋆ is the mass of Antares and ζ Ophiuchi’s companion 7. NSN results (see Section 3.3). 8. Normalization constant (see
Section 3.3) 9. Occurrence time for the first SNe retrieved. 10. Mass of progenitor at τ1. 11. 12. Mass of progenitor at τ2.

one, the one that would have expelled ζ Oph, 1.78 Myr ago. We base
mainly on this, the internal structure of USco and the age gradients
observed to suggest a star formation scenario for USco in section
5.4.

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Robust substructure retrieval

It is straightforward to conclude from Sect 4.2 that the spatial distri-
bution of the KGs is genuinely complex, justifying the need of the
Spatial Analysis (see Section 3.2) to extract more information from
this region. Moreover, evidence of substructure in USco with Gaia
DR2 (Kerr et al. 2021) and Gaia eDR3 (Squicciarini et al. 2021)
has already been found. However, there are important differences
between our results and those of these works due to the different
procedures and the improved precision of Gaia eDR3. For exam-
ple, Kerr et al. (2021) recovers 7 substructures in USco. However,
the authors set the prior of spatial substructures in USco to be clus-
tered in the transverse velocity space, which is physically expected,
but, given how close the substructures retrieved are in this kinematic
space and that the typical errors in Gaia DR2 (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2018) increase by a factor of 3 to 4 in proper motion and 30-
50% in parallax, we argue that this is not a good empiric assumption
in the particular case of USco (see Section 1) and Section 3.2.1). We
have also shown how unresolved binaries would introduce a strong
bias into this assumption in Sect 4.3.2. Squicciarini et al. (2021) re-
covers 8 substructures in USco by tracing back in time the position
of the sources in USco and applying a k-means clustering. The au-
thors validate the physical relevance of some of the substructures
retrieved via a visual comparison with the results from Kerr et al.
(2021), while recognize that 2-3 of them require further investiga-
tion.

We were able to unambiguously relate substructures 17-E, 17-G,
17-I and 13 from Kerr et al. (2021) to ν Sco, β Sco, ρ Oph and π

Sco, respectively. Our Spatial Analysis suggests that their substruc-
ture 17-H is actually composed by ω and δ Sco, while substructures
17-B and 17-C are contained within the larger α Sco. Finally, 17-A
and 17-F do not have any counterpart in our work, probably due to
the reasons discussed previously in this section. On the other hand,
substructures 1, 2 and 6 from Squicciarini et al. (2021) have share

sky positions and tangential velocities with ρ Oph, ν Sco and β Sco.
Substructures 3 and 4 have similar sky positions to ω Sco and δ Sco,
but notably different kinematics. Correspondence between substruc-
tures 3, 7 and 8 with any of our work is ambiguous and hard to con-
clude since we do not have access to this data. From this comparison,
we show that we are able to significantly extend the membership and
improve the characterization of the already known structures ν Sco,
β Sco, and π Sco, while our analysis clearly distinguishes the pres-
ence, spatial and kinematic clustering of the structures α Sco, ω

Sco and δ Sco via the sum of independent methods in a multidimen-
sional approach. We are also able to relate for the first time these
substructures with the massive stars after which they are named, and
provide quantitative evidence (the ε and ξ parameters) of their clus-
tered nature.

5.2 The age of USco

USco has been historically treated as a coeval population younger
than the other groups in Sco-Cen. However, in section 4.3.1 we show
that USco is far from coeval in the Myr scale, as there are stellar
objects with ages ranging from 0 to ∼ 20 Myr. Moreover, we not
only observe a large age dispersion, but also show that several dis-
tinct populations are responsible for this spread. We recover a mean
age of ∼ 9.4 Myr based on the substructures shown in Figure 10.
Our results are in agreement with previous recent estimations of ∼
10 Myr as the global age of USco with a broad variety of meth-
ods (e.g., Pecaut et al. 2012; Pecaut & Mamajek 2016; Sullivan &
Kraus 2021; Kerr et al. 2021), with the exception of the estimated
age of 4.5±0.1 Myr for the clustered populations and 8.2±0.1 Myr
for the diffuse populations by Squicciarini et al. (2021). However,
we note that relative ages between common structures are in agree-
ment. We restate the previous conclusions of USco being younger
than the other groups in Sco-Cen as it having a large fraction of
younger populations than the other groups, biasing its average age
towards the 10 Myr value, but its older structures, α and π Scor-
pii, are roughly coeval with the other groups in Sco-Cen. Moreover,
the presence of these substructures and the massive stars associated
with each also explains why these massive members do not span
a clear turn-off sequence (Pecaut et al. 2012; Pecaut & Mamajek
2016). This work also constrains the age of several of the most mas-
sive members in USco, which yield differences > 10 Myr between
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their ages. Of course, this age difference extends to the mid and low
mass populations, hence, future works would have to consider the
positions, kinematics, dynamics and ages of these substructures, ob-
servationally constrained in this work, for the full mass range in the
USco region. This improvement in the resolution of these proper-
ties makes USco an even more valuable region as it spans multi-
ple young populations with now resolvable ages that will make it
possible to further constrain processes of planetary formation, early
stellar evolution and star formation.

5.3 USco: home of near Earth supernovae

In section 4.5 we have shown that is very likely that 3 to 4 SNe events
have occurred in α Sco: ∼ 10±2 (SNA1) and 5±1(SNB) Myr ago,
and in π Sco: ∼ 10±2 (SNA2) and 2(SNC) Myr ago. Here we briefly
discuss these events in relation with some previous work There is a
copious amount of evidence for 60Fe ejecta from recent < 10 Myr
SNe events to have reached the Earth (see Miller et al. (2022), its
Figure 1 and references therein). In this regard, the candidates to
have hosted these events are Sco-Cen and the Tucanae-Horologium
(Tuc-Hor) associations (Benítez et al. 2002; Fuchs et al. 2006; Ma-
majek 2016). Although some models favor Tuc-Hor when trying to
explain the recent ∼ 2.2 Myr 60Fe peak (e.g., Fry et al. 2016; Miller
& Fields 2022), only one SNe event is speculated to have occurred in
this association, making it necessary to look somewhere else when
trying to explain the more ancient ∼ 7 Myr peak in the 60Fe income.

Chaikin et al. (2022) concludes a realistic signal can be produced
by a SN in the distance range of 10 to 200 pc and requires two SNe to
explain the observed 60Fe peaks. Based on this we suggest a contri-
bution from the expected SNA1 and SNA2 events to the 7 Myr peak.
This is also consistent with the results of Sørensen et al. (2017),
that reports a peak in the SNe events in the solar neighborhood 10
Myr ago. The recent 2.2 Myr peak may be explained by the SNB
event. For the ejecta from the recent SNC we can conceive 2 possi-
bilities: 1. It is about to reach the Earth as it was similarly concluded
by Neuhäuser et al. (2020), or 2. If we relax the uncertainty in the
occurrence time of the SNC, justified by the age estimation of the
Robitaille et al. (2018) Bubble (3 Myr), the SNC may have also con-
tributed to the 2.2 Myr peak. Some considerations which prevents us
to go beyond suggesting this scenarios are the following: 1. Given
that SNB position is highly uncertain, the α Sco distance of ∼ 160
pc may be too far for its SNA2 ejecta to reach us (e.g., Fry et al.
2016; Miller & Fields 2022). 2. The 60Fe peaks may be the result
of a complex chain of SNe events, instead of just one per peak, as
it was found by Wallner et al. (2016a). 3. The expected distances
and reaching times rely on assumptions like a uniform ISM and a
given velocity of the solar system with respect to the SNe shock
front Chaikin et al. (2022).

On the other hand, Forbes et al. (2021) investigated the origin of
the observed amount of 26Al radionuclide in the Ophiuchus clouds
and leaves the age of USco as a free parameter to constrain its source
from being stellar winds and SNe in different proportions. To this
date only 1±1 SNe was expected to have ocurred in USco (de Geus
1992) given it was assumed to be 5 Myr when this estimation was
last performed. In this work show that at least 3 and up to 4 SNe
have occurred in USco at different times in the last ∼ 12 Myr. In this
sense, our results partially constrain the source type of 26Al, since
we update the age of USco and its internal stellar populations and,
consequentially, the amount of expected SNe in the region. In this
regard, a recalculation of energy input of the USco-Shell considering
contribution of the stellar winds of the missing massive stars and the
respective SNe events becomes necessary. This, together with the

26Al constrains, would place tighter constrains on how many SNe
have actually gone off in USco. However, this matter escapes the
aims of our work.

We report the discovery of π Sco being the structure that hosted
the SNe event that expelled ζ Oph (Neuhäuser et al. 2020), which
has been also suggested to be one of the two nearest SNe events to
Earth (Breitschwerdt et al. 2016).

5.4 Star formation history

A plausible scenario for the star formation history (SFH) of Sco-Cen
was proposed by Kerr et al. (2021). However, the SFH of USco has
been subject of debate for decades (e.g., de Geus 1992; Preibisch
& Zinnecker 1999; Preibisch & Mamajek 2008; Pecaut et al. 2012;
Pecaut & Mamajek 2016; Damiani et al. 2019; Luhman & Esplin
2020; Squicciarini et al. 2021). Here we suggest a SFH with un-
precedented time-resolution based on the uncovered spatial, kine-
matic and age substructure of USco that allowed us to recover poten-
tial past SNe events in this region and find evidence of the kinematic
imprints of the progenitors on the young stellar populations. Our
proposed scenario is focused on explaining how the substructures
ρ Oph, ν Sco, β Sco, ω Sco, and δ Sco were formed. We suggest
that the substructures retrieved are the result of a complex chain-
ing of triggering events associated with the expected SNe events and
the stellar winds of their massive progenitors. In our scenario, ex-
panding shells powered by the progenitor winds and remnants of the
SNA1 and SNA1 triggered the compression of the molecular clouds
between them at their encounter fronts ∼ 10 Myr ago, whose col-
lapse had been already stopped or slowed down by the stellar winds
of their massive progenitors. These events would have induced the
formation of the δ Sco, β Sco, ω Sco, ν Sco substructures, leaving
as evidence the age gradients observed today in Figures 9,10 and 11.
SNB and SNC events would have further triggered star formation in
the ρ Oph molecular cloud complex. We base these conclusions on
the following:

– The age-position gradient and small size of the substructures with
age < 10 Myr (see Figure 7 and Table 3) plus their age-velocity
and age-density correlations (see Section 4.3.4) suggest an external
triggering event, as their parent molecular cloud probably did not
have enough mass to collapse at the time the more massive α Sco
was formed.

– In Figure 7, we observe two regions (Void 1 and Void 2) with an
apparent lack of stars or dense regions. These voids are well fit by
ellipsoids with semi axes in the outskirts of π Sco and α Sco. The
remaining substructures lay between these voids and separate them.
This ellipsoidal geometry is not likely to be coincidental and it also
correlates with the age-position gradient. Hence, we deduce that the
lack of stars in these regions is the result of a true physical process,
i.e., stellar winds from the progenitors of SNA1 and SNA2 altering
the dynamics and geometry of the ancient molecular clouds.

– One these above mentioned progenitors was hosted by α Sco and
the other by π Sco on the opposite sides of the younger substruc-
tures, which are located at the edges of these voids.

– The occuring time of SNA1 and SNA2 coincides with the maximum
age of δ Sco.

– The global age of ρ Oph complex can be explained by the above
mentioned scenario, but its internal ages do not show any clear direc-
tionality. Recently, Gupta & Chen (2022) found that more evolved
stars are farther from the denser clouds and suggest that the shape of
the cloud B in its Figure 1 is due to the shocks of the stars belonging
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to our α Sco substructure. This morphology, we argue, may also be
explained by the effect of SNB and SNC events.

– The occurring time of the SNB is remarkably consistent with the
maximum age of ρ Oph complex, suggesting that it could have re-
activated or definitely induced star formation in the complex.

– Our scenario is consistent with the predicted star formation mecha-
nism in Sco-Cen by Krause et al. (2018), based on different observa-
tions before Gaia-DR2. Krause et al. (2018) concluded that similar
a scenario is the predominant mechanism for star formation in Sco-
Cen and possibly other OB associations and questioned the indepen-
dence of the star formation in Lupus I and ρ Oph clouds. Hence, the
SNC may be responsible for the most recent star formation activity
in the ρ Oph and Lupus clouds, in agreement also with the scenario
suggested by Gaczkowski et al. (2017a).

– A similar formation scenario has been proposed in specific for the
Lupus I clouds by Gaczkowski et al. (2017b), where the recent star
formation in this region would be the result of the interaction be-
tween the USco Shell and the stellar winds from B stars in UCL. In
this respect, we also observe that the Void 2 limits with the Lupus
I clouds, extending our scenario to that region and supporting their
conclusions. Moreover, as we have mentioned, we expect that the
progenitor of the expected SNe events would also have contributed
to the Voids and the arrangement of the < 10 Myr substructures’
parent clouds.

– The age and location of the clouds in USco, USco-Shell (5.7 Myr)
and USco-Loop (1 Myr) (Pöppel et al. 2010), coincide remarkably
well with both the occurring times and locations of the SNB and
SNC respectively, implying that these structures are the remnants of
these SNe events.

– The ∼ 3 Myr old bubble observed by Robitaille et al. (2018) over-
lapping with the π Sco age and position, which the authors suggest
can be originated by a SN remnant with its shells interacting with
both ρ Oph and Lupus clouds.

Additionally each SN-triggering event is supported by or explains
several independent observations. SNA1 and SNA2: the voids and
geometry observed in Figure 7, the existence of the age, density and
kinematic gradients of the structures located between π Sco and α

Sco. SNB: the maximum of the ρ Oph complex, the Lupus I sug-
gested formation scenario and the USco-Shell. SNC: the ζ Ophiuchi
runaway star. All of these observations point to and are unified by
the proposed scenario.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the following, we summarize the main results of this work:
1. We retrieve a sample of 3661 candidate members for Upper

Scorpius (USco) from the Gaia-eDR3 catalog, with an estimated
contamination of ∼ 9% from Galactic field, and successfully vali-
date it with the previous work from (Damiani et al. 2019; Luhman
2022). We also compile an astrometrically cleaner sample of 3004
sources with ∼ 6% of contamination (see Table 2).

2. We show that Upper Scorpius is composed by three main Kine-
matic Groups (KGs) with a clear age trend (see Figure 5) and a com-
plex spatial distribution (see Figure 6). Remarkably, we note that
single KGs are related to multiple spatial overdensties, suggesting
that kinematic-only clustering spaces do are not enough to resolve
all the spatial substructure in USco (and probably in other young
associations).

3. To further investigate the spatial distribution of the KGs, we
make use of the OPTICS algorithm (Ankerst et al. 1999). We ap-
ply OPTICS in the Heliocentric coordinates (X,Y,Z) space to ex-

clude any bias due to non-negligible errors and kinematically undis-
tinguishable stellar populations. This analysis produces robust evi-
dence of the presence of seven clustered substructures with the sug-
gested names: π Scorpii (20 Myr), α Scorpii (14 Myr), δ Scorpii (9
Myr), β Scorpii (8 Myr), ω Scorpii (8 Myr) and ν Scorpii (7 Myr),
after their most massive member, plus the well known ρ Ophiuchi
substructure and a component of loose populations spanning the en-
tire region (see Figure 7).

4. We constrain the membership, age and upper mass limit of sev-
eral massive members in USco, including Antares (see Table 5 and
Table 6). We also have found that ω1 Sco is very likely to have an
unresolved binary companion.

5. We observe two quasi-ellipsoidal stellar Voids which probably
trace the stellar feedback from ancient massive stars (see Figure 7).
The denser and younger regions in USco are located at the edges of
these Voids. This fact, suggests that the now-gone massive members
shaped and induced the subsequent star formation in the region.

6. We constrain the occurrence of two SN events, hosted by the α

Sco and π Sco substructures, ∼ 10±2 Myr ago, a third SN hosted by
α Sco ∼ 5±1 Myr ago and a fourth ∼ 2 Myr ago hosted by π Sco.
We identify the latter with the event that expelled the ζ Ophiuchi
runaway star.

7. We observe an age-position and age-velocity correlation in the
spatial substructures found in USco (see left panel in Figure 9). We
base on this correlations to propose an star formation inducing event
coming from the east. We identify this event with the expanding
shells centered in the Voids and powered by the stellar feedback of
the missing massive stars that went off as SN ∼ 10±2 Myr ago.

8. We suggest a star formation history for USco in which 4 ancient
massive stars from α Sco and π Sco shaped its present structure via
their stellar winds and SNe explosions. In this scenario, the younger
substructures δ Sco, β Sco, ω Sco, ν Sco and ρ Oph are located
between two stellar voids caused by the mentioned feedback events
and they trace its influence with trends in their positions, kinematics,
age and density.

9. This scenario is similar to that proposed by Krause et al. (2018)
and we support the hypothesis of a common origin for the ρ Oph
complex and the Lupus I clouds (Gaczkowski et al. 2017a). Addi-
tionally, the latter would be the SN event that expelled the runaway
star ζ Oph (Hoogerwerf et al. 2000; Neuhäuser et al. 2020). All these
events would also be related to the observed peaks in 60Fe deposi-
tions measured on Earth (Wallner et al. 2016b). The occurring times,
masses and other parameters of interest associated to this events are
summarized in Table 6.

10. We suggest a direct relation between the proposed SNe events
in USco and other independent observations, like the 60Fe peaks ob-
served in the Earth and the Moon in the last ∼ 10 Myr (Wallner et al.
2016b), the 26Al abundance observed in USco (Forbes et al. 2021),
the structure of the ρ Ophiuchi molecular clouds (Gupta & Chen
2022), recent star formation in the ρ Ophiuchi and Lupus clouds
(Gaczkowski et al. 2017b), the well known USco Shell (de Geus
1992) and a recently found Bubble in USco (Robitaille et al. 2018).

11. We provide an empirical expansion law for the substructures
in USco (see lower panel in Figure 11). We base on this law we
suggest that the loose populations of USco, and probably the other
groups in Sco-Cen, have origin in the core regions rather than being
formed in situ. We make note that the assumption that the expan-
sion rate is global does not takes into account key factors like the
formation mechanism for each substructure and the different initial
conditions. The universality of this law is to be tested in future work.
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APPENDIX A: COORDINATE AND SPACE
TRANSFORMATIONS

A kinematic group (KG) its defined as a group of stars with a sim-
ilar space velocity, so we can identify them with over densities in
the (U,V,W) velocity space. Moreover, it is useful to define a KG’s
barycenter9 such that a barycenter motion (U, V, W)bar can be cal-
culated and taken as the true KG’s motion. In order to do this this,
we closely follow the procedure of Perryman et al. (1998) (see its
section 5.1 for details). For clarity, an explanation of the differences
in our procedure and the main common steps is sketched bellow.

We take the equatorial coordinates of the north Galactic pole in
the ICRS to be

αG = 192◦.85948 (A1)

δG =+27◦.12825 (A2)

With this convention (Publication 1997), we are able to obtain the
Galactic proper motion (µℓ, µb) from the equatorial ICRS proper
motion Gaia measurements (µα⋆ = µα cosδ , µδ ) by directly per-
forming the rotation:

(
µℓ

µb

)
=

1
cosb

(
a1 a2
−a2 a1

)(
µα⋆

µδ

)
(A3)

With a1, a2 and cosb are given by

a1 = sinδG cosδ − cosδG sinδ cos(α −αG) (A4)

a2 = cosδG sin(α −αG) (A5)

cosb =
√

a2
1 +a2

2 (A6)

See Poleski (2013) for a detailed derivation. Then, the tangential
velocity components can be calculated as:

(
Vℓ

Vb

)
=

Ck
π

(
µℓ

µb

)
(A7)

where C=4.74047 km yr s−1 is the conversion constant, k is the
Doppler correction factor, that we take here as 1, and π denotes the
parallax measurement, which in our case have formal errors < 10%,
moreover, this last allows us to obtain an estimate of the distance
D to a star with the approximation D ≂ 1000/π , where π is given
in mas. Then, the barycentric position for each star and its velocity
components in Galactic coordinates can be obtained with:

 X
Y
Z

= R

 0
0
D

 (A8)

 U
V
W

= R

 Vℓ

Vb
VR

 (A9)

where R is the rotation matrix:

9 Formally, the center of mass instead of the barycenter should be obtained,
but the barycenter approximation does no change the results in a significant
way (Perryman et al. 1998, Lodieu et al. 2019).

R =

 −sinℓ −sinbcosℓ cosbcosℓ
cosℓ −sinbsinℓ cosbsinℓ

0 cosb sinb

 (A10)

Then, the KG’s barycenter and barycenter motion can be via the
distribution that models the data. We note here that the main lim-
itation in the (U, V, W) analysis is the incompleteness of Vr mea-
surements in the Gaia-eDR3 catalog. In fact, in our Main Sample
only ∼ 13% of the stars have Vr measurements (14 ≲ Gmag ≲ 7 ).
Therefore, it is necessary to define a space that gives us information
about the true velocity space clustering when no Vr is available. For
this we make use of the observed tangential velocity (Vℓ,Vb) and
the information obtained from the clustering for stars with Vr mea-
surements by defining the V T exp space as the expected tangential
velocity as a function of sky position given a true barycenter space
motion, this is:

V T exp =

(
Vℓ

Vb

)
exp

= T ′

 U
V
W


bar

(A11)

where T ′ is:

T ′ =

(
−sinℓ cosℓ 0

−sinbcosℓ −sinbsinℓ cosb

)
(A12)

Finally we choose the transformed space V T∗ to perform our clus-
tering analysis. As Upper Scorpius is near, expands a large area in
the sky and we aim to distinguish its spatial and velocity substruc-
tures, doing our analysis in this space becomes necessary, so that we
can minimize projection and perspective effects.

APPENDIX B: BAYESIAN INFORMATION CRITERIA

We base the selection of the number of components for each GM in
the Bayesian Information Criteria (BIC). The BIC yields informa-
tion about the goodness of fit for a range of number on components.
In Fig.B1 we show the BIC for the first 9 components for each GM
fit. In the First fit we chose 6 components as it is the global mini-
mum. In the Second fit we chose the first significant local minimum,
as larger number of components could yield a lower BIC, but this
would compromise us with over fitting the data. In the Third fit the
3 components are chosen because 3 is the global minimum and the
most simple case.

MNRAS 000, 1–22 (2023)
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Figure B1. BIC for the First, Second and Third GM fits. 3, 4 and 3 components are chosen for these fits based on this plots.
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