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ABSTRACT

With the help of Gaia data, it is noted that in addition to the core components,
there are low-density outer halo components in the extended region of open clusters.
In order to study the extended structure beyond the core radius of the cluster (∼ 10
pc), based on Gaia EDR3 data, taking up to 50 pc as the searching radius, we use the
pyUPMASK algorithm to re-determine the member stars of the open cluster within 1-2
kpc. We obtain the member stars of 256 open clusters, especially those located in the
outer halo region of open clusters. Furthermore, we find that the radial density profile
in the outer region for most open clusters deviates from the King’s profile. In order to
better describe the internal and external structural characteristics of open clusters, we
propose a double components model for description: core components with King model
distribution and outer halo components with logarithmic Gaussian distribution, and
then suggest using four radii ( rc, rt, ro, re) for describing the structure and distribution
profile of star clusters, where rt and re represent the boundaries of core components
and outer halo components respectively. Finally, we provide a catalog of 256 clusters
with structural parameters. In addition, our study shows the sizes of these radii are
statistically linear related, which indicates that the inner and outer regions of the cluster
are interrelated and follow similar evolutionary processes. Further, we show that the
structure of two components can be used to better trace the cluster evolution properties
in different stages.

Keywords: Galaxy:open clusters and associations: general - surveys: Gaia - methods:
data analysis

1. INTRODUCTION

The structural composition and the boundary
of open clusters have great significance in the
study of open clusters, which directly affect the
measurement results of other parameters such
as mass function, binary fraction, mass ratio

distribution, evolution time scale, and dynamic
mass of open clusters. It also affects our under-
standing of the formation, evolution, and disso-
lution of star clusters.

As early as the early 20th century, Shapley
(1916) and Trümpler (1918) speculated that the
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generally observed open star cluster may only
be its high-density core component, and there
may be external low-density halo/corona com-
ponents in its outer region. Although the den-
sity of member stars in the outer region is very
low, since the scale is 5-10 times larger than that
of the core region, the total number of member
stars may still be several times or even ten times
larger than those in the core region (Kholopov
1969).

In general, the traditional boundary (core
area) of open clusters is a location where
the density of member stars is approximately
equal to that of background field stars (r2,
Kharchenko et al. 2013, hereafter K13), while
field stars are dominant beyond this region.
In observation, because the number density of
member stars in the outer region is significantly
lower than that of the background field star, it
is difficult to effectively distinguish the member
stars from the field stars without additional in-
formation. This also means that high-precision
kinematic data is of key importance to identify
member stars, especially in the outer region.

Fortunately, Gaia data provide us with high-
precision astrometric data, which also means
one can obtain highly reliable results of mem-
bership identification for further studying clus-
ter properties, such as the extended structure of
clusters. With the help of Gaia data, many tidal
structures of old open clusters have been discov-
ered: Röser et al. (2019) and Meingast & Alves
(2019) confirmed the existence of a huge tidal
structure of more than 170 pc in Hyades for the
first time; based on similar methods, Röser &
Schilbach (2019) further studied Praesepe and
found that the cluster has a tidal tail structure
of 165 pc; Carrera et al. (2019) also found that
there is a tidal structure of more than 50 pc
around the famous cluster M67; Zhang et al.
(2020) found that the younger cluster Blanco 1
also has an extensional structure of more than
50 pc; Yeh et al. (2019) investigated the dynam-

ical status of the nearby cluster Rupecht 147
and found the existence of prominent tidal tails
as well as an extended corona; in addition, Bai
et al. (2022) reports an elongated tail structure
of the newly discovered open cluster COIN-Gaia
13, with a whole length of about 270 pc.

Using Gaia data, Zhong et al. (2019) inves-
tigate member stars of young double clusters
NGC 869 and NGC 884 within a radius of 7.5
degrees. It is found that there is an obvi-
ous outer halo structure, which is mainly dis-
tributed in the radius of 50 pc. This discovery
confirms for the first time that very young clus-
ters also have an extended structure. The newly
discovered outer halo region is 6-8 times larger
than the traditional boundary (r2) defined by
K13. This study also shows that, with the help
of Gaia DR2, the extended outer halo structure
of clusters within a distance of about 2kpc can
be well distinguished from the background field
stars.

Although outer halo (or corona) structures
and tidal tails have been confirmed in the ex-
tended region of the open clusters, the two
structures have different characteristics and ori-
gins from the perspective of cluster dynamic
evolution. According to the numerical ex-
perimental results of Danilov & Dorogavtseva
(2008), after 150 Myrs of the open cluster evolu-
tion, the total extent of the tidal tails can reach
1.2 kpc. Tutukov et al. (2020) develop a concept
of the stellar streams forming due to the decay
of star clusters, which can finally form the tor-
like structures in the Galactic disc. It can be
seen that the tidal tail of star clusters is mainly
formed by the motion and dynamical evolution
in the Milky way. On the other hand, according
to the dynamical study by Danilov et al. (2014),
the corona of the cluster is a long-lived structure
outside the zero-velocity surface, whose tempo-
ral stability is determined by the existence of
the periodical retrograde orbits (with periods
comparable to the mean lifetime of the cluster)
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and the trajectories close to such orbits. There-
fore, the outer halo component can be regarded
as an important part of star clusters.

The study of the outer structure of clusters
is crucial in understanding the formation and
evolution of star clusters. The existence of tidal
structure in the extended region revealed by
Gaia data can help one better understand the
dynamic evolution of star clusters and further
reveal the evolution time scale of star clusters
in the Milky way (Krumholz et al. 2019). It is
worth noting that young star clusters also have
originally formed outer halo structures (Zhong
et al. 2019; Meingast et al. 2021). This dis-
covery provides us a new insight to study the
formation mode as well as the initial mass func-
tion (IMF) of star clusters in the giant molec-
ular cloud: from the core region to the outer
halo region, the different interstellar environ-
ments can be used to study the influence of dif-
ferent molecular cloud densities on the IMF, the
key factors leading to the power-law form of the
IMF, and the main physical processes affecting
the IMF (Könyves et al. 2010, 2015; Krumholz
& Burkhart 2016; André et al. 2019). In par-
ticular, compared with the core region, these
primordial outer halo structures retain the ini-
tial formation state of the cluster to the greatest
extent and will be better used to study the low-
mass end of the IMF.

In order to explore the question of whether
open clusters generally have an outer halo struc-
ture, and further study outer halo structures
more comprehensively and systematically, we
chose a larger area for member stars searching
and tried to establish a cluster sample with ex-
tended outer halo structures. Our primary goal
is to identify outer halo structures and try to
re-describe the radial density profile of clusters
considering the extended structure. The paper
is organized as follows: in Section 2, we mainly
introduce the discovery of extended structures
in a large sample of clusters and how to establish

a double components model for describing the
radial density profile of clusters; in Section 3, we
develop characteristic radii to describe the spa-
tial structure of clusters and further discuss the
characteristics of these radii. Furthermore, we
investigate the relation of cluster size along with
age, while it can be used to infer the evolution
of open clusters. In Section 5, we summarise
our results.

2. DATA ANALYSIS

2.1. Sample selection

In order to fully reveal the extended struc-
ture of open clusters, we searched for member
stars in the outer region of clusters. As the
early stage of Gaia third data release (Gaia Col-
laboration et al. 2021), the Gaia EDR3 cata-
log updates the astrometry and photometry for
1.8 billion sources brighter than 21 mag in G-
band, with higher precision than Gaia DR2.
The cluster coordinates and fundamental pa-
rameters (mean proper motions, distance, age
and extinction) are mainly referred to the lat-
est cluster catalog provided by Cantat-Gaudin
et al. (2020, here after CG20). In the work of
CG20, the radius of the searching cone field for
each cluster mainly refers to the literature re-
sults of Dias et al. (2002) and K13, the proce-
dure of membership determination mostly only
focus on the core members. It is necessary for
us to expand the search radius to identify the
members of more extended areas, and further
define the size of the cluster containing new ex-
tended components.

We first select clusters with logt > 7. In this
work of investigating the extended components
of clusters, we exclude very young clusters be-
cause they are more likely to be suffered from
serious optical extinction, which means that the
less completeness of their member stars com-
pared with the ordinary cluster, especially in
the outer region of the cluster. Then, to en-
sure the reliability of identifying member stars
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in the outer region, we limit the cluster distance
in the range from 1000 pc to 2000 pc. The astro-
metric precision of Gaia EDR3 in this distance
range is still high enough to well distinguish be-
tween cluster members and field stars. Finally,
we select 434 star clusters from CG20 for fur-
ther membership identification, especially in the
extended structure of their outer region.

For each star cluster, we adopt cluster celes-
tial coordinates as search center and use the
Python Astroquery package (Astropy Collab-
oration et al. 2018) to retrieve sources within
the cluster searching radius through the Gaia
archive1. Considering the typical size for most
giant molecular clouds of about 200 pc, we
adopt the searching radius of cluster mem-
bers with 100 pc, to cover the whole molecu-
lar cloud region in which cluster members may
have formed. For clusters with a distance be-
tween 1000 pc and 2000 pc, the corresponding
angular searching radius is from 5.7◦ to 2.8◦.
Then, we both apply the quality filters pro-
posed by Arenou et al. (2018) and the mag-
nitude cut of G-band brighter than 18 mag to
exclude sources without high quality in the 5-
parameter astrometric solution. In order to
reduce the contamination of field stars in the
outer region, for each cluster, we further ex-
clude sources whose proper motion locate out-
side the criteria circle which is centered on their
expected average proper motion (µα∗ , µδ) with a
radius of 3 times the total proper motion disper-
sion (σµ). The expected average proper motion
(µα∗ , µδ), as well as the corresponding disper-
sion ( σµα∗ ,σµδ) were provided by CG20, while
the total proper motion dispersion can be esti-

mated as σµ =
√
σ2
µα∗

+ σ2
µδ

.

Subsequently, we used an improved unsu-
pervised clustering package called pyUPMASK
(Pera et al. 2021) to perform the membership
identification of each star cluster. It is a pack-

1 https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/

age based on the UPMASK approach (Krone-
Martins & Moitinho 2014) but compiled with
the Python language and included several key
enhancements, such as providing multiple clus-
tering methods. The UPMASK is a robust ap-
proach that has been successfully applied in
many works of cluster membership identifica-
tion (Cantat-Gaudin et al. 2018, 2019, 2020;
Carrera et al. 2019).

In the process of using pyUPMASK to de-
termine membership probabilities, we use the
K-means clustering algorithm to determine the
clumps in three-dimensional astrometric param-
eters (µα, µδ, $) and choose the default value of
pyUPMASK package nclust = 25 as the reason-
able average number of stars per clustering sub-
samples. According to the assigned member-
ship probability results, we select stars whose
membership probability is greater than 0.7 as
member stars, then we pass through the vi-
sual inspection for each cluster to make sure
the reliability of our membership identification.
In this work, we define high-quality clusters as
both presenting a clear main sequence pattern
in the color-magnitude diagram, an obvious sin-
gle dense core in the celestial coordinate dia-
gram, and a relatively clumpy distribution in
the proper motion and parallax diagram. Af-
ter the visual inspection, we retain 256 clusters
as high-quality clusters with reliable members
to perform the structure distribution analysis.
Among the excluded 178 clusters which were
classified as unreliable results, the majority of
them were unable to present enough character-
istics of the open cluster in parameter space be-
cause of the misidentification of cluster mem-
bers. The misidentification is mainly caused by
the small number of cluster members and/or too
many field stars in the extended searching re-
gion, which may cause the contamination rate
to increase to more than 60% (Krone-Martins
& Moitinho 2014). In addition, since we mainly
focus on the extended structure of single clus-
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ters, we also excluded clusters that have mul-
tiple density cores in the spatial space (∼ 15%
in 178 unreliable clusters), and clusters which
have inapparent core regions because of the too
few member stars (∼ 10% in 178 unreliable clus-
ters).

2.2. Radial density profile

A spatial density profile is a common tool to
reveal the structure of star clusters and is also
used for cluster size determination(Camargo et
al. 2012; Sung et al. 2013). In general, consider-
ing most of dense star clusters present approxi-
mate symmetrical structures, their spatial den-
sity profile can be dimensionally reduced to the
radial density profile (RDP). To describe the
RDP of a star cluster, the King (1962) model
is widely used for approximation of this kind of
stellar distribution. Although the King model is
an empirical density law derived from the RDP
of globular clusters, it is still a good approxima-
tion function and is widely used for describing
the RDP of many open clusters. The profile is
described as:

f(r) = k ·

(
1√

1 + (r/rc)2
− 1√

1 + (rt/rc)2

)2

(1)
Where k is a constant, rc and rt are the core and
tidal radius respectively. If r=rt, the star den-
sity of cluster members is equal to zero, which
means there are no cluster members outside this
region. If r � rc, the star density of clus-
ter members tends to be a constant, and is of-
ten considered to be approximately equal to the
density of surrounding field stars (Kharchenko
et al. 2013; Seleznev 2016; Qin et al. 2021). In
general, the ratio of rt/rc is of the order of 10
in most open cluster and the mean core radius
is rc=1.8 pc (Kharchenko et al. 2013). Obvi-
ously, in the traditional study of the clusters,
since the RDP fitting is mainly focused on a
limited spatial area ( usually within a few dozen
pc) and with a higher density than surround-

ing field stars, the approximation of the king’s
profile could usually perform a satisfactory de-
scription.

However, in the Gaia era, because of the great
improvement of astrometric data quality, more
and more extended structures with large spa-
tial distribution in the cluster were discovered
(e.g., Zhong et al. 2019; Röser & Schilbach 2019;
Zhang et al. 2020; Tarricq et al. 2022). We now
know that, for some open clusters, their member
stars do not only include the core component
but also the outer halo ( or corona) component.
Since the outer halo members present a much
more extended distribution than the core mem-
bers, understanding of the structure and bound-
ary of a cluster should be significantly changed.
Moreover, although the number density of halo
components is lower than the core components,
a large spatial distribution of them could even
provide a 10 times larger number of members
than the core stars(Kholopov 1969). Consider-
ing that the outer halo members are also an im-
portant part of the cluster, their contribution to
the cluster structure parameters can no longer
be ignored.

To investigate the modified RDP of a clus-
ter including outer halo members, we adopt the
two-dimensional Gaussian kernel density esti-
mation (KDE) to obtain the probability density
distribution function of member stars ( P > 0.7
) in the cluster spatial position. It is a standard
KDE that uses an automatic bandwidth estima-
tor with Scott rule (Scott 2015) for bandwidth
calculation. Since the spatial number density
distribution of member stars is mainly unimodal
distribution, the bandwidth determined by the
Scott rule can be considered the optimal band-
width value to avoid over smoothing or under
smoothing. Then, in the cluster region, we use
a 200*200 grid to calculate the probability den-
sity distribution of member stars at each spatial
point and choose the average position of the 40
highest density points as the center of the clus-
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ter. The grid of probability density distribu-
tion is normalized by the maximum probabil-
ity density. The sampling interval of RDP is
determined by the interval of normalized den-
sity contour: when the probability density is
between 1 and 0.1, the interval of isodensity is
0.05; When the probability density is less than
0.1, the interval of isodensity is 0.025. For the
grid points in each ring of the density contour
(for example, the probability density is between
0.1 and 0.15), calculate their average radius, av-
erage probability density and the correspond-
ing standard deviations, and use these values to
represent the sampling points and error bars of
RDP in the X direction (radius from the cen-
ter of the cluster) and Y direction (normalized
probability density).

It is note that for most of clusters, the mod-
ified RDP can be divided into two parts: the
inner part with small radial dispersion, and the
outer part with great radial dispersion. This
is because the distribution of core members in
the inner region is usually dense and spheri-
cal symmetry ( similar to the globular cluster
distribution), while the distribution of density
contours in the outer region is often asymmet-
ric and presents a much gentle gradient. After
adding the outer halo members in the cluster
RDP, we note that the King model does not re-
produce the modified RDP very well: 1) the rt
will be derived to a very large value ( thousands
of degrees) for some clusters, which is no longer
represent a physical concept as King model de-
scribed; 2) the overall fitting result often present
a large deviation both in the inner and the outer
region.

Further analysis shows that the observed RDP
can be divided into two parts: the inner part
with dense distribution which can be well fitted
by the traditional King model, and the outer
part with extended distribution which reveals a
large deviation with the King profile. It is noted
that, Danilov & Putkov (2012) also found that

the single King profile tends to underestimate
the number of stars and proposed a double com-
ponents model for the RDP of the open clusters.
In addition to the cluster core, the corona model
of a uniform sphere was constructed by Danilov
& Putkov (2012), and the surface density distri-
bution of clusters is approximated by a double
components model (Seleznev 2016). Keeping
these studies in mind, to perform a better de-
scription of the modified RDP, we assume that
the core region is composed of core members
that still consistent with the King model, and
the outer region is composed of two components
dominating with outer halo members. The dou-
ble components model F (r) for approximation
of the modified RDP is

F (r) = f(r) + g(r) (2)

where f(r) is the King model in Equation 1,
and g(r) is a logarithmic Gaussian function that
described the RDP of outer halo members. In
the outer region (r > rc), the RDP of outer halo
members is

g(r) = ρ · e−
(ln(r)−µ)2

2σ2 (3)

where ρ, µ, and σ are the free parameters for
fitting.

According to Danilov et al. (2014) analysis of
corona dynamics of the open clusters, corona
stars move along orbits close to periodic retro-
grade orbits, which may make the radial com-
ponent of corona star velocity distribution close
to zero. This means that the corona stars follow
a spherical distribution and do not pass through
the core of the cluster. We use the logarithmic
Gaussian function to describe the RDP of the
outer halo component, which also proves that
the outer halo component has a spherical layer
structure.

For ln(r) = µ, the g(r) = ρ, represents the
maximum number density of outer halo mem-
bers. We define the radius ro = r00 · eµ as the
mean size of the cluster’s outer region, where
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r00=1 degree. Around this place, for most of the
clusters with outer halo components, the ma-
jor component of cluster members has changed
from core members to outer halo members. For
comparison, within the cluster core radius rc,
the main component is the core members. In
order to determine the boundary of star clus-
ters, we define a radius re = r00 · eµ+3σ , which
contains the majority of cluster members and
can be considered as the boundary of the clus-
ter. If r = re, then g(r) = ρ · e−9/2, the number
density fraction is reduced to about 1% of the
maximum density of outer halo members, which
also means > 99.7% outer halo members and ∼
100% core members are included within the re.

2.3. Fitting procedure

After considering the distribution of outer
halo members, we adopt the revised model with
double components to perform a more reliable
approximation of the cluster RDP and derive
their characteristic radii. To perform a better
RDP fitting, we divide the RDP into two parts
( the inner region and the outer region) and fit
them separately. At first, we select a region
whose radial number density is greater than half
the maximum of the cluster RDP as the inner
region and fit their RDP with the King model
( Equation 1 ). Since the core members are
dominant in the inner region, the King model
can always work well and presents a good ap-
proximation of the core member’s RDP. In the
outer region, because the fraction of outer halo
members is increased along with the increase
of radial distance, we subtract the distribution
of core members according to the fitted King
model and further use the logarithmic Gaus-
sian function ( Equation 3) to fit the RDP of
the outer halo members. Finally, the defined
characteristic radii ( rc, rt, ro, re ) and the cor-
responding uncertainties ( e rc, e rt, e ro, e re
) were catalogued in the electronic table (see
Section 4).

To provide reliable characteristic radii of open
clusters, we plot the RDP of each cluster and
check the fitting result by eyes. Although most
open clusters (229 in 256) present the properties
of two components in their RDP fitting, some
of them (27 in 256) only present single compo-
nent properties that can be approximately fit-
ted by the King model. This means that the
outer halo components of these clusters may
have been stripped away by various internal and
external factors in evolution, or they are not de-
tected by us because they have a more extended
and sparse outer halo structure. We then cat-
egorized them into two samples through visual
inspection. In our catalog (see Table 1), clusters
that present the properties of two components
in RDP are marked as the sample H (the flag
labeled as ’H’), while clusters that can be fitted
with the single King model are marked as the
sample C (labeled as ’C’).

Figure 1 shows the RDP of three typical clus-
ters (NGC 2972, NGC 6811, and Gulliver 17)
as examples, while complete figures of 256 open
clusters are provided in the electronic version of
this paper. The left panels present the spatial
distribution of all member stars and the density
contour derived by the Gaussian kernel density
estimation. Three circles with different colors (
red, cyan, yellow ) represent three kinds of ra-
dius ( rh, rt, re ) respectively. It is obvious to
note that: 1) within the rh, because the core
members are dominant, the spatial density dis-
tribution is dense and spherical symmetric; 2)
between the rh and the rt, because the number
density of core members decreases rapidly ( the
King profile ) and the number density of outer
halo members increases gradually ( the logarith-
mic Gaussian function profile ), the spatial den-
sity distribution becomes loose and asymmetric;
3) outside the rt because most of the members
are outer halo members, the spatial distribu-
tion presents extended, gradual, and asymmet-
ric characteristics. In the middle panels, we plot
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the RDP of cluster members with red dots. Red
and blue lines represent the King model f(r)
and our double components model F (r) respec-
tively. For core members dominated within the
rh, their distribution is well consistent with the
King profile. The large dispersion in the Y di-
rection indicates that their density gradient is
quite large, while the small dispersion in the X
direction indicates that their spatial distribu-
tion is symmetric. On the contrary, for outer
halo members located outside the rh, their dis-
tribution significantly deviates from the King
model and the structure of core members: a
small dispersion in the Y direction and a large
dispersion in the X direction, which indicate the
gentle density gradient and asymmetric spatial
distribution of outer halo members. It is clear
that the King model is no longer a good approx-
imation after taking into account the distribu-
tion of outer halo members. Similarly, in the
right panel, we also plot the RDP in logarith-
mic coordinate to better show the logarithmic
Gaussian function of outer halo members with
cyan dots and dotted lines.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1. Open cluster radii

In our study, the modified cluster RDP can be
separated into two parts and adopted with four
characteristic radii for description. The rc and
rt represent the spatial distribution properties
of core members which are mainly located on
the inner part of a cluster, while rt represents
the boundary of the core member components.
The ro and re describe an extended logarithmic
Gaussian distribution which mainly represents
the spatial properties of outer halo members.
The re radius not only indicates the boundary
of the outer halo members but also represents
the boundary of the whole cluster.

In addition, we calculate a radius rh to bet-
ter describe the cluster structure, which is de-
fined as the location containing half of the iden-

tified members. The radius rh is independent
of the RDP fitting and can be partially used
to represent the physical size and concentra-
tion property of a cluster (Cantat-Gaudin et al.
2020; Krumholz et al. 2019). Figure 2 shows the
comparison of rh between our work and CG20.
In general, the rh from two catalogs presents a
positive correlation relationship. However, since
our catalog contains more member stars in the
outer halo region, the rh in our catalog is sys-
tematically larger than in CG20. The mean
values of half number radius in our catalogs
and CG20 are 8.4 pc and 3.2 pc respectively.
The underestimation of member stars in CG20
is also confirmed by Tarricq et al. (2022).

To study the correlation and properties of the
newly obtained characteristic radii, we convert
the radii into their physical size with the dis-
tance provided by CG20, and plot Figure 3 for
illustration. The radii distribution show that
the size of rc and rh for the majority of clus-
ters are less than 10 pc, with the median size of
5.8 pc and 4.1 pc respectively. This also means
that both rc and rh represent a kind of similar
radius size, the only difference is their derived
method. We further study the correlation with
rt and re as a function of rc and rh and find
that these correlation can be approximate with
a linear relation y=a*x. The Pearson correla-
tion coefficients of the four relations (rt-rc, rt-
rh, re-rc, re-rh) are 0.61, 0.74, 0.87, 0.90 respec-
tively. The linear relationship suggest an cor-
relation between the internal and external com-
ponents of the cluster, which also indicates that
the spatial distribution of the two components
may be related or driven by the same physical
mechanism. Specifically, this means that the
correlation can be used to expect the charac-
teristic scale of star clusters. For example, if
we only observe the cluster inner region and de-
rived the core radius rc with the King model,
we can further statistically predict the cluster
boundary size re as 3.8*rc.
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Figure 1. Examples of three clusters: NGC 2972 (upper panels), NGC 6811 (middle panels), Gulliver 17
(bottom panels). The left panels present the spatial distribution of member stars and their density contour.
Three colors (red, cyan, yellow) are used to represent the spatial location of three radii (rh, rt, re). The
middle panels present the RDP of cluster members (red dots). Red and blue lines represent fitting results
of the King model and the double components model respectively. In the right panels, we plot the same
RDP but with logarithmic coordinates. In addition to the core components (red lines), we also use cyan
to represent the distribution and fitting results of the outer halo components of the cluster. Obviously,
the double components model (blue lines) provides a good approximation for describing the RDP of star
clusters.
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Figure 2. Comparison of R50 in CG20 and rh in
this work. Since this work contains more member
stars in the outer halo region, the rh presents a
more extended distribution and is systematically
larger than R50 in CG20.

In particular, we investigate the correlation re-
lation of rt-rc and rt-rh of clusters belonging to
sample C. In Figure 3, we use blue dots and lines
to represent this sample and find that their cor-
relation has a steeper slope than that of sample
H. For clusters in the two samples, we carefully
compare the number of stars in the circle of ra-
dius r, which includes rc, rh, and rt. We find
that clusters in sample C have nothing special
in their number density distribution. Therefore,
we believe that the completeness of the two sam-
ples should be the same. For this reason, we
prefer to suggest that the absence of halo com-
ponents in sample C is due to the other physical
factors (e.g., tidal stripping), rather than the in-
completeness of observations.

In the right panel of Figure 3, we note that the
linear correlation of re vs rh can not be simply
fitted by a single slope. It seems that this corre-
lation can be divided into two parts: small-size
clusters with steeper slopes (rh < 10 pc) and

large-size clusters with flatter slopes (rh > 10
pc). Alternatively, we can also employ second-
order polynomial function to fit this correlation.
However, taking into account different fitting
functions may reflect different physical mech-
anisms in the formation and evolution of star
clusters with different properties, we anticipate
to study and discuss them in detail in the fu-
ture.

3.2. Comparison of open cluster radii

In the study of the properties of star clusters,
the cluster radius is of great significance to de-
scribe the structural characteristics of star clus-
ters. As a widely cited star cluster catalog, K13
provide a catalog of 3006 Galactic star clusters
and determine a homogeneous set of fundamen-
tal parameters. Based on the main morpholog-
ical parts of a star cluster, three angular radii
fitted by eye were provided by K13: r0, r1, r2,
which present the angular radius of the core,
the angular radius of the central part, and the
angular radius of the cluster respectively. Ac-
cording to the description in Kharchenko et al.
(2012), for most of clusters, the rc is located
between r0 and r1, and the rt is usually greater
than r2. In addition, K13 also provide the core
radius rc and the tidal radius rt fitting with the
King model.

In order to fully understand the characteris-
tics of the radii we defined, we compare the
newly obtained radii with the literature radii
in K13. After cross-matching with our catalog
and K13 catalog, we obtain 122 common clus-
ters for comparison. Considering that K13 does
not use KDE when performing the King model
fitting process, different smoothing parameters
and fitting methods will have a significant effect
on the measurement results of rc and rt. This
may also be one of the reasons for the difference
in the radius between the two catalogs in addi-
tion to the different number of member stars.

Figure 4 shows radius comparison results of
122 common samples between K13 and this
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Figure 3. Correlation relation with rt and re as a function of rc and rh. It is clear that all correlations
can be approximated with a linear relation, which suggests a correlation between the internal and external
components of the cluster. The blue dash-dotted lines are used to show the relation of y=x. In particular,
we use blue dots and lines to show the radius correlation relation of clusters in sample C. The steeper slope
in sample C indicates that these clusters may be affected by other dynamical processes (e.g., tidal stripping),
compared with the clusters in sample H.
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Figure 4. Comparison of rc and rt between K13 and this work. Left panels: histogram distributions of rc
and rt radius in K13 ( blue color) and this work (red color). Right panels: comparison diagrams of rc and
rt radius between K13 (x axis) and this work (y axis). The blue dash-dotted lines were used to show the
relation of y=x. It is noted that, for most of the clusters, the rc in our catalog are systematically greater
than in K13.



12 Zhong et al.

1 2 4 10 20
r2 (pc)

4

10

20

40

80

160

r t 
(p

c)

1 2 4 10 20
r2 (pc)

4

10

20

40

80

160

r e
 (p

c)

Figure 5. Relationship between the cluster bound-
ary r2 in K13 and the boundary of two components
in our catalog. We use blue dash-dotted lines to
show the relation of y=x. Obviously, because of the
existence of outer halo members, re shows a larger
size and can be regarded as the actual boundary of
the open clusters.

work. Although the rc of two catalogs were de-
rived from the King model fitting, the clusters
in our catalog have a larger size and contain
more member stars, so it presents a larger core
radius than in K13. The mean size of rc in our
catalog and K13 catalog is 7.7 pc and 1.5 pc
respectively. However, for many clusters, the
offset of rt is not very significant between K13
and this work (see the bottom panels in Fig-
ure 4). This may reflect that base on the RDP
of the core region, both works successfully reveal
the boundary where the star density of cluster
members becomes zero using the King model.
The only difference worth noting is that, since
the K13 cannot detect extended halo members
beyond the rt, the boundary of the cluster core
component is regarded as the boundary of the
entire cluster. With the help of Gaia astromet-
ric data, we now know that the outer bound-
ary of star clusters can actually extend much
farther. Therefore, we use an additional ex-
tended outer halo component to better describe

the structural characteristics of star clusters. In
particular, we note that there are some clusters
whose rc extends beyond 10 pc and rt extends
beyond 40 pc. These star clusters may have ex-
perienced or are experiencing physical processes
different from most star clusters. The nature of
these clusters will be the focus of our future re-
search.

The actual visible radius of a cluster r2 in K13
has long been cited as the outer boundary of
star clusters in many literatures (e.g. Yang et
al. 2022; Sánchez et al. 2021; Cantat-Gaudin et
al. 2018). However, in our work, most of the
clusters can be divided into two components
and their boundaries can be represent by two
radii rt and re respectively. Figure 5 present
the relation between r2 in K13 and radius of rt
and re in our catalog. It is clear that the clus-
ter boundary size estimated by either the core
component (rt) or outer halo component (re)
are statistically greater than one expected be-
fore (r2). The mean size of r2, rt and re of the
122 common samples are 5.2 pc, 21.6 pc and
31.6 pc respectively. Obviously, re has a larger
size and can be regarded as a new boundary of
the cluster.

3.3. Cluster size vs. age

We further discuss the radius scale distribu-
tion of clusters with different ages, trying to in-
fer the evolution trend of cluster radius. Fig-
ure 6 shows the radii distribution of clusters in
different age bins. We use green, red, and blue
to represent rh, rt, and re respectively, which
can be regarded as the size of the cluster cen-
tral region, the size of the cluster core region,
and the size of the cluster outer halo region.

We find that the evolution trend of Figure 6
can be roughly divided into three stages: 1) logt
from 7 to 7.5, the cluster radius is gradually in-
creasing, in which the increase of re is the largest
and rh is the smallest; 2) logt from 7.5 to 8.5,
the cluster radius is decreasing, and re decreases
the most, especially in the period of logt from
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Figure 6. Left panel: radii distribution of star clusters in different age bins. Green, red and blue colors
are represent radii of rh, rt, re respectively. Right panel: ratio of rt/rh (red dots) and re/rh (blue dots) as
function of star cluster ages. It is noted that the two panels only show the statistical relationship between
the ages and radii of different star clusters, but can not be regarded as the evolution track of the single star
cluster.

7.5 to 8; 3) logt greater than 8.5, the radius of
the cluster is roughly stable, and the mean val-
ues of rh, rt, and re are 6.1 pc, 16.2 pc and 26.7
pc respectively. We ignore the result of logt >
9.5 because there are too few cluster data in this
age bin to reflect the statistics of old clusters.

The internal evolution processes of star clus-
ters mainly include mass loss due to stellar evo-
lution and mass loss due to relaxation. For clus-
ters with age ∼ 10-100 Myr, the stellar evolu-
tion has its greatest effects. Subsequently, the
influence of mass loss caused by stellar evolu-
tion decreases gradually. At the same time,
the relaxation-driven mass loss mechanism be-
come the dominant factor in the internal evo-
lution of star clusters, although the mass loss
driven by this mechanism takes a much longer
timescale(Krumholz et al. 2019). The evolution
trend we observed is generally consistent with
the internal evolution of star clusters, including
key time stages:

- At cluster ages from 3 ∼ 40 Myr, due to
the influence of supernova explosion, the clus-
ter begins to lose lots of gas mass, which makes
the gravitational potential well becomes shal-

low, and the cluster system becomes super-
virial. The mass loss process makes the stars
have an outward bulk motion, which leads to
the increase of the cluster radii of all compo-
nents. Because of the shallower potential well,
the outer halo region loses more mass and lead
to a more rapid expansion.

- For clusters with ages from 40 Myr to 1 Gyr,
the mass loss of them will gradually be domi-
nated by the envelope shedding of asymptotic
giant branch (AGB) stars. Although this pro-
cess is more gradual, it will lose 40 % of the
cluster’s total mass during this stage. Further-
more, when more member stars escape to the
distant region and become field stars, the size
of the cluster is also gradually decreasing, espe-
cially the looser outer halo region;

- When the cluster age is greater than 1 Gyr,
the mass loss due to stellar evolution gradually
stops, while the total mass loss driven by the
stellar evolution will not reach 50% until ages
on the order of a Hubble time. For old clusters
( > 100 Myr), the relaxation-driven mass loss
begins to dominate in the internal evolution of
clusters and leads to slower mass loss.
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It is worth noting that the evolutionary pro-
cess discussed above mainly describes the clus-
ter one can observe, while a large number of
low mass star clusters may dissolute into field
stars in their earlier evolution stage. Due to the
continuous mass loss of star clusters in the evo-
lution process, the older star clusters, the larger
their initial mass and size. In other words, we
can only regard Figure 6 as the statistical rela-
tionship between the ages and radii of different
star clusters, but not as the evolution track of
a single star cluster.

In the right panel of Figure 6, we present the
ratio of re/rh (blue dots) and rt/rh (red dots)
as function of cluster ages (logt). Since rh rep-
resents the physical size of the cluster core com-
ponent, and it does not change too much along
with the cluster age, this ratio can be used to
measure the change of the relative size of the
core component and outer halo component with
cluster age. In general, the relative size of the
core component keeps a constant, with mean
and standard deviation being 2.6±0.2. Mean-
while, the relative size of the outer halo compo-
nent increases slightly. Although the dispersion
was large, the average ratio slowly increased
from 4.4 to 6.3. Compared with young clus-
ters, the ratio (rt/rh, re/rh) of the old clusters
shows that they still keep a dense core, but have
a looser halo in the outer region.

4. DESCRIPTION OF THE CATALOG

In this paper, we provide a catalog to present
the structure properties of 256 open clusters
whose distance is between 1-2 kpc. The descrip-
tion of fundamental parameters of open clusters
is listed in Table 1, while the complete catalog
of 256 open clusters is provided in the electronic
version of this paper. Columns 1-8 list the ba-
sic parameters of clusters provided by CG20, in-
cluding the cluster name, celestial coordinates,
mean proper motions, parallax, distance, and
age. Column 9 provides the bandwidth of ker-
nel density estimation determined by Scott’s

rule, which could influence the estimate of the
number density distribution of member stars.
Columns 10-23 list the structural parameters
derived in this paper, including the angular size,
measurement uncertainty and physical size of
rh, rc, rt, ro, re. In column 24, we provide a flag
to mark the cluster whose RDP presents the
outer halo component (labeled as ’H’) or can be
approximated as the single King model (labeled
as ’C’).

5. SUMMARY

With the help of Gaia EDR3, we successfully
re-determined member stars of 256 open clus-
ters, especially for members located in the outer
region of clusters. For most of these clusters (
229 of 256 ), due to the existence of outer halo
members, their RDP can no longer be simply
approximated by the King model. Obviously,
in the new insight of the open cluster, it not
only has the high-density core component we
observed before but also has an extended outer
halo component hidden in the background of the
field stars. Furthermore, there are many differ-
ent characteristics in the spatial distribution of
the two components.

To perform a better description of the clus-
ter’s RDP with an extended outer halo struc-
ture, we develop a revised model with double
components for approximation: for the inner
region which is dominated by the core mem-
bers, the RDP is still mainly described by the
King model; for the outer region, because the
fraction of outer halo members increases grad-
ually from inside to outside, we adopt the loga-
rithmic Gaussian function to describe the devia-
tion of the cluster’s RDP from the King model.
In other words, the spatial structure of outer
halo members can be well approximated with
the logarithmic Gaussian function. After fit-
ting the RDP of clusters with our double com-
ponent model, we define four characteristic radii
for describing the cluster structure: in the inner
part, the rc and rt which derived from the King
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Table 1. Description of the open clusters catalog with structural parameters

Column Format Unit Description

cluster string - Cluster name in CG20

ra float deg Mean right ascension of members in CG20

dec float deg Mean declination of members in CG20

pmra float mas yr−1 Mean proper motion along RA of members in CG20

pmdec float mas yr−1 Mean proper motion along DE of members in CG20

plx float mas Mean parallax of members in CG20

distpc float pc Most likely distance of clusters in CG20

logt float - Estimated cluster age in CG20

bw float - Bandwidth of kernel density estimation

rh float deg Angular size of half number radius

rc float deg Angular size of king’s core radius derived by the core members

e rc float deg Measurement uncertainty of King’s core radius

rt float deg Angular size of king’s tidal radius derived by the core members

e rt float deg Measurement uncertainty of King’s tidal radius

ro float deg Angular size of mean radius of outer halo members

e ro float deg Measurement uncertainty of mean radius

re float deg Angular size of boundary radius of outer halo members

e re float deg Measurement uncertainty of boundary radius

rh pc float pc Physical size of half number radius

rc pc float pc Physical size of king’s core radius derived by the core members

rt pc float pc Physical size of king’s tidal radius derived by the core members

ro pc float pc Physical size of mean radius of outer halo members

re pc float pc Physical size of boundary radius of outer halo members

flag string - Label of cluster samples

model represent the spatial distribution prop-
erties of core members; in the outer part, the
ro and re which derived from the logarithmic
Gaussian function represent the spatial prop-
erties of outer halo members. Although these
four radii describe the structural characteristics
of different components of the cluster, there is
a good linear relationship between them, which
shows that the structure of two components is
still a whole and follows the same physical law.
We note that although rh does not depend on
the structural model assumption of the cluster,
but its size is similar to rc, which means that it is
also appropriate to use rh to describe the struc-
tural characteristics of the cluster. According
to our correlation results (see Figure 3 ), rh can

also be used to simply track the approximate
region and distribution of core components and
outer halo components.
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