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The enhanced YSO population in Serpens
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Abstract. The Serpens Molecular Cloud is one of the most active sites of ongoing star formation at a distance
of about 300 pc, and hence is very well-suited for studies of young low-mass stars and sub-stellar objects. In this
paper, for the Serpens star forming region, we find potential members of the Young Stellar Objects population
from the Gaia DR3 data and study their kinematics and distribution. We compile a catalog of 656 YSOs from
available catalogs ranging from X-ray to the infrared. We use this as a reference set and cross-match it to find 87
Gaia DR3 member stars to produce a control sample with revised parameters. We queried the DR3 catalog with
these parameters and found 1196 stars. We then applied three different density-based machine learning algorithms
(DBSCAN, OPTICS and HDBSCAN) to this sample and found potential YSOs. The three clustering algorithms
identified a common set of 822 YSO members from Gaia DR3 in this region. We also classified these objects using
2MASS and WISE data to study their distribution and the progress of star formation in Serpens.

Keywords. star clusters: embedded — near-infrared photometry — colour–magnitude diagrams — pre-
mainsequence stars — machine learning —Gaia DR3—2MASS—WISE

1. Introduction

Star forming regions (SFRs) house embedded star clus-
ters and are the birthplaces of stars which provide
the missing links in understanding the star formation
(SF) process (Ascenso, 2017). As these young clus-
ters are embedded in gas and dust, optical techniques
(like multi-color optical photometry or spectroscopy)
are inefficient in identification of Young Stellar Objects
(YSOs). Infrared (IR) data is well suited for observa-
tions of embedded clusters. Complementary data rang-
ing from X-ray to millimeter wavelengths, and spec-
troscopic follow-ups of the newly discovered popula-
tion of young stars in star forming regions enrich our
understanding of SF in these regions. It is difficult to
identify the members of any SFR, especially for nearby
regions (within 500 pc), because they occupy large ar-
eas of the projected sky and would take a substantial
amount of observational time. This paper presents an
updated sample of young stellar members of Serpens
based on Gaia DR3 data using machine learning clus-
tering techniques (Cánovas et al., 2019).

Serpens is an interesting star-forming region for
which unbiased datasets exist (Harvey et al., 2007;
Djupvik et al., 2006; Enoch et al., 2009). It was iden-

tified as a site of active star formation by (Strom et al.,
1974), extends several degrees around the young vari-
able star VV S er and forms part of the large local dark
cloud complex called the Aquila Rift, which has been
extensively mapped in several molecular line surveys
(Dame & Thaddeus, 1985; Dame et al., 1987, 2001).
It is well-suited for studies of very young low-mass
stars and sub-stellar objects because of its proximity of
260 pc (Harvey et al., 2007) and young age of 1-5 Myr
(Eiroa et al., 2008).

As part of the NOAO survey program ‘Towards
a Complete Near-Infrared Spectroscopic and Imaging
Survey of Giant Molecular Clouds’ (PI: E. A. Lada),
the Serpens Molecular Cloud was observed with the
Florida Multi-Object Imaging Near-Infrared Grism Ob-
servational Spectrometer (FLAMINGOS) at the Kitt
Peak National Observatory 2.1 m telescope. In an ear-
lier paper (Hasan, 2012), used this data to study the
YSO population and made important inferences about
the SF processes in Serpens. The paper discussed
the distribution of young embedded sources using the
Nearest Neighbor Method applied to a carefully se-
lected sample of near-infrared excess (NIRX) stars that
trace star formation in the complex and identified six
clusters, of which three were not earlier reported in lit-
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erature. A median age of 1-2 Myr and a mean distance
of 300 pc for the cluster was determined.

The Spitzer Legacy Survey ‘Molecular Cores to
Planet Forming Disks’ Core to Disks (c2d) (Evans
et al., 2009) in Serpens shows evidence of sequential
star formation from SW to NE in the main Serpens
Core. The surface density of young stars in this re-
gion is much higher, by a factor of 10-100, than that of
the other star-forming regions mapped by c2d (Evans
et al., 2009). It is an ideal region to build a ‘template’
for the study of disk evolution up to a few Myr within
a well defined region by multi-wavelength observations
of young stars and sub-stellar objects.

Gorlova et al. (2010) made a spectroscopic study
of the Serpens core. The Serpens Main Cluster, known
since mid 70s, is made of two compact protoclusters,
lying in a 0.6 pc long filamentary structure, along NW-
SE. The two sub-clusters have similar masses within
similar sized regions (≈ 30M� in 0.025 pc2) each and
an average age of 105 yr but differ in their velocity
structures and molecular emission. The NW cluster de-
void of bright NIR sources, has outflows powered by
deeply embedded Class 0 and I protostars. Duarte-
Cabral et al. (2011) inferred that star formation was
probably triggered by the collision of two filament-like
clouds. A large scale extinction map was presented by
Cambrésy (1999) .

Unsupervised machine learning (ML) clustering
techniques are used to find patterns or clusters in un-
labeled databases. The problem of cluster recognition
can be approached in a variety of ways using these
methods, including centroid-based algorithms (like
the k-means algorithm), distribution-based clustering
(like Gaussian-mixture models), or density-based algo-
rithms. (For an overview of clustering analysis in as-
tronomy see Feigelson & Babu (2012), Chap. 3.3 and
references therein).

The density-based algorithms are particularly use-
ful for locating clusters with arbitrary shapes that can
be generically characterised as overdensities in a low
density environment. They also have the benefit of
not requiring any prior knowledge of the dataset be-
ing analysed. In other words, these algorithms do not
assume any distribution (such as one or many Gaus-
sians) when associating the data points with a cluster,
hence the user does not need to be aware of the num-
ber of clusters contained in the dataset. One of the
most well-known methods in many fields is density-
based spatial clustering of applications with noise (DB-
SCAN; Ester et al. (1996) and it is gaining popular-
ity in astronomy (Joncour et al., 2018; Cantat-Gaudin
et al., 2019). Ordering Points To Identify the Clustering
Structure (OPTICS; Ankerst et al. (1999) and the hier-
archical density-based spatial clustering of applications

with noise (HDBSCAN; Campello et al. (2013) algo-
rithms are improvements on DBSCAN that are gaining
popularity due to their proven ability to detect different
types of clusters.

Due to the young age of Serpens, we can assume
that its members will have similar velocity distributions
and will occupy a small area of the Galaxy. In con-
trast to the star population in the field, the cloud mem-
bers should, in the multi-dimensional space described
by their spatial coordinates and kinematic properties,
appear to be grouped. In the five-dimensional space,
which is defined by the three spatial coordinates and the
two kinematic parameters proper motion in right ascen-
sion µ∗α

1 and declination µδ, we ran the clustering algo-
rithms. The DBSCAN, OPTICS, and HDBSCAN al-
gorithms utilised in this paper are from Pedregosa et al.
(2011). By comparing their results, we aim to reduce
the bias in selection that is inherent in each algorithm
and provide a more reliable sample of YSO candidates
for Serpens members.

The paper is planned as follows: Section 1 is the in-
troduction and the motivation for this work. Section 2
of our study provides a description of the data and sam-
ple construction we used. The three algorithms are ap-
plied to our Gaia sample in Section 3 where we also
describe our methodology. In Section 4, we go over the
characteristics of this sample and present the Two Mi-
cron All Sky Survey (2MASS) and Wide-field Infrared
Survey Explorer (WISE) photometry and classification
of our sample. Section 5 contains the Summary and
Conclusions of our work.

2. Data and Sample construction

2.1 Initial sample

Gaia provides high-precision astrometric data (posi-
tions: right ascension (α) and declination (δ), parallax
($), and proper motions in right ascension (µα) and in
declination (µδ) which is of great significance to studies
of open clusters (Prusti et al., 2016; Gaia Collaboration
et al., 2022).

We began by compiling a list of YSOs in Serpens
shown in Fig. 1 and matching it with the 2MASS Skrut-
skie et al. (2006) catalog.

• The Spitzer Legacy c2D Survey “Molecular
Cores to Planet Forming Disks” included a 0.89
deg2 area of Serpens. The High Reliability Cata-
log included 377,456 total sources with 286 can-
didate YSOs (Harvey et al., 2007).

1µ∗α = µαcos δ where µα =
α1−α2

∆t is the apparent motion in right
ascension in the time interval ∆ t and δ is the declination



J. Astrophys. Astr. (0000)000: #### Page 3 of 1 ####

Figure 1. Data plotting on WISE image: Spitzer c2D
(Harvey et al., 2007) (286) red plus FIRX Hasan (2012))
(345) orange squares Xray Winston et al. (2009) (138)
blue rhombus, R,Z Spezzi et al. (2010) (78) yellow circles
Total:656 unique sources

• Winston et al. (2009) included a sample of 137
YSOs obtained from Chandra X-ray data in the
Serpens core region.

• The Florida Multi-Object Imaging Near-Infrared
Grism Observational Spectrometer (FLAMIN-
GOS) described in Hasan (2012) includes a sam-
ple of 345 YSOs.

• Oliveira et al. (2009) took 78 optical spectra
in Serpens and found 58 stars (75%) were con-
firmed to be young, mostly K- and M-type stars
that belong to the cloud.

• Spezzi et al. (2010) present a deep optical/near-
infrared imaging survey of the Serpens molecu-
lar cloud as complementary optical data to the
c2d Legacy survey to study the star/disk forma-
tion and evolution in this cloud.

• Herczeg et al. (2019) used Gaia DR2 parallaxes
and proper motions to statistically measure ≈
1167 kinematic members of Serpens, to evalu-
ate the star formation history of the complex in

a very large area of ≈ 36 × 34 degrees. We will
compare our results with the above ones.

We combined the above catalogs (Fig 1) to obtain
656 unique sources, matched them first with 2MASS
Skrutskie et al. (2006) and then with Gaia DR3. This
method is preferable to a sky cross-match by coor-
dinates because it does not require to transform the
2MASS coordinates from the J2000 to the J2015.5
epoch. We found that 250 sources matched with Gaia
DR3 sources, but only 87 matched with members from
Herczeg et al. (2019).

For the 87 matched DR3 stars that are reliable
members, we found the following average astrometric
properties of the control sample listed in Table 1 and
shown in Fig. 2. Following Bailer-Jones (2015) we
computed the individual distances as d = 1/$ since
the parallax fractional error of this sample is lower than
10, and the average distance is 436.7 pc.

Stats α δ $ µ∗α µδ
(deg) (deg) (mas) (mas/yr) (mas/yr)

Mean 277.4 0.75 2.29 2.19 -8.47
Sigma 0.16 0.4 0.26 1.04 0.68

Table 1. Mean and standard deviation (1σ) of the control
sample.

Figure 2. WISE image of the Serpens with RGB colours
mapped to 22, 4.6, and 3.4 µm. The control sample members
are represented as yellow circles.

We used these values to query the DR3 data in a
20 radius from Serpens core, which is the most active
region, with the following constraints: RUWE < 1.4,
RPlx > 10, 5 > µα > 1 11.6 < µδ < -6 4.2 > Plx > 0 and
derived a sample of 1196 stars with an average value
of RV= -5.08 km/s for 66 stars, where RV is the radial
velocity.
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3. Clustering Algorithms

For our study, we considered the three spatial coordi-
nates

X = d cos δ cos α

Y = d cos δ sin α

Z = d sin δ

where d is the distance computed as the inverse of par-
allax and the two kinematic parameters proper motions
in right ascension µ∗α and in declination µδ. Given the
low fraction of objects with radial velocity measure-
ments in our Gaia sample, we restricted the kinematic
analysis to only µ∗α and µδ.

We then applied the three clustering algorithms
DBSCAN, OPTICS and HDBSCAN to our 5 param-
eters described above. Clusters are localised and arbi-
trary shaped regions of an N-dimensional space with an
excess of points per volume unit. The points that do not
satisfy this condition are classified as noise. The two
parameters ε and mPts are used to describe the density
threshold. A sphere of radius ε is drawn around each
point. If a minimum of mPts points are found in the ε
radius of a point, it is called a core point. Points which
lie in the ε radius of a core point but do not have min-
imum mPts are called border points and points outside
the ε radius which do not have minimum mPts are noise
points.

3.1 DBSCAN

DBSCAN was first introduced by Ester et al. (1996).
The algorithm strongly depends on the input parame-
ters ε and mPts and uses it to identify clusters. We var-
ied the values of ε and mPts and obtained the cluster
points and noise points described in Table 2. We find
that more than 91.9% of the control sample stars are
identified using DBSCAN with the parameters used.

ε mPts No of stars Control stars (%)
(core points) identified

0.5 50 978 96.5
1.0 50 822 91.9
1.5 50 1099 91.9

Table 2. Explored hyperparameters and number of cluster
elements identified by DBSCAN. The last column shows the
percentage of control sample stars identified.

3.2 OPTICS

By definition, all clusters discovered by DBSCAN in
a given dataset have about the same density. Fur-
thermore, in clusters with significant density gradients,

such as a cluster made of a very dense core surrounded
by a low density ”halo,” this algorithm struggles to
identify all of the members. The hierarchical cluster-
ing algorithm Ordering Points To Identify the Cluster-
ing Structure (OPTICS) Ankerst et al. (1999) creates
clusters with strong density gradients by exploring a
range of ε.

Figure 3. OPTICS: Reachability plot which shows the
existance of only one cluster with ε ≈ 0.5

OPTICS locates the cluster’s densest areas and
records this data in two variables called core distance
and reachability distance. The former represents the
distance between a core point and its nearest neighbour,
and the latter is the maximum of the core distance of a
core point . For a particular value of mPts, OPTICS or-
ganises the points into groups based on how far they can
be reached from the densest region of the cluster. The
reachability plot displays a string of distinctive troughs
connected to individual potential clusters as a function
of ε. Figure 3 is the reachability plot for our sample and
clearly shows a single valley with an ε close to 0.5.

3.3 HDBSCAN

Finding the ideal ε and mPts values is challenging,
which is a disadvantage of both DBSCAN and OP-
TICS. It is difficult to clearly identify the first and last
points of the valleys in the reachability-distance plots
produced by OPTICS and the step-like slope shift in the
k-distance curves utilised by DBSCAN in high-density
datasets. Finding suitable hyperparameters is made eas-
ier by the hierarchical method HBDSCAN because it
only needs one hyperparameter mCls (the ”minimum
cluster size”) which is conceptually equivalent to mPts
(Campello et al., 2013). Similar to OPTICS, HDB-
SCAN is sensitive to the density gradients inside a clus-
ter and can recognise clusters of various densities.

When we ran HDBSCAN, we found a cluster where
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the core points had 1103 stars. We matched these to the
YSOs obtained by DBSCAN and OPTICS and got 822
common stars. These are stars which have a very high
probability of being member YSOs.

4. Infrared 2MASS and WISE photometry

We cross-matched our data with 2MASS and WISE to
814 and 720 objects respectively. Figure 4 shows the
classification obtained for bare photospheres, Class II
and Class III stars respectively using the method de-
scribed in Koenig et al. (2012).

Figure 4. YSO Classification using 2MASS and WISE: The
Class II stars are in green , Class III in blue and Photospheres
in red. The stars from the control sample are the black
squares.

We then plotted our YSOs on the WISE image to
see the distribution of the sources (Fig. 5.)

Figure 5. YSO Distribution using 2MASS and WISE colors,
where Class II is green ovals, Class III is blue squares and
photospheres is red rhombuses.

As found by (Evans et al., 2009) Serpens shows
evidence of sequential star formation from SW to NE
to the main Serpens Core. It was reported that SF has
taken place along the South West to North East direc-
tion. In the figure, we see Class II and III stars seem
distributed but most of the bare photospheric stars are
towards the west. Further studies are required to find
ages of thse YSOs and trace the star formation.

5. Results and Conclusion

This paper shows a unique method to identify young
members of a star forming region, in this case, Serpens.
YSOs are difficult to observe in the optical and hence
other wavelengths ranging from Xray to IR are used in
their identification and study. As Serpens is close to
us, it occupies a very large region of the sky and Gaia,
being an all sky survey with unprecedented accuracy is
ideal to use for this purpose.

In this work, we compiled YSO data of Serpens
from various sources and wavelengths (656 stars) and
matched it to Gaia DR3 data to find most probable YSO
members (87 stars). This was used to build a control
sample with data that was used to query Gaia DR3 to
obtain 1196 stars.

In the 5-parameter space of X, Y, Z and µ∗α and µδ
we applied three different density-based machine learn-
ing algorithms (DBSCAN, OPTICS and HDBSCAN)
and found 822 common YSO members in the region.
We found that they have similar values (due to our
search criteria), but are spatially separated. We clas-
sified these objects using 2MASS and WISE data to
find the distribution of Class II and Class III objects
to study their distribution. This is a potential method
of increasing the YSO sample of star forming regions
using machine learning techniques.
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