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Abstract. Inthis paper we establish a necessary condition for theéagtjun of stellar population synthesis models to observed
star clusters. Such a condition is expressed by the reqgeirethat the total luminosity of the cluster modeled be latigan the
contribution of the most luminous star included in the asstilsochrones, which is referred to as the Lowest Lumindsityt
(LLL). This limit is independent of the assumptions on theRAdnd almost independent of the star formation history. We ha
obtained the Lowest Luminosity Limit for a wide range of aggdVyr to 20 Gyr) and metallicitiesZ=0 to Z=0.019) from
thelGirardi et al.|(2002) isochrones. Using the results ofwgionary synthesis models, we have also obtained thenmaiini
cluster mass associated with the LLM™", which is the mass value below which the observed colors arersly biased
with respect to the predictions of synthesis models. Wecegpihe relationship betweeh™" and the statistical properties
of clusters, showing that the magnitudes of clusters witssregual toM™" have a relative dispersion of 32% at least (i.e.,
0.35 mag) in all the photometric bands considered; anaklgotine magnitudes of clusters with mass larger tham Q™"
have a relative dispersion of 10% at least. The dispersioarigparatively larger in the near infrared bands: in paldigu ™"
takes values between4and 1§ M, for theK band, implying that severe samplinfiects may fect the infrared emission of
many observed stellar clusters. As an example of an apjpliced observations, we show that in surveys that reach tieekb
Luminosity Limit the color distributions will be skewed tand the color with the smallest number dfeetive sources, which
is usually the red, and that the skewness is a signature @iubter mass distribution in the survey. We also apply osulte

to a sample of Globular Clusters, showing that they seem #fbeted by samplingféects, a circumstance that could explain,
at least partially, the bias of the observed colors with eespo the predictions of synthesis models. Finally, we resitesly
discuss the advantages and the drawbacks of our methodpit e one hand, a very simple criterion for the detection of
severe sampling problems that bypasses the need for doptest statistical tools; on the other hand, it is not venysgéere,
and it does not identify all the objects in which samplirfiigets are important and a statistical analysis is requiredsueh, it
defines a condition necessary but ndfisient for the application of synthesis models to observastets.

Key words. Galaxies: individual: NGC 5128 — Galaxies: star clustersata@es: stellar content

1. Introduction and motivation fainter stellar clusters, up to a point where we must begin to

take into account the limitations posed by the discretenéss

The comparison between theoretical models and obsereatighs number of stars in a system: due to incomplete sampling
is the basic procedure that allows the evaluation of ourTUIT oth small clusters and small samples of large clusters have
knowledge of Nature; underlying this statement is the agsUnye|jar mass distributions that mayfiér substantially from the
tion that better observational data, by setting more s#iig one predicted by the underlying initial mass function (IMF)
constraints, make such comparison more meaningful. Afhouneyertheless, most theoretical models assume that the fMF o
this is almost always the case, there is a situation in whicl,sters is completely populated, i.e., that the distidubf
paradoxically, the opposite is true, and the more the daltyju gie|jar masses is continuous and that all the evolutiortages
improves, the more biased the theoretical inferences W00 4re \yell sampled. Obviously, any model assuming a continu-
be. This is indeed the case of the analysis of the integragtl | 5,5 |MF (hereinafter, analytical models) will be correctyon

of stellar populations. The progressively higher senigjtiof ,,qer the asymptotic assumption of an infinite number ostar
modern instruments provides access to data from mcrelysmgence, the validity of the comparison between the predistio
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of synthesis models and real systems, where the IMF is rfsée also | Bruzual & Charlat 2003presents Monte Carlo
perfectly sampled, depends on the size of the system. simulations in which the stochasti¢fects onU - B, B -V,

Several works have been written that deal directly of ~ K, andK for the LMC metallicity are presented as a func-
indirectly with the subject of samplingfiects. For ex- tion of the _|n|t|al mass of the cluster. His figures sh(_)w dyegr
ample, |Barbaro & Bertdlli [(1977),[_Chiosi et al. (1988)t’h.at there is a bias in the results of M_onte Carlo ;lmulatlons
Girardi& Bicd (1998), and [ Girardiethl. [ (1995), whowith respeqt to the. results of_analypcal synthesis models;
show the relevance of samplingfects for the study of however, this result is not mentioned in the text, possihig d

LMC clusters; [ Santos & Frodel| (1897), who determinte the limited space. Finally, Girardi (2002) presents Mont

how sampling ects afect integrated near-infrared CO|0rSCarI0 simulations where thdfect of a continuous distribution

Cervino, Luridiana. & Castander._(2000) arld_Cervifio &t dI the initial cluster masses is studied. His results areemor

(2000), who study the feects of sampling in some obsery2ppropriate for the comparison with surveys of real clsster

ables of young star-forming regions;_Cervino et al._(2)o1i1an those that do not consider a distribution of masses.

and [Cervifio & Mollh [(2002), who estimate theffeets of In all the precedmg papers, the evaluation of sampling ef-
sampling in stellar yields and chemical evolutionary medelf€Cts requires making assumptions on the IMF and the star for
Sampling &ects also underlie the study of surface brightne&@tion history, a fact that limits the practical applicatiof
fluctuations [(Tonry & Schneidel_1988), a primary distandf€ results to real observations. In this paper we propose in
indicator that is based on the analysis of the variations wigt€ad @ method entirely based on observable quantities-the
distance of the amount of stars sampled by CCD pixels: ff€ independent of the IMF and almost independent of tfre sta
example| Cantiello et hi[ (2003) show that surface brigsgndormation history, to estimate whether the colors predidig

fluctuations may stiier from a bias that depends on the densi§ynthesis models are biased with respect to real obsengatio
of stars in the image pixels. and to establish when analytical synthesis models canregi-be

plied and a statistical formulation is required. We alsccdbg
the relationship of this method to more sophisticated stati
&l analyses. Furthermore, we suggest examples of poagible
Iplications of the method to the analysis of observationt.da

based on the original _formu_lation by Blizzohi (1.989){ whe lglnally, we discuss the qualities and drawbacks of our mitho
the mean value, the dispersion, and the correlatioffictent in comparison to alternative ones.

of different observables are obtained analytically using a con- The structure of the paper is the following: in Sect. 2 we

]Emuo_usly d|§tr|buted2IOM'\|/|:. The rcr;ethod IS ag)pl_ltehdttho younalg{st Pefine the method, and provide a quantitative evaluatiohef t
orming regions{( < yr) and compared wi eresults 0quantities involved for a wide range of observational cases

Monte Carlo simulations, showing that in both cases theltes ect. 3 we translate the preceding results in terms of the clu

are quite _similar, except for colors and equivalgnt widMn_s ter masses, proposing a mass criterion to exclude lowsttati
clusters with a low number of stars. The method is exter;slvecﬁusters from the analysis performed with synthesis moitels

tested in_Cervifio & Valls-Gabaud (2003) for clusters with 8cct 4 we show the observational implications of this work:
3 . . . . 1
number of stars between 1 and"1here it is shown that it Sect. 5 we discuss the limitations of our results; and in.S%ect

reprgduces the average valug and _the d?spersion of.q.lea;_nt%e draw our conclusions.

obtained from Monte Carlo simulations, i.e., the luminiesit

of Monte Carlo simulations ardistributed around the mean

value obtained from the analytical modélthe quantity scales 2. The Lowest Luminosity Limit

linearly with the amount of starsin the system. However, when

the modeled properties are logarithmic quantities or satis  One of the most basic limits to the application of evolutigna
in the case of equivalent widths and colors, the mean valtiesynthesis models can be expressed by the following statemen
Monte Carlo simulations argiased with respect to the results

of the analytical modeling; the smaller the system, the sere ~ Thetotal luminosity of the cluster modeled must be larger
vere the bias. Unfortunately the authors are not able totifyan than the individual contribution of any of the starsincluded in
this bias in an analytical way for very small systems. the model

In almost all the preceding works, samplinfijeets have
been evaluated by the use of Monte Carlo simulatio
Alternatively, | Cervifio et al.| (2002b) proposed a fornmalis

The subject of sampling has also been addressed_l_h. byi tat t defi wral th tical limit
by, e.g., LLancon & Mouhcine | (2000),__Girardil_(2000) IS obvious statement defines a natural theoretical imi

Cenvifo et al. [(2001b),._Bruztall (2002)._Girard (2002)that has not always been considered when models are applied

Cenvifio etal. 1(2002a), |_Cervifio & Luridiana |_(2002a b\t’o real observations. Whereas in the work by Tinsley (seg, e.

Cenvifio & Valls-Gabald[(2002), arld_Cenifio (20‘)3a3|)’c,dﬂ'lnsley& Gunnl 1976) it was not necessary to take this limit

However, since all these works are published in conferen éo_account, dueto.t_hg observatmngl limitations at tiaiaé,
proceedings, their consequences are not extensivelyr(e*.\uqolot € Increasing sgn§|tlv!ty of current instruments hashredca_
Lancon & Mouhcink [(2000) evaluate samplingfeets on level wh(_are this limitation plays a fundamental role in the i
monochromatic luminosities at solar metallicity withohet terpretation of data.

use of Monte Carlo simulations, and quote some limits for the: A version of [Bruzual & Charlbt[(2003) synthesis models can
minimal initial clusters masses ensuring a relative eroarer be obtained athttp://www.cida.ve/~bruzual/bc2003, or at
than 10% for some ages and luminosities. Bruzual (20(&4)tp://www2.iap.fr/users/charlot/bc2003|
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Defining as thd_owest Luminosity Limit (hereinafter LLL) depend on the TP-AGB treatment at some agd{g{le,K are
the luminosity of the brightest individual star includedtire almost uné&ected by it.
model, we can establish a simple luminosity criterion fa th  Figures[1 and]2 show the values of the LLL in magni-
application of synthesis models to the interpretation of okudes for diferent ages and metallicities. The figures show that
served clusters, imposing the condition that the clustetetesl  M™n(t) evolves with time toward less luminous values for all
be more luminous than the LLL. While clusters brighter thaghe bands, and that blue bands become fainter more quickly
this limit may either be well-sampled or not, clusters faint than red bands, as expected due to the cluster evolution: the
than this limit arecertainly misrepresented by synthesis modpopulation becomes redder and fainter as the cluster esolve
els. These two trends combined imply that, as the cluster ages,

It is possible to establish a luminosity limit followingthe LLL tend to decrease (i.e., become less stringent) in all
different criteria, yielding either weaker or more stringemfands, doing so more rapidly at blue wavelengths than at red
constraints; but all the alternative definitions we coulthkh wavelengths. It is also interesting to compare the evaiuib
of turned out to either lack physical meaning, or imply/lgg{‘(t) with the variousM™n(t) at different bands. It can be
circumstances that do not occur in the modeling practicseen that the larger the metallicity, the more similar isethe-
Nevertheless, the degree of arbitrariness of our definiian lution of M&‘;P(t) to the evolution oM™"(t) in red bands, as a
hairy problem, and we will discuss it thoroughly in S&&t. 5. consequence of the increasing fraction of bolometric lthhat

With the definition given above, the LLL is only definedgoes into red filters. The bottom panel in Hifj. 2 compares the
by the isochrone used and the band under consideration; hblt values forV andK and two extreme metallicities. It can
ever, its exact value at a given age is also weakly dependeatseen thaM'" is almost metallicity-independent.
on the star formation history. In the following we preserd th  These figures show the LLL values for the case of single
values of the LLL computed for a wide range of parameterisochrones, that correspond to SSP models. However, the LLL
We have used the isochrones and the integrated magnitucsbe easily obtained forfiérent star formation histories. For
of simple stellar population models (hereinafter SSP m&degéxample, let us consider a two-burst system with agesd
i.e., models that assume an instantaneous burst of star fgrassociated to two minimum magnitude valdd&"(t;) and
mation) byl Girardi et al..(2002) We consider seven fierent M™n(t,): then the LLL of this system is simply the minimum
metallicities: Z=0.019 (solar),Z=0.008,7=0.004,Z=0.001, of M™"(t;) and M™"(t,). In the case of a cluster with con-
Z=0.0004,2=0.0001, andZ=0.0. TheZ=0.0 isochrones cor- stant star formation history and agethe LLL at each band
respond to metal-free models by Marigo et al. (2001). The given by the maximum of the luminosity of SSP models in
other isochrones correspond to the basic set presentea intHe age range between 0 anavhich, for the bolometric lumi-
web server cited in the footnote, which combines the raesity, can be roughly approximated by the ZAMS luminosity
sults from|Girardi et al.|(2000) and Girardi (2001) for lowof the most massive star included (this result is not exact be
and intermediate-mass stars, with the results by Bertadlie cause the bolometric luminosity of a star briefly increades a
(1994) and Girardi et al. (1996) for high-mass stars, antdttha ter the ZAMS). At other bands the maximum luminosity can
cludes overshooting and a simplified Thermal Pulse AGB (TBe reached much later, thus no easy recipe can be given. As a
AGB) evolution. Additionally, forZ=0.019, 0.008, and 0.004final remark, note that some evolution in the metallicityxs e
we have used the isochronesiby Marigo & Girardi (2001) thpécted for any star formation historyfidirent from an instanta-
include a more detailed TP-AGB evolution. Most of the atmaeous burst, and thigfect should be included in the modeling
sphere models are taken from ATLASO (Castelli ef al. 1397)n a self-consistent way (ske_Schulz étf al. 2002, and refesen
A more detailed description of the isochrones, the atmagpheherein as an example)
models, and the SSP models can be found_in_Girardiet al. Summarizing’ the most luminous star in one band is not

(2002) and in their web server. necessarily the most luminous star in the rest of the bands,
To obtain the LLL we have searched for the bolometrigeither is it the star with the largest bolometric lumingsit
luminosity of the most luminous star in any given isochrong&s a consequence, the LLL depends not only on the age and

LigX(t). However, since the tabulated data also provide thige metallicity (i.e., the assumed isochrones and atmasgiae
magnitudes at dierent bands, we have also obtained the magraries), but also on the band considered. The dependence on
nitude of the most luminous star in the Johnson-CousinssGlage and metallicity is weaker for the near infrared bands tha
filtersU, B, V, R, 1, J, H, andK: M"(t), ..., M"(t). for the optical bands. In particular, the LLL fd¢ is almost

In general, the most luminous star is also the most evolvedetallicity-independent.
but this relation does not strictly hold for all the bands nor
all the ages. This fact is well illustrated in FIg. 1, where th
LLLs obtained from isochrones with a simplified TP-AGB3. Minimal initial cluster masses
treatment (right panels) are compared with the LLL obtained
from isochrones with a detailed TP-AGB evolution (left pishe In this section we will translate the concept of LLL into an

for models withz=0.019, 0.008, and 0.004. Wherad§s, ., equivalent formulation in terms of mass.

2 Isochrones and simple stellar population results are aailat 4 The reference corresponds to the synthesis
http://pleiadi.pd.astro.it/l code catev and the model results are available at
3 NOVER models éhttp://cfaku5.harvard.edu/grids.html]. |http://alpha.uni-sw.gwdg.de/~galev/.
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Let us recall that evolutionary synthesis models are baseth - s, e q
! *\

e -7 I ﬁ/%

on the convolution of isochrones with the IMF and the star for
mation history. For the case of a SSP, thean luminosity in

a given band and at a given ag&P(t), results from the sum = |
of the luminosities of individual stars at the correspoigdige
as given by the isochronk(m, t), weighted by the number of
stars with initial masay as given by the IMRy; (my). If the sum
of thew; values is normalized, as usual, to 1, Mansformed -
into stars from the onset of the burst, the resulting lumino3
ity will also be normalizeel The total luminosity of a modeled
cluster,L9us(t), is directly proportional to the initial mass trans-
formed into stars in the clustep:

S

-
Zol
2%
l

1000

e k- 002 Wy t < 10 Myr) _ _e__ GO0 (LLL, Salpeter)
LEUS(t) = Mx ) wi(m)1i(m, ) = M x I9(0). (V) U e e
e ——H—— W94 (M t > 1 Gyr)
Then, for a given age and metallicity, we can obtain the o’ o o 10"
total initial mass transformed into stars from the obserued poe bl
minosity L9 (or M9S expressed in magnitudes) and the coFig. 4. M™" for V (solid line with triangles) an& (dashed
responding normalized value B5FP(t) (or mP): line with diamonds) assuming solar metallicity andfetient

IMF and SSP models: SSP models by Girardi el al. (2002) with

L dus the IMF by!Krouph [(2001) (G02: bold line), and SSP mod-

M= —, els byl Girardi et €l..(2000) with Salpeter's IMF (GOO: narrow
|ssp ! line). The figure also shows the minimal clusters masses that
25logM = m¥P — M, (2) ensurer /L = 10% from Cervifio et al/ (2002b) models (C02:

o o big open symbols until age of 10 Myt), Worthey (1994) mod-
where we have dropped the explicit reference to simplify  e|s (W94: big open symbols with ages larger than 1 Gyr) and

the notation. Now, imposing thai®"s = M™"(t), we can ob- [ ancon & Mouhcinel(2000) models (LM0O: small open sym-
tain the initial cluster mass for each band and ag€i"(t), for  pols).

which the total luminosity of the cluster simulated by a SSP
model equals the luminosity of the most luminous star in the

band,M™"(t): In order to examine the influence of the IMF on this re-
_ _ sult, we have also obtained the LLL from the isochrones by
2.5logM™"(t) = m>P(t) — M™(1). (3) |Girardietal. (2000), which have been computed assuming

a Salpeter IMF [(Salpeier 1955) in the mass range 0.039 to
The superindexiin reminds that below this limit the clus-100 M, from 63 Myr to 17.8 Gyr. For a comparison with
ter cannot be modeled by means of a synthesis model. Nofgardi et al. (2002) we have renormalized these valueseo th
that M™"(t) depends on the age and the band, but also on #@ss range 0.094 — 120Mn such a way that the fraction
IMF and the star formation history, since integrated qu&sti of mass in the range 1 — 120 Mor the Kroupa’s and the
depend on them. Here, we have used the integrated magnitusi@peter’s IMF is the same. The comparison betweeMHE
of the SSP models Ly Girardi etial. (2002), which assume thg&lues obtained from the two sets of isochrones and SSP mod-
IMF by [Kroupa (2001) in its corrected version (his Eg. 6), angls is shown in FiglJ4. With this normalization, thé™" values
a total SSP initial mass equal to 1:Nh the mass range 0.01 —obtained using the models by Girardi et al. (2000) coincate f
120 M. V with those obtained using the models by Girardi ét al. (2002)
The results for dierent ages and metallicities are shown iat ages smaller than 80 Myr, and firin all the age range
Fig.[d, which shows thadig', , , are almost metallicity in- in common. The dferences irV for t > 80 Myr are due to
dependent except during the first stages of the evolutioheof small diferences in the LLLs computed with thefférent set
cluster. In the case of optical bands, the lower the meti3ilic of isochrones.
the largerM{Jg ;- The value ofM™" spans three orders of
magnitude depending on the band, and it takes a value as large . . o ) )
as 10 M, or even more for the case of near infrared colors. A& 1+ Minimal initial cluster mass and the estimation of
first conclusion we can draw from these figuresis thatthelse va ~ sampling effects (theoretical point of view)
ues are so high that many observed clusters certainly flahbe \jqzither the computation of LLL nor that of™" allow, by
this limit, and their properties cay no means be reproduced e mselves, an evaluation of the extent of samplifigets in
by synthesis models. This fact is too often overlooked, aad Wbserved clusters: they just provide an easy-to-useffourice-
will try to emphasize it repeatedly throughoutthe paper. o tg discriminate clusters with severe samplifigets from
5 In the following we will use the lower case giodthe super-index clusters with more moderate or negligible samplirteets,
ssp to refer to normalized quantities obtained by SSP modetstizan  Without providing a quantitative tool to estimate theirtstiscal
upper case for absolute (denormalized) quantities. properties.
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In spite of this limitation, M™" is intrinsically related to (see Buzzofi 1993, for a general description of the reldi®n
sampling éects, and it is worth studying the relation betweetween/N*® and the brightness fluctuations). The corresponding
the information provided byM™" and the statistical propertiesA’S® can be obtained as a functionlé® andIs* (or m>P and
of clusters. In such a way, it will be possible to obtain hims mP in magnitudes) using the following formulae:
the necessity to account for samplin@ieets in the interpreta-
tion of observed data, even without a proper statisticahfds -
ism. NSPx10f = —,

To study the relation between th™" value and the sam- | ssp
pling effects, we have derived the values of the cluster mas@e8l0gN + 15 = m™F —m*P, (6)
associated to a relative dispersion of 10% in the luminasfity
a band M1os; note that a relative dispersion of 10% in the luwhere the factor 10(or 15 = 2.5log 1¢ in magnitudes), is
minosity means, at zero order approximations 0.1 mag in used to renormalize his tabulated datavto= 1 M, following
magnitudé. a Salpeter IMF slope in the mass range 0.1 -2 M

To cover a wide age range, we have used the results of threeNote thatl Lancon & Mouhcine (2000) and_Cerviiio et al.
different synthesis codes. For young ages, we have used(2@02b) quote the dispersion for the monochromatic luniinos
solar metallicity results from_Cervifio etlal. (2002b) misde ties at the &ective wavelength of the band (see King 1952, for
These models have been computed using the Geneva evolutiba-definition of &ective wavelength) whereas Worthey (1994)
ary tracks with a Salpeter IMF in the mass range 2 — 120 M(Eq.[8) gives the dispersion of the integrated luminositjhef
In these models, samplingfects are evaluated by means of ahand. In spite of this diierence, these results can be directly
effective number of stars that contribute to a given observablegompared: in fact, wide-band luminosities can be estimated
NP which is defined by: with an accuracy of 2 — 3%, by multiplying the monochro-

matic luminosities at thefective wavelength by a constant

1 o201  Xwlf value, which represents the absolute flux density in the band

NS (IssPy2 (S w 1j)2° ) (King|1952; Johnsoh 1956); since this transformation omly i

plies the multiplication by a constant, which cancels out in
as first derived by Buzzani (1989)Since the tabulate®/>  the computation of the variance, the relative dispersiothef
values are normalized 81, the value ofMyoq is trivially ob-  monochromatic luminosity is equal to the relative dispansif
tained imposing that /L = 0.1; therefore, the absolutéfec- the luminosities in the band obtained from the exact intiégna
tive number of stars associatedAdios is N = N*Px Mo = of the spectrum over the filter response. Therefore, thetsesu
100. bylLancon & Mouhcinei(2000) and Cervifio et al. (2002b) and

For intermediate ages, we have used the results quotediiyse by Wortheyl (1994) quoted above can be directly com-
Lancon & Mouhcine!(2000) that assume solar metallicity arnghred.

a Salpeter IMF in the mass range 0.1 — 12Q.Mhe mod- In all the cases we have renormalized the resulting values
els have been computed with the population synthesis @edeto a Salpeter IMF in the mass range 0.094 — 129 Whe re-
case? (Fioc & Rocca-Volmerange 1997). sults are shown with open symbols in FIfj. 4. A first compar-

For old stellar populationg & 1.5 Gyr) we have used theijson among theMge results show that they are quite con-
solar metallicity SSP models by Worthey (10%¥43omputed sistent with each other, with somefiirences that can be at-
for a Salpeter IMF in the mass range 0.1 — 2 &hd normal- tributed to the dierence between th&/ formalism and the
ized to M = 10° M. This author does not compute directlynethod applied by Lancon & Mouhclre (2000). The figure also
sampling &ects, but they can be inferred from the fluctuatioshows that the evolution of™" is quite similar to the evo-
luminosities)>. Thesd*P (or m*" expressed in magnitudes)ution of Mgy The diferences in the two curves range be-
are defined as: tween 0.98 and 1.5 dex (i.e., factors between 8 and 30 imliniti

2 cluster masses) depending on the age and the band. Therefore
= Wi l; :
|SSP — L (5) for the assumed IMF and rounding up numbers, we can say
Zwil; that M™" is always at least a factor 10 beloW; e, this im-

and they are computed for the evaluation of surface brigisstn@"es anN value lower than 10 and relative dispersior_ws larger
fluctuations. From EqEl 4 afiti 5 itis found tINGEP x [SSP = |SSP than 32% ¢ > 0.35 mag). For these values &f, Poisson
statistics produce non negligible probabilities of zeffeetive

® A more detailed analysis with Taylor expansions to secord Qfpurces, and hence the presence of biases in colors, as shown
der shows a small bias of 0.005 mag and an unbiased0.11. See ,[Cervifio & Valls-Gabatd (2003).

Cervifio & Valls-Gabaud (2003) for more details. : ; ;
) . ) The relation betweew and the occurrence of dispersion
7 The models used here do not include the nebular contribu- W P

tion to the photometric bands. The complete set of modelDfbr and of a bias can be easily understood in the following terms.
to 20 Myr, including also the nebular contribution, is azhie at Let UELEake as an example the pasgVof— K, and.assume
http://www.laeff.esa.es/users/mcs/SED] that L corresponds to the luminosity of a star in the Red

8 The outputs of A. Buzzoni synthesis code are available gupergiant (RSG) phase. Let us also assume the case of a 10
http://www.merate.mi.astro.it/~eps/home.htmll Myr old burst with solar metallicity, where, according toaan

9 Available aflhttp://www2.1iap.fr/users/fioc/PEGASE.htmll lytical models, more than 90% of the luminosity kis due

10 Available athttp://astro.wsu.edu/worthey/| to RSGs. For this case, comparing the correspondifig(Lk)
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value with the (normalized) number of RS@&,, it is found However, the cluster mass is not an observable. Sdfereit
thatngsspG ~ 0.9 x N55P(Lyk) (se€ Cerviiio et al. 2002b, and thepproach is needed to deal with the observational probled, a
web server mentioned above). For simplicity we will assumeis more useful to use directly the LLL, as we show in the
that N(Lk) = Ngsg, the absolute number of RSGs. Finallynext section, where the remaining features of Fidilire 5 velll b
let us assume thaV follows Poisson statistics, or, in termsdiscussed.
of RSGs, that the number of such stars iffetient clusters is
ﬁlistributed following a Poisson distribution with a meartuea 4. Applications of the Lowest Luminosity Limit
RSG-
Since the contribution of RSG stars has a small influence on
V and a large influence df, clusters in a mass range in whichJp to this point, we have discussed the statistical propedf
variations of+1 in the number of such stars are relevant willeal clusters, trying to answer the following theoreticabs-
have colors considerably redder (dominated by an excesgioh: What isthe statistical dispersion to be expected in the ob-
RSGs) or bluer (due to a deficit of RSGs) than those predictasivables of clusters with given mass (or number of stars) and
by analytical synthesis models. Furthermore, if the maskef age? Although answering this question surely provides a deep
cluster is such that ¥ N < 10, according to Poisson statisticsnsight in the analysis of stellar clusters, it must be kaphind
there is a fair probability that the cluster has no RSGs at dhat the observational approach to this probleffeds from the
In this last case\( — K)@US will be more similar to the colors theoretical vision: a simple reason is that, when obsermati
of main sequence (MS) stars than to the colors of SSP modais made, neitheM nor the age of the observed clusters are
(i.e., there will be an excess of blue clusters in a surveyus-c known. The observational question can be instead put irethes
ters with this mass, age, and metallicity). For these vabfesterms: Given an observed value of the luminosity, which are
N the dispersion in the colors will be the largest. FinallyMf the distributions of M, age, and metallicity consistent with the
takes values lower than 1, there will be an important fractiabservations?
(or, in extreme cases, even a majority) of clusters with@&GR Unfortunately, as we have repeatedly stated earlier in the
stars, and then, the mean value of the observed cgleK)®“s paper, the LLL method is not a sophisticated tool, and itshiea
will be biased with respect to the resulting coldr€ K)sP of is very limited. More in general, the last question cannot be
a synthesis model. On the other hand, the dispersion will deddressed with the current theory available, and a more@elab
crease since the range of possitile-K) values will be smaller rated theoretical study of this subject is needed; to thipeet
with respect to the case of larghtvalues. we want to remind again the work from_Girardi (2002) as the
The situation for the case & = 5.5 is illustrated in Fig. most plausible direction to which the theoretical evalaf
B, which shows the results of 4Monte Carlo simulations for the dispersion must be focused. However, the concept of LLL
clusters with 18 stars in the mass range 2-12Q M'he ana- is powerful enough to allow us some applications to real ob-
lytical value of ¢/ — K)@4S is shown by a vertical dashed line servational problems. Since one of the constraints impbged
and its distribution in the set of simulated clusters is shiéwy observations is the existence of a luminosity limit, in thés-
the bold solid line. Note that the mean cluster mass of thetsen we will explore the consequences of having a i
simulations isM = 2 x 10* M, a value larger than the mini-luminosity in surveys of star clusters.
mal mass valueM™" = 1.5 x 10* M: this fact, and the con- In Figure[® we described thé — K distribution of a sam-
siderable width of the\( — K)9Us distribution, confirms that ple of model clusters with fixed number of stars, and notet tha
a considerable dispersion in the observables is still @rpecsuch distribution is negatively skewed. Note that a fixed hum
for cluster masses larger thavi™", up to values as large asber of stars correspond roughly to a fixed cluster mass. Now,
10x M™" (Figurel3). According to Poisson statistics, there islat us consider only the subset of clusters with a luminosity
0.4% probability of finding a cluster without any RSGs. Indeelarger than the LLL inK, LkLL. This subset is shown by the
there is a small accumulation of simulations with £ K)@Us light-shaded histogram, and it can be seen that its meam colo
values around-0.6 mag, and the number of such clusters is somewhat redder than the predictions of SSP models. The
about 40 (i.e., 0.4% of the total). Note also that the diatribkey point here is thathis behavior indicates that the statistics
tion is negatively skewed, i.e., it tends to cdi sharply in the of the clustersislow: in fact, att = 10 Myr an important frac-
red and extend toward the blue. This means that either théom of the luminosity inV is provided by MS stars, whereas
is a deficit of RSGs, or that the RSG stars in the cluster hae luminosity inK is completely dominated by RSGs, which
luminosities lower than the one that defines the LLL. are intrinsically scarcer than MS stars. Therefore theaapne
This statistical interpretation depends in fact only on th€ among the clusters of the sample is comparatively large, and
N value, independently of it being related to a physical numa-cutdf in luminosity, leaving out the faintest clusters, sensibly
ber of stars (see the figures presented_ in Bruzuali2002, asaHiars the meaK value of the remaining subset. Schematically,
example). In general, the distribution of colors will bewkel we can say that ik limited samples the meaK luminosity
toward the band with largekss, i.e., toward the blue in the increases and the luminosity is barely fiected, thus/ — K
present example. increases. This is confirmed by the application of the more re
Note that this interpretation has been done in terms of clusfictive constrainLd"s > 2 x L', which is shown by the
ter masses (or, equivalentli): the mass and the age of thalark-shaded histogram: the number of clusters that fulfigl t
cluster are fixed, and the dispersion in the luminositiesas p constraint is even lower, and they are redder than the predic
duced by the random flierences in the stellar mass spectruntions of SSP models.

(observational point of view)
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10% Monte Carlo simulations [ Two main conclusions can be drawn from these results.

Salpeter, 2-120 Mo First, the shape of the color distribution of a luminositpited

Zj;:éfcg‘o W sample of clusters may be used to constrain the underlying
T cluster mass distribution, if other cluster parametershsas
age and metallicity, are known. To this respect note the par-
ticular shape emerging from an extrapolation of our exam-
ple to more mass values is just a consequence of having as-
sumed a particular mass distribution law: in an observed sam
ple, the shape may in principle beffgirent. Second, these re-
1 sults also show that the LLL is an useful (probably, too con-
servative) criterion to detect the clusters with severepdiang
effects. Indeed, in our examples the color of the subsets with
Ldus > | L is different from that of the complete set, indicat-
ing that the sample $iers from samplingféects: had the mean
mass of the clusters in the sample beefliciently larger, no
clusters would have been excluded by the luminosity cateri
Note also that the fact that the application of the luminosit
Fig. 5. Probability density distribution fov — K obtained from cutoff changes the mean color of the sample impliesdHahe
10* Monte Carlo simulations of 5.5 Myr, with 2Gtars in the clusters of the sample fier from incomplete sampling, and not
mass range 2—-120Mwhich corresponds td1=2x10* in the only those that are excluded: that is, having a luminosityda
mass range 0.094-1204y1 TheV — K distribution for difer- than the LLL is a condition necessary but noffient for the
ent cutdts in Lk is shown by diferent shadings (see text). Thaneaningful application of synthesis models; Equivaleritig
distribution for clusters with TstarsLx > L is also shown. LLL criterion detects some, but not all, of the clusters vgitior
statistics.

) To conclude this section, a note of caution about the deter-
So fa,r for clusters V‘,”th (roughly) the same mass. N_OW’ I&tination of the mass distribution law by Zhang & [Fall (1999):
us consider the behavior of simulated clusters withiedent hese authors derived their law by considering only clsster
masses. To this aim, we will assume in the following th;"t tRGith My brighter than -9 to avoid contamination of the sample
distribution of cluster masses follows the 13M) o« M™, "y individual stars, hence applying a selection criteriuat is

as proposed by Zhang & Fall (1999). Whether this mass digiyre or less the observational counterpart of the LLL method
tribution correctly represents real clusters does not€onas o wever theM™™ we obtain here for the age range they con-
for the moment: for the sake of the argument, it is enough {gyq, (2_é< t <V6_3 Myr) lies between -10 mag and -9 mag:

assume just any law. In fact, at the end of this section we Willerefore, their analysis could possibly kigeated by the sam-
mention a possible caveat of this particular law, which mlgla"ng effects and the bias we are discussing.

possibly imply a bias in the method used to derive this law. We
have performed YOMonte Carlo simulations of clusters with
107 stars (M = 2 x 10° M), which have a mean mass roughly.1. The distribution of Globular Clusters
1/10 that of the simulated clusters discussed up to now. Given
the mass distribution law assumed, we have multiplied each & clear example of a skewed distribution is given by the sam-
by 100, to reproduce the expected number of clusters wish tle_of Globular Clusters (GCs) by (Gebbhardt & Kissler-Patig
mass compared with clusters with mass ten times larger.  11999), a fact suggesting that the properties of these abject
The dotted histogram in FiguE& 5 shows the distribution &fight be dfected by samplingféects. This statement might
those of such clusters that also fulfill the conditlgff® > Li--.  seéem surprising, for GCs are the paradigm of well-populated
Note that the histogram peaks around— K)dus = 4.2 j.e. objects; stars in GCs occupy the most populated part of the
these clusters have extremely red colors; these behawonis IMF, so one would naively conclude that they cannot be pos-
sistent with the interpretation of being affext of sampling, Sibly affected by samplingfects. However, the importance of
which in clusters of 1®stars is much more severe than in clussiampling &ects does not only depend on the absolute number
ters of 16 stars. of stars in a given mass range, but also on the evolutionaey ti
This argument can be repeated for cluster samples of Wle _considered: indeed, glqbular clusters also contaghto
mass value. If we extrapolate the result to a continuous cl@ars in low-populated evolutionary phases, such as the RGB
ter mass distribution, we readily realize that the resgltiis- and AGB phases. Hence samplinfieets may also show up at
togram will have a cut in the blue (smalV — K values), ©ld ages.
and a long tail in the red (larg¥ — K values): i.e., it will Let us illustrate the problem by the application of the LLL
be positively skewed, contrarily to the histogram of a completeo GCs in NGC 5128, Rejkuba (2001) presents detailed pho-
(non-luminosity limited) sample of clusters with a fixed mastometry of GCs in NGC 5128. We have used the result from
Generalizing to dierent colors, the observed distribution ofhis author because her plots can be easily reproducedhveth t
colors in a luminosity-limited sample will be skewed towardata and the indications given in the paper. She compares the
the band with the lowest/ssP value. position of the GCs in color-color diagrams with the resolts

1000

4
L <"4’L>[o,0947120 Mo] = 2x10" Mo
| Ny=R5; N =5.5
[0’ stors
L 3 . LLL
107 stars; L > Ly
103 stars; LK > 2 x LLKLL

N(V=K)

_ 3
<M>10.094-120 Mo] = RX10” Mo
L

L[ 107 starsi L > L
(x 100)

500

ME® = 1.5%10* Mo

(V=K)
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2.5

NGC 5128 The figure shows several interesting results. First ofladl, t
o Lo> 30 x L . cluster sample tends to have- K colors redder than the pre-
L8 1oL L0 .. 1 dictions of SSP models, as is expected from a luminosity lim-
SR " ited survey. Second, there is a statistical trend of thetjposin
.—%— . the plane with theé.x value: (i) The first bin of clusters, the one
of 2 M L with L8Us/LELE < 5, contains five of the 23 clusters plotted, and
o et one of them is the cluster that disagree the most with the SSP
I - results. (ii) Of the twelve clusters withGUS/LE € [5,10],
_ e ] five disagree with the results of synthesis models. (iii) FEhe
- 5‘:% % are four clusters with.8u/LEME € [10,30], and only one of
g:%:i%ﬁ them falls far from the results of SSP models. (iv) The two
0 —E— 1 clusters withLgus/LE'E > 30 are reproduced reasonably well
by SSP models. In summary, clusters with lowgrtend to de-
viate more from SSP models than luminous clusters, as can be
ol T a1 expected when samplingtects are present.

(V=K)q
Fig.6. Color-color diagram for Globular Clusters in NGC>- Caveats about self-consistency and limitations

1528. Crosses correspond to clusters WA/ Lt > 30 (= | the present work we have established a luminosity limit,
1 Gyr); triangles tdg"*/Ly*" € [10,30]; stars toLg"/Li™" € he LLL, for the application of synthesis models to observed
[5,10]; and squares thg"*/Li™" < 5. Small asterisks corre- cjysters. The definition we chose for the LLL might raise ob-
sponds to Worthey (1994) models for all the ages and metalligctions, in at least two ffierent ways. First, the LLL is im-
ities quoted by the author. plicitly defined by the isochrones and the atmosphere liesar
assumed in the code; a natural doubt is therefore whether as-
suming diferent input libraries in the code would change our
results. Second, there are evolutionary phases that are cha
acterized by extremely high luminosities and short lifetm
According to our definition, it is these phases that deteemin
the value of the LLL, at the ages they occur; neverthelesy, th
have a very small probability of being observed in real drsst
Rerefore we face the apparent oddity of setting a limit much

synthesis models, and notices that the clusters lie sligithe
right and below the model lines in thée-K vs.U -V plane. She
mentions two possible explanations: (i) dédience between
observations and SSP models, particularly significabt Vv,
which has been hypothesizedlby Barmy & Huchra (2000) a
consequence of problems in the atmosphere libraries used -
synthesis models (see also Buser & Kurucz 1978); (ii) an-addi re restrictive than necessary.

. . . This section is devoted to clarify these points and to con-
tional offset may arise from the erence between the Bessel{/.knce the reader that our definition of the LLL is operatidyal

and the Johnsdd-band transmission curves. These facts migh . : .
. od and, to a satisfactory extent, physically based. We wil
explain the @isets between SSP models and the mean COIOraci:o discuss its residual degree of arbitrariness, anditiie |
the observations, but they do not explain neither the oleser 9 '

dispersion nor the shape of the distribution. Let us now;stuaat!on$ 't. implies. Finally, we W|Il_al_s_o explain why,_ by wire
. . . . of its limited reach, the exact definition of the LLL is not yer
these discrepancies when the LLL is taken into account.

. 2 ~ crucial in practice.
Following [Rejkuba [(2001), we have assumed a distance

modulus of 27.8 and we have corrected for extinction the ob-

served photometric bands with a meB(B - V) = 0.1 us- 5.1. Dependence on input isochrones and model
ing Ay = 440,Ay = 3.1, Ax = 0.38, according to the val- atmospheres

ues quoted in the ADPS projett (Moro & Munhari 2080)\We
have grouped the GCs according to thla-ﬂ*JS luminosities:
Lous/LEE < 5, Ldus/LELE € [5,10], L9US/LE € [10,30], and

A possible objection to our definition of the LLL is that

it depends on the input libraries (isochrones and atmo-
Kus 1KLL LL sphere models) assumed by the synthesis code, suggesting
L™/ L > 30. We have used thig " value at 1 Gyr, that that it is not physically grounded. For example, the LLL can

corresponds t(MEi” = —8.5 mag. The resulting color-color ; : .
diagram is shown in Fig16. The results of SSP models frobe lowered if some stages of stellar evolution are not in-
) Iﬁ?uded in the computations of the synthesis code, as is of-

” :
Worthe_y (199¢) have e_llso been pl_otted for comparison. Not(ieen the case for the Asymptotic Giant Branch (AGB) phase,
that a rigorous comparison should include the confideneg-int

vals for the results of SSP models; however, this would mqu‘[NhiCh Is neglected, e.g., in starburst-oriented codes stich
3 ) v s - @ { m 2
knowledge of the correlation cfiecients between the fierent he code by Cervifio & Mas-Hesse (1994) BURSTOS?

luminosities, which, unfortunately, have only been eviida (Leitherer et all 1999). Obviously, the results of evolntoy

for the case of young stellar populations (5ee Cetno Eoofynthesis models become intrinsically incomplete at thesag
Cervifio et all 2002b) where the evolutionary stages neglected are relevangiogbe

of the AGB phase, ages older than 50 Myr. Therefore, under

11 Available athttp://ulisse.pd.astro.it/Astro/ADPS/| 12 Available alhttp: //www.stsci.edu/science/starburst99/.
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these circumstances the concept of LLL cannot be appligd, tion). Unfortunately, such criterion depends on the mass re
because itis ill-defined, but rather because the code simatld olution - the number of points - of the isochrone, which imtur
be used in the first place. depends on the individual, idiosyncratic interpolatiorlggo-
Furthermore, the agreement shown in Fig. 4 betwe®RY of each code. Therefore, such definition would yield pro-
the trend of our predictions foM™" and the Mg, values foundly different results for dierent codes, even if the same
by various authors, which have been obtained witfiedent Set of isochrones and atmosphere libraries were adoptiéld. St
isochrones and atmosphere libraries, suggests that the [@nother definition could rely on thenergyemitted by a star
value does not substantially depend on the input librarses &uring a particular phase, rather than its luminosity, ikeorto
sumed - provided they include the same evolutionary staga¥0id the problem that arises with very luminous but shet st
This conclusion should not surprise too much, since thetesdar phases. However, it can be seen that in this case the limit
of different theoretical models in the fields of stellar evolutio#epends on how evolutionary phases are defined. For example,
and atmosphere mode”ng are Substantia”y Converging_lﬂtmtwo possible alternatives would be either (I) “standarddlav
be noted, however, that it should not be of great concern eviary phases (e.g., Wolf-Rayet, RSG, AGB stars, and sp on)
if this were not the case, since at the LLL level one must onf (ii) the interval around each point on the isochrone.  ei
worry about self-consistency, i.e. thatthe LLL is takemnfrthe ther case, the numerical result would depend on the adopted
same input libraries that enter the synthesis code; thejiedg definition of evolutionary phase, hence on an arbitrary ehoi
on the input data quality has already been made with the ehoic As a final remark, it should be emphasized that neither the
of the synthesis code. Stated otherwise, the choice of Asynt-LL nor M™" define the statistics and the confidence levels
sis model is logically prior to the computation of the LLL can Of synthesis models, which are defined, for example, by\the

it already implies trusting the input data the model is based formalism. In this sense, the LLL is just a two-state switeétt
indicates whether in each given case a statistical apprisach

mandatory; if it is not, it is still possible that samplinffects
5.2. Dependence on short, very luminous evolutionary  do play a role. In epidemiological terms, the LLL criteria i
phases extremely specific, but not very sensitive: it does not galed
o positives (“good” clusters with rich statistics misundeosl for
Some readers may have nqted tha‘g our Qeflr_n.Uon does W94d” clusters with poor statistics), but it might give mdaise
involve stellar lifetimes, but just their luminosities. Sua o 4atives (“bad” clusters with poor statistics not ideetji As
definition might seem too restrlctlv_e in those evolqtlonarguch’ it gives a much more basic information thnhence it
phases characterized by very Iu_mlnous but shor_t-hved 9810t too worrisome whether its definition has a certain degr
JeCt,S: Supernovae (SNe), luminosity peaks of.Lummous Bl arbitrariness. Ideally, the predictions performed by syn-
Variable stars, and recurrent He-shell flashes in TP-AGB Sta osis code should be accompanied by a statistical anatfsis

are cases in point. Due to their short duration, the protigbll o o stem under study, bypassing the need to resort toecoars
observing such phases in real clusters is vanishingly sanadl indicators like the LLL

they do not usually contribute to the observed luminositesg
from a theoretical standpoint these phases provide the-maxi
mum luminosity: hence they determine the LLL value at the&. Summary and conclusions

corresponding ages. Therefore, it may seem that our defnmtc}n this paper, we have drawn the attention to a basic comditio

hat must be fulfilled in order to interpret observed stetlais-
ters by means of synthesis models:

is at risk of giving too much weight to luminous, short-live
evolutionary phases; if this were the case, the definitionldio
be too restrictive, and it would mistakenly ban the appiarat
of synthesis models to cases where they would otherwise b
applicable. Although correct in principle, this conclusidoes
not hold in practice, as we will make clear in the following.

First, very short evolutionary phases are not usually in-
cluded in isochrones, due to the same reason for which they |n particular, the luminosity of the most luminous star in-
should not determine the LLL: they are not expected to Rfuded in the model defines a Lowest Luminosity Limit below
observed. Of course, this argument would no longer be valighich a cluster sfiiers from severe samplingfects, and it can-
should these rapid phases be included in isochrones: bigt us@t be modeled by an analytical synthesis code. We have em-
of synthesis models should always take the elementarywautbhasized that, although our method does not recocaiize
of documenting themselves about the properties, assunspti|usters &ected by samplingféects, by virtue of its simplic-
and limitations of the models they use. ity it can be used to separate out the most critical cases from
Second, it is not easy finding cufcriteria alternative to large surveys without the need to perform a sophisticated an
the LLL and equally easy to apply, to discriminate systentl witime-consuming statistical analysis. Transient eventstrbe
poor statistics from systems with good or unknown stasisticconsidered in the LLL only if they are included in the resolts
An alternative definition could be based, for example, on tI8SP computations; if they are not included, the definiticimef
comparison of the cluster luminosity with ttsam of the lu- LLL is fully meaningful, under the assumption that such @gen
minosities of all the individual stars included in the isomfie are not present in the observations. Although this asswompti
(rather than the most luminous one alone, as in our definight seem, at first glance, a very restrictive one, it dods no

She total Tumi nosity of the cluster modeled must be larger
than the individual contribution of any of the starsincluded in
the model.
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in fact limit the application of synthesis models, since B8P age properties of stellar systems, but they need to be uptiate
results themselves are also only valid under the same assukgep pace with the new observational data.
tion.
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Fig. 1. LLL in magnitudes for the bolometric luminosity andi@irent bands, as a function of the age for threBedent metal-
licities: top panelZ=0.019 (solar); middle panei=0.008; and bottom panek=0.004. Left panels correspond to isochrones
with a simplified TP-AGB evolution, and right panels to isoates with a detailed TP-AGB evolution. Thetfdrent lines corre-
spond to the following: bold solid line: bolometric magri®y solid line with triangles; dashed lineB; dot-dashed line with
triangles.V; dotted line:R; dash-dot-dot-dotted liné; solid line: J; dashed line with triangles$i; and dot-dashed liné.
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Fig.2. LLL in magnitudes for the bolometric luminosity andfidirent bands, as a function of the age Z&10.001 (top left),
Z=0.0004 (top right)Z=0.0001 (middle left) an@=0 (middle right). Symbols like in Fidgl1. The bottom panel quares the

LLL for V andK for Z=0.019 andZz=0.0001.
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Fig. 3. M™" for the bolometric luminosity and fierent bands, as a function of the age and the metallicity®ysras in Fig[IL.
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