
ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

12
20

9v
2 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.S

R
] 

 3
1 

Ja
n 

20
22

Astronomy & Astrophysics manuscript no. gezer ©ESO 2022
February 1, 2022

Early recognition of Microlensing Events from Archival Photometry

with Machine Learning Methods
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ABSTRACT

Context. Gravitational microlensing method is a powerful method to detect isolated black holes in the Milky Way. During a mi-
crolensing event brightness of the source increases and this feature is used by many photometric surveys to alert on potential events.
A typical microlensing event shows a characteristic light curve, however, some outbursting variable stars may show similar light
curves to microlensing events especially when the cadence of observations is not dense enough. Early recognition of the contaminants
among the alerts from Gaia and the Vera Rubin Observatory/LSST in the future will be necessary to efficiently distribute the follow-up
resources.
Aims. Our aim is to device a method for distinguishing candidates for microlensing events from any other types of alerts using solely
their archival photometric multi-wavelength data. We test our method on microlensing events reported by Gaia Science Alerts which
were studied spectroscopically and photometrically. The most common contaminants in the microlensing event search are Classical
Be-type stars, Young Stellar Objects and Asymptotic Giant Branch stars such as Miras, or Long Period Variables.
Methods. We build a training set using thousands of examples for the main classes of alerting stars combining optical to mid-infrared
magnitudes from Gaia, 2MASS and AllWISE catalogues. Microlensing candidates are mostly faint transients, hence, all candidates
do not have complete photometry, while some of them have missing data. We split the training sample into three in order to separate
complete multi-wavelength coverage from those with missing data. We used supervised machine learning techniques to build models
for classification of alerts.
Results. We verified the classifiers on 120 sources classified previously with either spectroscopy or full light curve modelling. With
the use of only archival information at 90% probability threshold we correctly identified one-third of the microlensing events. We
also run our classifier on positions of 368 Gaia alerts which were flagged as potential candidates for microlensing events during
the operation of Gaia Science Alerts. At the 90% probability threshold we classified 38 microlensing events and 29 other types of
variables, i.e. 18% of candidates would not require the spectroscopic classification follow-up. Our versatile method can prove useful
in the forthcoming era of a large influx of similar alerts from Vera Rubin Observatory/LSST.
Conclusions. The machine learning supported method we developed can be universally used for current and future alerting surveys
in order to quickly assess the classification of galactic transients and help decide on further follow-up observations.

Key words. Gravitational lensing: micro – Stars: variables: general – Methods: miscellaneous – Catalogs

1. Introduction

The gravitational microlensing method has been used since the
1990s to detect potential lensing by compact dark matter ob-
jects (Paczynski 1986). This idea was followed by many large-
scale surveys dedicated to microlensing: MACHO (Alcock et al.
2000), (Alcock et al. 1993), OGLE (Udalski et al. 1992), EROS
(Aubourg et al. 1993), MOA (Abe et al. 1997) and most recently
by KMTNet (Kim et al. 2016). These surveys monitor millions
of stars in the direction of the Galactic Bulge, Disk and the Mag-
ellanic Clouds, where the stellar density is the highest, hence
chance-alignment of the source, lens and the observer is the most
common. The microlensing event caused by such alignment in
case of a single lens results in the appearance of two images
of the source, but for typical distances and masses in the Milky
Way, their separation is below the resolving power of most in-
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struments and a characteristic increase in brightness of a distant
source star is detected.

Microlensing event candidates are also being reported by the
Gaia Science Alerts system (GSA1) of the Gaia space mission
(Wyrzykowski et al. 2012; Hodgkin et al. 2021). Gaia is an as-
trometric, photometric and spectroscopic survey of the European
Space Agency (ESA) launched on December 19, 2013 and it is
expected to operate until 2023 or longer. Gaia is designed to
measure the positions, distances and motions of about 1 billion
astronomical objects, mainly stars, from all over the sky down to
G ≈ 20.7 mag (broad-band Gaia band).

Gaia scans the sky and repeatedly observes sources. It is ex-
pected to see each source on average 70 times during its nomi-
nal lifetime of 5 years. Hence, when the brightness of a source
rises or falls significantly, it will be visible in the Gaia data
and an alert will be reported publicly (Wyrzykowski et al. 2012;
Hodgkin et al. 2021). The alerting system is designed to detect

1 http://gsaweb.ast.cam.ac.uk/alerts/home

Article number, page 1 of 21

http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.12209v2


A&A proofs: manuscript no. gezer

the appearance of new objects, such as supernovae, as well as un-
expected changes in brightness, e.g. cataclysmic variables or mi-
crolensing events. The system runs on a daily basis at the Insti-
tute of Astronomy in Cambridge (part of the Gaia Data Process-
ing and Analysis Consortium, DPAC) and analyses Gaia data
typically collected by the spacecraft 1-2 days before. More than
18000 alerts have been published by the GSA system so far. 368
of them were labelled as possible microlensing events by the
alerting team. For 120 of them, we carried out follow-up obser-
vations, including spectacular Gaia16aye (Wyrzykowski et al.
2020b) and Gaia19bld (Rybicki et al. 2019), for which we de-
termined the masses of lenses. The events are being discovered
over the entire Galactic Plane, including the Bulge as well as the
Northern and Southern Galactic Plane.

The densest stellar regions on the sky where microlensing is
typically most common are also rich with other types of objects
varying in brightness. Those include in particular Young Stel-
lar Objects (YSOs), classical Be-type stars (CBe), Cataclysmic
Variables (CVs) and evolved stars on the Asymptotic Giant
Branch (AGB). If the photometric observing cadence of a sur-
vey is sparse (∼weeks, months), these could potentially mimic
microlensing events, especially at the rising phase of the event.

The pioneering work on the early recognition of can-
didates for microlensing events among millions of variable
stars was done by the OGLE’s Early Warning System (EWS)
(Udalski et al. 1994). The system uses the historical photometric
measurements of the light curve and was sensitive to continu-
ous deviation from otherwise flat baseline. In its fourth phase,
OGLE-IV has been reporting nearly 2000 events through its
EWS every year (Udalski et al. 2015). However, especially in
the early days of the OGLE, when the cadence of observations
was sparser than a couple of days, a small fraction of the EWS-
reported events turned out to be cataclysmic variables, mostly
dwarf novae (Skowron et al. 2009).

There were also other attempts to identify single-lens
microlensing events based on their light curve parameters.
Wyrzykowski et al. (2015) calculated several features of ∼
50 000 light curves from OGLE-III data and used these fea-
tures in the Random Forest classifier to identify microlensing
events. Chu et al. (2019) extracted features for each light curve
from the United Kingdom Infrared Telescope (UKIRT) sur-
vey (Warren et al. 2007) and used again Random Forest clas-
sifier to identify microlensing events. Another Random For-
est classification to detect microlensing events has been intro-
duced by Godines et al. (2020). Instead of using archival data,
Godines et al. (2020) built simulated light curves for constant
stars like RR Lyrae, Cepheid variables, Cataclysmic variable
stars, and microlensing events, and they used these simulations
as the training set. They again calculated the most useful light
curve features to use in the Random Forest classifier. Recently,
Mroz (2020) classified single and binary-lens events using Neu-
ral Network algorithm based on the most useful light curve pa-
rameters from OGLE-III and OGLE-IV data and show that the
classifiers very well perform also in the data from the Zwicky
Transient Facility (ZTF) (Masci et al. 2019). More comprehen-
sive classification tool The Automatic Learning for the Rapid
Classification of Events (ALeRCE) Alert Broker developed by
The ALeRCE Collaboration (Förster et al. 2021). It already be-
gan operating real–time classification of the ZTF alert stream
in early 2019. The ALeRCE classification is not only for de-
tecting microlensing events, it is developed for three broad cat-
egories of objects: transients, variable stars and active galactic
nuclei (AGN). The machine learning classification tool provides
two different classifiers: a stamp–based classifier, designed for

rapid classification, and a light–curve–based classifier, which
uses the multi–band flux evolution to achieve a more accurate
classification2. Except for its stamp-based rapid classification,
the ALeRCE classifier is based on the light curve evolution. Sim-
ilarly, the machine-learning based method to identify microlens-
ing events in the VVV data (Husseiniova et al. 2021) reached
97% accuracy by using synthetic light curves as a training.

All of the methods described above are capable of iden-
tifying microlensing events successfully based on the shape
of their light curves. However, many current and future large
surveys (e.g. Gaia, LSST) will not be able to provide dense
enough light curves to robustly distinguish microlensing from
other types of variables. Such surveys have to rely on the high-
cadence follow-up observations carried out with ground-based
telescopes in order to fully characterise the microlensing system,
e.g. (Udalski et al. 2018a,b; Wyrzykowski et al. 2020a). There-
fore, early identification of the transients is important to effi-
ciently distribute the follow-up observations.

Another way to recognize microlensing events and distin-
guish from other types of outbursts is spectroscopy. Typically,
flux increase in CBe stars, YSOs, and some cases of AGB stars
is accompanied by emission in one or more Balmer lines, while
in case of a typical microlensed source we expect a normal stel-
lar spectrum. Even low resolution spectra can be useful in suc-
cessful recognition of major types of outbursting variable stars.
However, carrying such observations is costly and is typically
limited to the brightest of the events. Moreover, in case of mi-
crolensing events in order to derive the distance of the lens, one
of the necessary elements is the distance of the source. Unfor-
tunately, Gaia parallaxes are not reliable in such cases because
of crowding and presence of the blending light from unrelated
sources. In most cases one has to derive the source distance from
the high-resolution spectra obtained at two different magnifica-
tions, the one at the peak of the event and another at the baseline
(see e.g. Fukui et al. (2019), Bachelet & Street (2021)). There-
fore, early recognition of microlensing events is important for
managing and planning follow-up high-resolution spectroscopic
observations (e.g. Bensby et al. 2013; Santerne et al. 2016) as
well as other observations needed for disentangling the nature
of the lens (e.g. Dong et al. 2019; Cassan et al. 2021).

In this work, we present a method for identifying microlens-
ing events without spectra and completely independent from the
light curve of the events. We explore the possibility of using the
archival multi-band photometric data for candidate microlensing
events reported by Gaia for early identification of their nature
to rule out any possible contaminants in order to avoid unneces-
sary detailed follow-up. In our approach, we rely solely on data
collected by archival surveys prior to the events.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we present the
types of alerts that we have encountered so far in the microlens-
ing search and we briefly describe contaminants, types of intrin-
sic variable stars. In Section 3 we describe the catalogues that
we used in our study. The initial training sample with the known
objects collected from the literature and the machine learning
models are given in section 4. We present the results of the ap-
plication of the classifier and its results in Section 5 and discuss
them in 7. Conclusions are presented in Section 8.

2 see https://alerce.science
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2. Types of alerts and their properties

The Galactic Plane is where most of the stars of our Galaxy re-
side. The Galactic Disk (|l| >∼ 20| deg) is mostly a young envi-
ronment, rich in gas and new stars, while the Bulge (|l| <∼ 20|
deg) contains mostly old stars. There is the whole zoo of pos-
sible intrinsically variable stars, which can mimic microlensing
events. We consider variables, which typically remain in a qui-
escent state for a significantly long period of time (years) before
changing its brightness to a higher state. In principle, every star,
even variable, can get microlensed (Wyrzykowski et al. 2006),
however, while the microlensing rate is of the order of one in ten
million (Mroz 2020) and variables constitute no more than few
% of all stars, here we ignore such rare cases.

In this work we investigate objects of stellar type, which in-
crease their brightness. We only consider anomalous behaviour
of those stars, i.e. they change the state from a non-variable (flat
to within the error-bars) to a brighter state, typically in a smooth
way, i.e. within days. Such stars when monitored for a long time
by photometric surveys can produce alerts on the anomalous
change. Below we discuss the types of alerts we consider when
searching for microlensing events.

2.1. Microlensing events

As derived in Paczynski et al. (1996), the microlensing event
light curve is resulting from a temporal amplification of the light
of a distant star. The amplification in the simplest case of a single
lens and no other effects follows the formula:

A(t) =
u(t)2 + 2

u(t)
√

u(t)2 + 4
u(t) =

√

u2
0 + τ(t)

2 τ(t) =
t − t0

tE

(1)

where tE is the event’s timescale (dictated by the relative
proper motion of the lens and the source and the Einstein radius,
which depends on the mass and lens and source distances), u0 is
the minimum angular separation in units of the Einstein radius
between the lens and the source at the moment of time t0.

Typical microlensing light curve shape is therefore symmet-
ric and in case of a single lens it has a smooth rise and decline.
The total amplification and the moment of the maximum bright-
ness can be completely arbitrary (e.g., Wyrzykowski et al. 2015),
but the duration of the event is related to the physical parameters
such as mass of the lens, its velocity and distance. Typically, the
more massive the lens, the longer the event, therefore while aim-
ing at discovery of lensing black holes one has to look for the
longest events, often lasting years (e.g., Mao & Paczyński 2002;
Bennett et al. 2002; Poindexter et al. 2005; Wyrzykowski et al.
2016).

In Fig. 1, the light curve of Gaia18bmt event with Gaia
data and the microlensing light curve model are presented.
Gaia18bmt is a bright microlensing event which was discovered
and alerted by GSA (Wyrzykowski et al. 2012; Hodgkin et al.
2021). We carried out photometric and spectroscopic follow-
up observations for Gaia18bmt after it was alerted. The spec-
tral analysis shows that the source star is a red giant star
(Wyrzykowski et al. 2018).

In several microlensing events, the nature of the source star
has been revealed based on the spectra obtained during the am-
plification, where the contrast between the source and poten-
tial blending light from the lens is higher. Some famous ex-
amples are Gaia16aye (Wyrzykowski et al. 2020a) as K5-type
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Fig. 1. Gaia data for Gaia18bmt. Vertical dashed line indicates the time
of the alert and the solid line is the simple non-blended microlensing
model for Gaia data up to that moment of time. The Gaia data after the
alert are shown on the right from the vertical line.

giant source, and Gaia19bld (Rybicki et al. 2019), where the
source was found to be a red giant. Our spectroscopic analy-
sis to date have revealed that the most common type source stars
in microlensing events are Red Giants due to their high intrin-
sic brightness and high occurrence frequency especially in the
Bulge region. The Red Giants refer to the Red Giant Branch
(RGB) stars and Red Clump (RC) giants. RC stars are simi-
lar to main-sequence stars that evolved into red giants and are
now supported by helium fusion in their cores (Girardi 2016;
Hawkins et al. 2018). RGBs and RC giants are not generally
considered to be outbursting variable stars (Jorissen et al. 1997;
Adelman 2001; Kiss & Lah 2006; Percy et al. 2009).

Another type for sources in microlensing events are naturally
the main-sequence stars (MS) of late types, the most common
type of stars in the Milky Way. However, in case of microlensing,
such stars can act as possible sources primarily in case of events
on nearby sources, due to their low absolute brightness.

2.2. Classical Be stars

Classical Be stars are rapidly rotating non-supergiant B-type
stars whose spectrum has or had at some time, one or more
Balmer lines in emission (Collins 1987). The emission is at-
tributed to a gaseous circumstellar disk in Keplerian motion. The
physical mechanism behind the mass transfer from stellar sur-
face to the disk is not completely clear yet, however, it is thought
that combination of rapid stellar rotation and non-radial pulsa-
tions (NRP) play an important role in the mass transfer mech-
anism (Grundstrom et al. 2011; Rivinius et al. 2013). CBe stars
generally show variability both in their brightness and their spec-
tral features in a wide range of timescales from hours to decades.
Observed variability in different time scales are attributed to dif-
ferent physical processes. The different physical processes in
CBe stars and their disks arise as different observational fea-
tures in photometric, spectroscopic and polarimetric observa-
tions. Typically, short-term photometric variations from hours to
days are attributed to stellar NRP, while intermediate-term vari-
ations from days to months are associated with outbursts and
quasi-periodic oscillations. Recently, Labadie-Bartz et al. (2017)

Article number, page 3 of 21
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Fig. 2. Gaia data for Gaia19drp, an example of Classical Be-type star
(CBe). Vertical dashed line indicates the time of the alert and the solid
line is the simple non-blended microlensing model for Gaia data up to
that moment of time. The Gaia data after the alert are shown on the
right from the vertical line.

studied photometric variability of Galactic Be star population in
different timescales with the combination of the Kilodegree Ex-
tremely Little Telescope (KELT) (Pepper et al. 2012) transient
survey and the Be Star Spectra (BeSS) Database (Neiner et al.
2011). CBe star outbursts show a sharp departure from the base-
line and followed by a gradual return towards the baseline in
their light curve, which is very similar to microlensing event
light curves at the rising phase. Typical timescale of an outbursts
changes from days to months. This is also typical for short mi-
crolensing events.

The light curve of a CBe star Gaia19drp with Gaia data and
the microlensing light curve model are shown in Fig 2. CBe stars
outbursts can mimic microlensing light curves, especially in the
rising phase. Spectroscopic and photometric follow-up observa-
tions were initiated just after its alerting. Its spectral analysis
revealed that Gaia19drp shows strong emission in Hα line and
it was classified as CBe star (Zielinski et al. 2020a; Gezer et al.
2021).

2.3. Young Stellar Objects

Star formation occurs in or near molecular clouds in the interstel-
lar medium, when the rotating, magnetic molecular cloud starts
to collapse under its gravitation. Despite this simple description,
star formation is still one of the hot topics in astronomy.

Typically, very young embedded sources are visible only
from the near−infrared (NIR) to mm wavelengths, they are clas-
sified as class 0 and class I type YSOs. They are protostars
deeply embedded in a cold, dusty envelope (Andre et al. 1993;
Andre & Montmerle 1994). Therefore, the source is extremely
faint in the optical and NIR, but bright in the far-IR, which can
be traced only by Multiband Imaging Photometer for the Spitzer
Space Telescope (MIPS) working at 24 µm, Herschel observa-
tions and sub-millimetre observations.

Relatively older (>Myr), revealed sources are visible at opti-
cal to NIR, classified as class II and class III objects. Depending
on their stellar masses and evolutionary stages, they show dif-
ferent characteristics. Class II objects have circumstellar disks

Fig. 3. Gaia data for Gaia18dvy, an example of a Young Stellar Ob-
ject (YSO) (Szegedi-Elek et al. 2020). Vertical dashed line indicates the
time of the alert and the solid line is the simple non-blended microlens-
ing model for Gaia data up to that moment of time. The Gaia data after
the alert are shown on the right from the vertical line.

Fig. 4. Gaia data for Gaia18cnz, an example of an evolved star (AGB).
Vertical dashed line indicates the time of the alert and the solid line is
the simple non-blended microlensing model for Gaia data up to that
moment of time. The Gaia data after the alert are shown on the right
from the vertical line.

and correspond roughly to classical T Tauri stars, while Class
III stars have lost their disks and correspond approximately to
weak-line T Tauri stars. An intermediate stage where disks can
only be detected at longer wavelengths (Spitzer/MIPS at 24 µm)
are known as transition-disk (TD) objects.

Within the optically visible YSOs, FU Orionis (FUors) and
EX Lup (EXors) type young eruptive subclass may show a sim-
ilar light curve to microlensing light curve (see Fig. 3). Such
eruptive YSOs can roughly be grouped under the Class II YSOs
(Scholz et al. 2013).

Gaia18dvy is an example of eruptive FUors star which was
considered as a microlensing event candidate at the time of the
alert. The light curve of Gaia18dvy with the microlensing light
curve model is shown in Fig 3. When it was alerted, it was
followed-up photometrically and spectroscopically. The spectro-
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scopic studies and the detailed photometric follow-up observa-
tions revealed its YSO nature (Szegedi-Elek et al. 2020).

2.4. AGB stars

For low and intermediate mass stars, after core helium burning,
the stars undergo some rapid evolution towards a shell-burning
phase surrounding the core. This phase of stellar evolution is
called the AGB phase (Herwig 2005; Busso et al. 1999). AGB
stars are luminous, unstable, often large-amplitude variable stars
such as Miras. Most of the AGB stars are Long Period Variables
(LPV) (Habing & Olofsson 2004; Soszyński et al. 2009). AGB
stars pulsate on timescales of ∼10-1000 days. The pulsations
grow in amplitude with increasing luminosity up to amplitudes
in bolometric magnitude of ∼1 mag and periods typically of 500-
1000 days. AGB stars are generally more luminous than the bulk
of red giants. These long period variations can be detected as an
alert by the surveys.

Gaia18cnz is an example of an AGB star which mimics
a microlensing event in the rising phase. The light curve of
Gaia18cnz with the microlensing light curve model is shown
in Fig 4. The AGB nature of the source was found with spec-
troscopy Gezer et al. (2022).

3. Data

The main contaminants, the CBe stars, YSOs and AGB stars
show different degrees of infrared excess due to the ther-
mal emission from circumstellar material around them. Clas-
sification of dusty objects such as YSOs and AGB stars
have been the subject of many studies either using tradi-
tional colour-colour diagrams or recently with machine learn-
ing techniques (van der Veen & Habing 1988; Cieza et al. 2007;
Gutermuth et al. 2009; Allen et al. 2012; Megeath et al. 2012;
Tu & Wang 2013; Nikutta et al. 2014; Koenig & Leisawitz
2014; Sewiło et al. 2019; Akras et al. 2019; Szczerba et al. 2019;
Marton et al. 2019; Vioque et al. 2020).

In order to build a training sample which contains objects
from the known classes, we combined the Gaia static data
from the Early Data Release 3 (EDR3) (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2021) with two full-sky coverage IR surveys: 2MASS (The Two
Micron All Sky Survey) and WISE (The Wide-field Infrared Sur-
vey Explorer), supplemented with partial sky surveys, VISTA
and GLIMPSE, which covered the Galactic Plane.

The most recent Gaia-EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2021) was released on 3 December 2020 and is available through
the Gaia archive. It contains celestial positions and apparent
brightness in G−band for approximately over 1.8 billion sources.
In this data release the apparent brightness in the BP (330−680
nm) and RP (630−1050 nm) bands is also available for around
1.5 billion sources.

The WISE satellite was launched in December 2009 and
scanned the whole sky in the 3.4 (W1), 4.6 (W2), 12 (W3)
and 22 (W4) µm bands (Wright et al. 2010). The AllWISE
(Cutri & et al. 2014) program extends the work of the WISE
mission by combining data from different survey phases. With
enhanced sensitivity and accuracy compared with earlier WISE
data releases, the AllWISE source catalogue contains the po-
sitions, apparent motions, magnitudes, and point-spread func-
tion (PSF) profile fit information for almost 748 million objects.
The AllWISE catalogue also includes the J, H and Ks mag-
nitudes from the 2MASS point and extended source catalogues
(Skrutskie et al. 2006).

The WISE survey has full-sky coverage and it can reach
from near to mid-infrared wavelengths (3.4, 4.6, 12 and 22 µm)
which make it very important in the infrared astronomy. Unfor-
tunately, source identification methods of WISE images cause
many spurious photometric results, particularly in the W3 and
W4 bands. This problem has been investigated in many papers
(Koenig & Leisawitz 2014; Marton et al. 2016; Silverberg et al.
2018, e.g.). Before using the AllWISE catalogue to build training
samples, we carried out cleaning for spurious W3 and W4 All-
WISE photometry. It was done in the same way as described in
Marton et al. (2019). We extended the process described in that
paper to all AllWISE sources. The WISE mission was mainly
designed to study infrared-bright galaxies, brown dwarfs and
near-Earth asteroids, therefore the detection of YSOs embed-
ded in diffuse environments is many times spurious. To avoid
false classification by the W3 and W4 band photometry we
carried out an analysis based on the parameters proposed by
Koenig & Leisawitz (2014). They found that the spurious and
real detection in the W3 and W4 bands can be separated by using
the following parameters, provided by the AllWISE catalogue:

– Signal–to–noise ratio (SNR) calculated in the W3 and W4
bands

– The reduced chi-square parameter in the same bands
– The w3m, w4m parameters (the number of individual 8.8s

exposures on which a profile-fit measurement of the source
was possible)

– The w3nm and w4nm parameters (the number of individ-
ual 8.8s exposures on which this source was detected with
SNR>3)

Instead of defining a set of criteria, we used the Random For-
est method to classify the sources into two classes, real and spu-
rious, based on the same parameters listed above.

The training sample for this exercise was created by visu-
ally inspecting the WIS E W3 and W4 images at the positions
of known YSOs. We selected 500 cases where the sources were
obviously real and 500 where we could not clearly identify a
source. As a result of such classification our contamination rate
was as low as 0.02% and the purity of our real source identifica-
tion was 99.98%.

VISTA (Visible and Infrared Survey Telescope for Astron-
omy) is a 4.1 m wide-field survey telescope equipped with an
IR camera (VIRCAM) and located at ESO’s Cerro Paranal Ob-
servatory in Chile. VISTA was developed by a consortium of
universities in the United Kingdom led by Queen Mary Univer-
sity of London. It is operated by the European Southern Obser-
vatory (ESO) and it started operating in December 2009. It is
one of the most capable IR imaging survey instruments in the
world. VISTA has eight filter housings including the broadband
set Z (0.88 µm), Y (1.02 µm), J (1.25 µm), H (1.65 µm), Ks

(2.15 µm) and a narrow band filter at 1.185µm. Magnitude limits
for Z, Y, J,H,Ks are 21.3, 20.7, 20.2, 19.3, 18.2, 18.7, respec-
tively. Six large public surveys were conducted by VISTA, Ul-
traVISTA, VIKING (VISTA Kilo-Degree Infrared Galaxy Sur-
vey), VMC (VISTA Magellanic Survey), VVV (VISTA Vari-
ables in the Via Lactea), VHS (VISTA Hemisphere Survey) and
VIDEO (VISTA Deep Extragalactic Observations Survey). Each
survey covers different regions of the sky with different depths
to respond to a wide range of scientific questions. VVV sur-
vey scanning the Milky Way Bulge and an adjoining section of
the Galactic midplane, covering approximately 520 square de-
grees of the sky. The final product provides a deep IR atlas in
five pass bands Z, Y, J,H,Ks and a catalogue of more than a mil-
lion variable point sources. The VHS will image the entire ∼20
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000 square degrees of the Southern Sky, with the exception of
the areas already covered by the VIKING and VVV surveys,
in J and Ks. The resulting data will be about 4 magnitudes
deeper than 2MASS (Skrutskie et al. 2006) and DENIS (Denis
2005). In order to complete our data in J, H and Ks bands in
addition to 2MASS catalogue, we used the VISTA VHS DR4.1
(McMahon et al. 2013) and VVV DR2 (Minniti et al. 2017) cat-
alogues.

The Galactic Legacy Infrared Mid-Plane Survey Extraordi-
naire (GLIMPSE) survey is one of the Legacy Science Projects
of the Spitzer Space Telescope (SST). The GLIMPSE survey
was performed with the Infrared Array Camera (IRAC) on the
SST in between March 9 and November 1, 2004. IRAC has
four wavelength bands centred at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8 and 8.0 µm. The
GLIMPSE survey covers the inner Galactic Plane in all four
IRAC bands. IRAC 3.6 and 4.5 µm bands are approximately
the same with WISE W1 (3.4 µm) and W2 (4.6 µm) bands. We
used IRAC 3.6 and 4.5 µm brightness when they are available
for missing W1 and W2 photometry in our data.

In order to combine optical to mid-infrared magnitudes from
Gaia, 2MASS and AllWISE, we cross-matched our 368 Gaia
microlensing event candidates with Gaia EDR3 and cleaned All-
WISE catalogues within 2′′. Our aim was to use all available
magnitudes, Gaia BP, RP, G, 2MASS J, H, K, and AllWISE
W1, W2, W3 and W4. However, we found that none of the mi-
crolensing event candidates have usable W3 and W4 photome-
try. Additionaly, since microlensing candidates, in particular at
their baseline magnitudes, are often faint, hence, some of them
have missing values also in their 2MASS J, H, K and AllWISE
W1 and W2 photometric data. Despite the efforts to complete
the missing data using other surveys which provides photom-
etry similar to 2MASS J, H, K, and AllWISE W1 and W2,
only 188 of candidates have complete set of photometry in all
8 bands (BP, RP, G, J, H, K, W1 and W2). 66 objects have a 6
bands photometry set (BP, RP, G and J, H, K) and 114 objects
have data in only 3 bands (BP, RP, G). Therefore, in the further
classification process, we split our classification into three in-
dependent cases: 8-band (classification with Gaia, 2MASS and
AllWISE), 6-band (classification with Gaia and 2MASS) and 3-
band (classification only with the Gaia data) classification.

4. Machine Learning

4.1. Building Training Samples

In order to separate different classes of alerting objects and iden-
tify candidates for microlensing events, we use supervised ma-
chine learning methods. We build a training sample using known
objects belonging to each class: CBe stars, YSOs, AGBs and
microlensing events (ULENS). As discussed in section 2.1, the
source stars in microlensing events are typically RGs and MS
stars. RGs and MS stars will be referred to as ULENS in this
paper. We collected examples for each class relying primarily
on SIMBAD database 3, (Wenger et al. 2000), which provides
information about the nature of the objects with main_type and
other_type columns. We also used available catalogues from the
Vizier database 4, (Ochsenbein et al. 2000) for each class of ob-
jects.

Main-sequence stars are taken from SIMBAD database with
the object type equal to Star* and spectral type equal to OV, BV,
AV, FV, GV, KV, MV. We also used Main-sequence stars from the

3 see https://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/
4 see https://vizier.u-strasbg.fr/viz-bin/VizieR

all-sky catalogue of Kharchenko (2001). For the red giants, we
searched in the SIMBAD with the object type equal to RGB*
and s*r, respectively. We also used several red giant catalogues
of Carlberg et al. (2011); Gray et al. (2016); Gontcharov (2017)
and Mohammed et al. (2020).

CBe stars were taken from the SIMBAD with the object
type equal to Be*, we also used Be stars catalogues given by
Mathew & Subramaniam (2011) and Chojnowski et al. (2015).
For AGB stars, we used the object type AGB*, LPV* and Mi* in
SIMBAD. We also used catalogues of Huemmerich & Bernhard
(2012) and Whitelock et al. (2008). For the YSO sample, we
used several catalogues and we only took eruptive class II YSOs,
as only those could be found among alerting objects. We used
the catalogues from Cieza et al. (2007); Gutermuth et al. (2009);
Rebull et al. (2010); Allen et al. (2012) and Megeath et al.
(2012).

The final sample including each class was cross-matched
with Gaia EDR3 and cleaned AllWISE catalogues within 2′′ and
we used BP, RP, G, J, H, K, W1, W2 magnitudes with an error
less than 0.2 mag or A and B-grade data quality in AllWISE.

For each class, MS, RG, CBe, YSO and AGB, we randomly
selected 1500 examples, composing a balanced training set.

Since the brightness of an object is affected by the reddening,
we preferred to use only colours instead of observed magnitudes.
We used all colour combinations and calculated Pearson corre-
lation matrix with available feature (colour) space for each class
for three cases;

(i) Gaia, 2MASS and WISE photometry are available,
28 colours are used.

(ii) Gaia and 2MASS photometry are available,
15 colours are used.

(iii) only Gaia photometry is available,
3 colours are used.

Typically, if the correlation coefficient is higher than 0.7 be-
tween two or more features that shows presence of strong cor-
relation between those features. Highly correlated two or more
features might be providing the same information about the de-
pendent variable (which is class in our case) hence it might cause
an unreliable coefficient of the features.

We plot the Pearson correlation matrices for 5 classes (MS,
CBe, RG, AGB and YSO), when 8-band photometry hence 28
colours are available (see Figure 1 in Appendix A). We selected
the useful colours for which correlation coefficients are lower
than 0.7. We repeated that selection for 5 classes and we found
that all 28 colours work for 5 classes in total. Therefore, our main
training set contains 5 classes with 28 colours (BP−G, BP−RP,
BP− J, BP− H, BP− K, BP−W1, BP−W2, G − RP, G − J,
G−H, G−K, G−W1, G−W2, RP− J, RP−H, RP−K, RP−W1,
RP−W2, J−H, J−K, J−W1, J−W2, H−K, H−W1, H−W2,
K −W1, K −W2, W1 −W2).

We plot the correlation matrices for each class without W1
and W2 photometry (see Figure 2 in Appendix A). The correla-
tion coefficients for all the colours are higher than 0.7 for RG and
MS classes, which means none of the colours is useful to distin-
guish these two classes. Since MS and RG stars are the typical
sources in microlensing events, their mixing is not a problem
as long as we can recognise either RG or MS source. For CBe,
AGB and YSOs, there are informative colours for which cor-
relation coefficients are lower than 0.7, therefore, we still can
recognize CBe, AGB and YSOs with Gaia and 2MASS pho-
tometry. We build a second training set for objects with 6 bands
of Gaia EDR3 and 2MASS photometry (BP, RP, G, J, H, K).
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Fig. 5. Confusion matrix for the 10-fold cross-validation on the training
for the RF classifier using 8 bands (28 colours/features). The overall
accuracy of the classifier was 0.92.

We merged MS class with RG class into one class (ULENS)
and we again randomly selected 1500 examples from each class
(ULENS, CBe, YSO, AGB) composing a balanced training set.
This training sample consist of 15 columns with all colour com-
binations of 6 bands of Gaia EDR3 and 2MASS: BP − G,
BP − RP, BP − J, BP − H, BP − K, G − RP, G − J, G − H,
G − K, RP − J, RP − H, RP − K, J − H, J − K, H − K.

Pearson correlation matrices are also plotted for each class
when only Gaia photometry is available (see Figure 3 in Ap-
pendix A). The correlation coefficients between all colours are
higher than 0.7 for CBe, MS and RG classes. It means that these
colours provide the same information for these classes and we
can not distinguish them. Finally, we built a third training set
using only 3 Gaia bands (BP, RP, G) for objects with Gaia
photometry only. We merged MS, RG and CBe classes into one
class which we label as likely ULENS. On the other hand, YSO
and AGB classes are merged into another class labelled as not
ULENS. We randomly selected 1500 examples from both classes
(likely ULENS and not ULENS), composing a balanced train-
ing set. This training sample consists of three columns with the
colour combinations of 3 bands of Gaia EDR3: BP−G, BP−RP,
G − RP.

As it is seen in the correlation matrices, with the less features,
we can recognize less classes. Nevertheless, in order to save the
follow-up resources, it is still important to exclude contaminants
even if we can not directly diagnose microlensing events.

4.2. Building Classifiers

4.2.1. 8-band classification with Gaia, 2MASS and WISE

The first classifier we built was suited for objects, for which all
8 bands of photometry (BP, RP, G, J, H, K, W1 and W2) were
available in the archives. The classifier used 28 colours/features.
We have experimented with several machine learning classifier
methods, including Logistic Regression, k-Nearest Neighbours
(k-NN), The Naive Bayes, Decision Tree, the Support Vector
Machine (SVM), Neural Networks and Random Forest (RF). We
found that the RF classifier gives the highest (92%) classification
accuracy during the testing phase. In Fig.5, the confusion matrix
is shown for the RF classifier. It shows the performance of the
RF classification model on a set of test data for which the true
values are known. It visualises the accuracy of a classifier by
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Fig. 6. Feature importance of the RF classifier with all 28 features (8-
band classifier).

comparing the actual and predicted classes. The main goal was
to find the best model which gives the highest true positive value
and the lowest false negative value. The confusion matrix shows
that the RF classifier works very well for predicting true classes.

The feature importance plot for 28 features/colours built-
in the RF algorithm for distinguishing 5 classes (CBe, MS,
RG, AGB, YSO) is shown in Fig. 6. Such colours as W1-W2,
J-H, K-W2 and G-W2 emerge as the most important features
for diagnosis of these 5 classes. These colours have also been
used as diagnostic colours in several studies (Akras et al. 2019;
Koenig & Leisawitz 2014; Nikutta et al. 2014). In Fig.7, some
examples of colour-colour diagrams are plotted for the training
sample using the most useful colours. Both the feature impor-
tance plot and the colour-colour diagrams show that W1-W2
colour plays an important role for distinguishing classes.

4.2.2. 6-band classification with Gaia and 2MASS

For objects missing AllWISE photometry in the archives, but
still with 6 bands photometry (BP, RP, G, J, H, and K), we
have built the second classifier. This classifier was set to divide
objects only into 4 classes: ULENS(MS+RG), CBe, AGB and
YSO. Again, we have experimented with various classifiers, to
evaluate their performance. The RF classifier provided the high-
est accuracy (91%) during the testing phase. In Fig.8, the confu-
sion matrix is shown for the Random Forest classifier. The ma-
trix shows that again the RF classifier is successful in predicting
true classes.

4.2.3. 3-band classification with Gaia only

For targets for which there is only Gaia archival photometry
available (BP, RP, G) we have built the third classifier. It is ca-
pable only for providing a binary classification into two classes:
likely ULENS or not ULENS. The RF classifier provided the
highest accuracy (96%) during the testing phase. In Fig.9 we
show the confusion matrix for the RF model for this classifier.

Due to the limitation of the 3-band classifier, its main pur-
pose is to rule out AGB and YSO alerts and distinguish them
from potential microlensing events. However, for the objects
classified as likely ULENS one still needs at least one spectrum
to confirm their nature.
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Fig. 7. Colour-colour diagrams with sources of the training set in the 8-band RF classifier. Only with the most important colours are shown,
according to the RF importance score.
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Fig. 8. Confusion matrix for the 10-fold cross-validation on the training
for the RF classifier using 6 bands (15 colours/features). The overall
accuracy of the classifier was 0.91.

4.3. Verification Sample

We build a verification sample using information from the spec-
troscopic follow-up observations for 86 candidate events (see
Table 1, Table 2 and Table 3 in Appendix B). Since these ob-
servations were carried out typically at high magnification, we
assume the spectra predominantly show the source star in case of
genuine microlensing events. There were 39 events classified as
having RG as a source and one with MS star, hence totally there
were 40 confirmed microlensing events. Among the remaining
alerts 25 turned out to be CBe stars, 19 YSOs and 2 AGB stars.
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Fig. 9. Confusion matrix for 10 fold cross-validation of the training set
using the RF classifier with 3 colours/features. The overall accuracy is
0.96.

In addition to the spectroscopically identified sources, we
extended the verification sample with microlensing events from
Gaia Science Alerts, which could be classified as microlensing
based solely on their photometric behaviour. We used the fact
that a complete microlensing event light curve is characteristic
enough and can be distinguished from others with the microlens-
ing model. We selected alerts with dense coverage (at least 50
data points before the end of 2019), which showed their peak be-
fore the end of 2019, to assure we only deal with events reaching
their baselines again. We have added the photometric error-bars
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Fig. 10. Gaia data for Gaia17aqu. Vertical dashed line indicates the time
of the alert and the solid line is the simple non-blended microlensing
model for Gaia data up to that moment of time.

to the Gaia Alerts data using the expected scatter for Gaia data,
shown in Gaia Data Release 2 paper (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2018). Those were then fit with the standard Paczyński mi-
crolensing model with single point lens and single point source
(Paczynski et al. 1996). No blending was fit to simplify and
speed the computation. We selected those alerts, for which we
found the impact parameter u0 < 0.5 (i.e. amplitude > 1mag)
and χ2/do f < 1.2.

There were 34 alerts passing our criteria and we assumed
these are genuine microlensing events. An example light curve
of Gaia17aqu is shown in Fig.10 together with its microlensing
model.

Totally, the verification sample contained 120 sources com-
posed of 74 microlensing events, 25 CBe stars, 19 YSOs and 2
AGB stars.

5. Results

We have applied the set of classifiers to the verification sample
first and then to all candidates for microlensing events from Gaia
Science Alerts.

5.1. 8-band photometric classification vs verification sample

75 objects from the verification sample which had a complete
set of colours available in the archives were classified with the
8-band classifier (see Table 1 in Appendix B). Among them, 33
of them were microlensing events, 24 were CBe stars, 16 were
YSO and 2 were AGB stars. We analysed our photometric clas-
sification results at each probability threshold for each class. We
have computed the true prediction rate as: (number of correct
classification) /(number of wrong classification + number of cor-
rect classification) at each probability threshold.

Figure 11 shows the true prediction rate in the verification
sample as a function of the applied probability threshold for dif-
ferent classes of objects.

We predict 11 out of 33 microlensing events correctly at the
85% probability threshold. The remaining microlensing events
were classified into other classes, but the probability for those
classes was less than 85%. Therefore, in the 8-band classifier the

85% probability threshold should be applied in order to iden-
tify microlensing events. If a lower probability is returned, the
microlensing origin of an alert can not be safely assumed and
additional observations are necessary.

3 of 24 CBe stars were classified correctly with over 95%
probability. At the 90% probability threshold, 4 CBe stars
were predicted correctly, while 2 CBe stars were classified into
the wrong classes. These two CBe stars are Gaia18atq and
Gaia20bwp. Gaia18atq is classified as AGB star with 90% prob-
ability, and Gaia20bwp classified as RG star with 94% probabil-
ity. When we look closely at these two examples, we see that
they are both highly reddened CBe type stars (Zielinski et al.
2020b; Kruszynska et al. 2018a). Regarding the photometric
classification, these two stars are good examples to show that
the reddened CBe stars are the most confusing targets when se-
lecting microlensing events based on their red colours. As seen
in Fig.11, 95% probability threshold has to be used for robust
classification of CBe stars.

We predicted 3 out of 16 YSOs correctly down to 75% prob-
ability. The rest of the YSOs were classified into other classes
with less than 75% probability. The blue line in Fig. 11 shows
that 8-band photometric classification can recognize YSOs down
to 75% probability threshold.

2 AGB stars were classified as AGB with over 90% proba-
bility. Since we do not have enough AGB stars in our verifica-
tion sample, we were not able to compute the true prediction rate
for AGB stars. However, our photometric classification predicted
two of the AGB stars correctly at 90% probability.

Fig. 11. True prediction rates with 8-band classification as a function
of the probability threshold for the verification sample. Microlensing
events are shown in red line, YSOs are shown as blue line and CBe
stars are shown as green line. and YSOs. The AGB stars are not shown
as there were only 2 examples in the Verification Sample.

5.2. 6-band photometric classification vs verification sample

19 objects from the verification sample were classified with the
6-band photometric classification (see Table 2 in Appendix B).
Among them, 15 were microlensing events, 3 objects were YSOs
and 1 object was a CBe star. We computed the true predic-
tion rate for ULENS at varying probability thresholds, shown
in Fig.12. Our 6-band photometric classification predicted 5 of
15 microlensing events correctly at the 90% probability thresh-
old. However, the true prediction rate for ULENS drops quickly
below 0.5 already at the 75% threshold. This indicates that com-
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pared to 8-band classification, the number of wrong predictions
increases after the 75% threshold.

Only 1 of 3 YSOs is predicted correctly with 90% proba-
bility. The blue line in Fig. 12 shows the true prediction rate at
each probability threshold. It is shown that the true prediction
rate drops below 0.5 already at 90% threshold. 1 CBe star is
predicted as a CBe star with 80% probability. Since there are
not enough CBe stars to analyse true prediction rate change, we
were able to make such an analysis only for ULENS and YSO
predictions (see Fig.12).

Fig. 12. True prediction rate when using 6-band classification at each
probability threshold comparing to verification sample are shown for
microlensing events.

5.3. 3-band photometric classification vs verification sample

22 objects from the verification sample had no 2MASS nor All-
WISE archival observations hence we could only use the 3-band
photometric classifier (see Table 3 in Appendix B). All 22 events
were microlensing events based on their spectra or light curve
model. 3-band photometric classification predicts correctly all
of them. However, the main aim is to exclude AGB star and
YSO contaminants in this classification. Unfortunately, we do
not have any spectra for events photometrically classified as not
ulens for the comparison. 7 of them are classified as not ulens
with over 90% probability. They are very likely either AGB stars
or YSOs to be excluded. We plotted the BP-G vs G-RP colour-
colour diagram for the training sample and 114 microlensing
event candidates classified with 3-band classification. 7 of 114
candidate events which are classified as not ulens are shown with
yellow squares. They are located in the same region with the
AGB stars and YSOs in the colour-colour diagram.

6. Classification of Gaia Science Alerts

microlensing candidates

Using archival photometric data we classified sources in total
368 Gaia alerts considered as potential microlensing events. 188
of them were classified using all 28 colours (8 bands), 66 of them
were classified using 15 colours (6 bands) and 114 of them are
classified using only 3 colours (3 bands).

In the verification sample study we found that the highly red-
dened CBe stars are the most confusing variable stars regard-
ing photometric classification and 95% probability threshold is
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Fig. 13. The training sample and 114 microlensing event candidates
which are classified only with Gaia colours are plotted in the BP-G vs
G-RP diagram. 7 of 114 events are classified as not ULENS, which are
shown with yellow squares in the plot.

the safest limit for selecting CBe stars. Apart from that, on each
classification, we can take the 90% probability threshold on av-
erage for all other types of stars. The 8-band classifier classified
45 sources into one of the classes with over 90% probability.
Similarly, in 6-band classification, we have classified 66 events
and 15 of them were classified into one of the classes with over
90% probability. In 3-band classification we have classified to-
tally 114 events and 7 of them are classified as not ulens with
over 90% probability. Since the main aim in the 3-band classi-
fication is to exclude AGB and YSO contaminants, one should
consider not ulens class. In total, 67 sources were robustly clas-
sified, with 38 candidates for microlensing events and the re-
maining 29 being the contaminants. Those 67 sources constitute
18% of all considered alerts, however, for those alerts no spec-
troscopic classification would have been necessary.

All events with their available photometry and probabilistic
classification results are available online via CDS Tables.

7. Discussion

We have built a versatile and simple classifier of alerts on poten-
tial microlensing events and other similarly behaving variable
stars, which exploits solely the archival photometric measure-
ments. It uses data from all-sky surveys: Gaia, 2MASS and All-
WISE, however, because of incompleteness of these catalogues
we created three separate classifiers, using different available
data sets and trained them separately. As expected, the most
complete data with 8 bands available resulted in the most reli-
able classifier, but we also show that even the 3-band classifi-
cation can successfully distinguish microlensing from AGB and
YSO alerts.

The example alerts shown in Section 2 (Gaia18bmt,
Gaia19drp, Gaia18dvy and Gaia18cnz) were observed spectro-
scopically near the time of the alert. These events were classi-
fied correctly with 90% probability and better in our photomet-
ric classification. For these cases, the photometric classification
could have saved a lot of photometric and spectroscopic obser-
vational time spent just after the time of the alert.

The main contaminants (CBe stars, YSOs and AGB stars) in
the microlensing event search are dusty objects, therefore, in or-
der to make an accurate identification, we need near, mid and
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far infrared photometry. Although W1 (3.4 µm) and W2 (4.6
µm) photometry are very powerful, they provide only the near-
infrared information. Unfortunately, W3 (12 µm) and W4 (22
µm) photometry, which gives the mid-infrared information, were
not usable for the microlensing event candidates which we clas-
sified. However, in the case of using W3 and W4 photometry
for the future candidates, the number of correct predictions will
most likely increase.

Fig. 14 shows historic Gaia magnitude distribution for events
classified based on their spectra. There is a broad range of mag-
nitudes, however, the bulk of spectroscopic classifications were
performed on fairly bright stars, at 15-16 mag in the baseline.
All the fainter events had their spectra obtained at high magni-
fication, typically 1-2 magnitude brighter than the baseline. In
Fig.15, the top plot shows the historic magnitude distribution for
events classified with 8-band classification. The events classified
with over 90% probability are shown on the histogram with pur-
ple colour. The middle histogram shows the similar distribution
for events classified with 6-band classification. The bottom his-
togram shows the historic magnitude distribution for events clas-
sified with 3-band classification and the events which are classi-
fied as not ulens are shown with purple colour. Fig. 14 and Fig.
15 shows that photometric classification can reach events with
baselines as faint as ∼20.5 magnitude, while spectral classifica-
tion is limited to ∼17 magnitude. This is the biggest advantage
of the photometric classification.

Fig. 14. The histogram showing historical Gaia magnitudes distribution
for all events classified based on their spectra.

8. Conclusions

In this study, our aim was to identify microlensing events in
their rising phase among Gaia Alerts or any other surveys. We
combined their archival photometric multi-wavelength data with
supervised machine learning technique. We show that our pho-
tometric machine learning classification, despite its limitations,
is quite successful in recognizing microlensing events, espe-
cially when infrared photometry is available. Our method can
be applicable also to the alerts from the on-going surveys like
ZTF (Masci et al. 2019) or All-Sky Automated Survey for Su-
pernovae (ASAS-SN, Kochanek et al. 2017) and can also be
combined with the alerts stream through ALeRCE (Förster et al.
2021) or similar brokers.

The stellar classification is one of the oldest problems in
Astronomy and with the current and future large-scale surveys,
which produce/will produce enormous amounts of data, it is get-
ting even more challenging. With the upcoming large stream of

Fig. 15. The top panel shows historic Gaia magnitudes distribution for
all events in 8-band classification, events classified with over the 90%
probability are also shown with purple. The middle panel shows his-
toric magnitude distribution for all events of 6-band classification, and
similarly events classified with over the 90% probability are also shown
with purple. The bottom panel shows historic Gaia magnitudes distri-
bution for all events in 3-band classification and events classified as not
ULENS are shown with purple.

candidates for outbursts to be detected by the ten-year Vera C.
Rubin Observatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST,
Ivezic 2017), it will not be possible to guarantee spectral classifi-
cation for every alert. Because of the faintness of events, allocat-
ing expensive spectroscopic resources will be difficult, and pho-
tometric classification will be essential. The LSST is expected
to detect thousands of alerts a day, however, distinguishing mi-
crolensing events from other common types of outbursting vari-
ables will be a huge challenge for the LSST given the faintness of
the events. At least in the bright regime, where the archival pho-
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tometry is complete, our method can help allocate scarce follow-
up resources for relevant scientific targets.
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Appendix A: Pearson Correlation Matrices
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Fig. .2. Pearson correlation matrix with Gaia and 2MASS
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Fig. .3. Pearson correlation matrix only with Gaia
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Appendix B: Photometric Classifications vs Verification Sample Tables
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Table .1. Probabilistic 8-band photometric classification results are given for 75
sources from the verification sample which were classified based on either their
spectra or microlensing model.

name Spec./Model Class ProbCBe ProbAGB ProbRG ProbMS ProbYS O Ref.

Gaia16aye RG/ULENS 0 0 0.99 0.01 0 1
Gaia17cfu ULENS 0.02 0 0.54 0.18 0.26 Paczyński model
Gaia17clq RG/ULENS 0.63 0 0.32 0.05 0 2
Gaia18akn Be star 0.68 0 0.05 0.08 0.19 2
Gaia18akt Be star 0.72 0 0.01 0.04 0.23 2
Gaia18asq YSO 0.04 0 0.45 0.2 0.31 2
Gaia18atq Be star 0 0.90 0.02 0 0.08 2
Gaia18auy Be star 0.31 0.02 0.31 0.08 0.28 2
Gaia18bcb AGB 0 0.91 0.01 0 0.08 3
Gaia18bmt RG/ULENS 0 0 0.98 0.01 0.01 4
Gaia18ces RG/ULENS 0 0 1.00 0 0 3
Gaia18cmn Be star 0.43 0 0.12 0.04 0.41 3
Gaia18cnz AGB 0 0.99 0 0 0.01 16
Gaia18cre YSO 0.32 0 0 0.68 0 3
Gaia18dvy YSO 0 0 0.01 0 0.99 5
Gaia19aed ULENS 0.1 0.05 0.05 0 0.80 Paczyński model
Gaia19aik YSO 0.51 0 0.03 0.05 0.41 6
Gaia19bii ULENS 0.1 0 0.90 0 0 Paczyński model
Gaia19bjq ULENS 0 0 0.98 0.02 0 Paczyński model
Gaia19bku ULENS 0.08 0.02 0.43 0.07 0.4 Paczyński model
Gaia19bld RG/ULENS 0 0 1.00 0 0 7
Gaia19ccl RG/ULENS 0 0 0.92 0.08 0 8
Gaia19dmj RG/ULENS 0 0 0.91 0.06 0.03 9
Gaia19dqg RG/ULENS 0 0.78 0.2 0 0.02 10
Gaia19dqm RG/ULENS 0.03 0 0.43 0.09 0.45 10
Gaia19drp Be star 0.99 0 0 0 0.01 11,12
Gaia19dvk Be star 0.62 0 0.1 0.03 0.25 11
Gaia19dwt RG/ULENS 0 0.28 0.31 0 0.41 11
Gaia19ewo YSO 0.18 0 0.04 0.07 0.71 12
Gaia19fhn RG/ULENS 0 0.4 0.07 0 0.53 10
Gaia19fiy Be star 0.97 0 0 0.01 0.02 11
Gaia19fku YSO 0.09 0 0.64 0.21 0.06 12
Gaia19fpb YSO 0.02 0.02 0.42 0 0.54 12
Gaia20abf YSO 0.71 0 0 0.29 0 8
Gaia20agb RG/ULENS 0.59 0 0.04 0.12 0.25 8
Gaia20asj MS/ULENS 0.58 0 0.03 0.39 0 11
Gaia20asm YSO 0.01 0.02 0.07 0 0.90 11
Gaia20asq RG/ULENS 0.01 0 0.94 0.04 0.01 13
Gaia20atp YSO 0.36 0 0 0.11 0.53 11
Gaia20avm Be star 0.92 0 0.02 0.05 0.01 8
Gaia20azf RG/ULENS 0.15 0 0.55 0.07 0.23 11
Gaia20bbn Be star 0 0.09 0.17 0 0.74 10
Gaia20bit RG/ULENS 0.18 0 0.61 0.2 0.01 12
Gaia20bkw YSO 0.43 0 0.03 0.03 0.51 10
Gaia20blb RG/ULENS 0.33 0 0.45 0.21 0.01 10, 14
Gaia20blp Be star 0.13 0 0.46 0.25 0.16 10
Gaia20blv YSO 0.04 0 0.33 0.02 0.61 10
Gaia20bml Be star 0.17 0 0.72 0.06 0.05 10
Gaia20bof RG/ULENS 0.45 0 0.31 0.23 0.01 9
Gaia20bor Be star 0.36 0 0.01 0.63 0 14, 6
Gaia20bpl Be star 0.3 0 0.12 0.47 0.11 14
Gaia20bwp Be star 0 0.05 0.94 0 0.01 10
Gaia20bzn Be star 0.34 0 0.09 0.52 0.05 13
Gaia20cek YSO 0.34 0 0.3 0.12 0.24 14, 15
Gaia20cen Be star 0.60 0 0.16 0.13 0.11 15
Gaia20cga RG/ULENS 0.15 0 0.65 0.2 0 15
Gaia20cgb RG/ULENS 0.35 0 0.23 0.41 0.01 15
Gaia20cnv RG/ULENS 0.47 0 0.32 0.18 0.03 13
Gaia20cog Be star 0.29 0 0.40 0.31 0 6
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Table .1 – continued from previous page

name Spec./Model Class ProbCBe ProbAGB ProbRG ProbMS ProbYS O Ref.

Gaia20coi Be star 0.56 0 0 0.44 0 6
Gaia20cop YSO 0.70 0 0.22 0.08 0 9
Gaia20crc Be star 0.13 0.01 0.42 0.09 0.35 15
Gaia20cvo Be star 0.73 0 0.01 0.05 0.21 13
Gaia20cvu RG/ULENS 0.39 0 0.05 0.40 0.16 13
Gaia20cxk YSO 0 0.04 0 0 0.96 14
Gaia20cyx YSO 0.32 0 0.31 0.36 0.01 15
Gaia20czv Be star 0.41 0 0.28 0.1 0.21 13
Gaia20dsa RG/ULENS 0.03 0 0.36 0.04 0.57 12
Gaia20dwf RG/ULENS 0 0 0.93 0 0.07 6
Gaia20dxg RG/ULENS 0 0.80 0.19 0 0.01 13
Gaia20eak Be star 0.99 0 0 0 0.01 6
Gaia20efl Be star 0.21 0 0.68 0.03 0.08 6
Gaia20fnr RG/ULENS 0 0 1.00 0 0 6
Gaia21blg RG/ULENS 0 0.73 0.06 0 0.21 12
Gaia21ccu RG/ULENS 0.46 0 0.18 0.35 0.01 12

(1):Wyrzykowski et al. (2020b); (2):Kruszynska et al. (2018a); (3):Kruszynska et al. (2018b); (4):Wyrzykowski et al. (2018);
(5):Szegedi-Elek et al. (2020); (6):Zielinski et al. (2020e); (7):Rybicki et al. (2019); (8):Gezer et al. (2020b); (9):Zielinski et al.
(2020f); (10):Zielinski et al. (2020b); (11):Zielinski et al. (2020a); (12):Gezer et al. (2021); (13):Zielinski et al. (2020d);
(14):Gezer et al. (2020a); (15):Zielinski et al. (2020c); (16):Gezer et al. (2022);
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Table .2. Probabilistic 6-band photometric classification results are given for 19
sources from the verification sample classified based on either their spectra or
model.

name Spec./Model Class ProbCBe ProbAGB ProbUlens ProbYS O Reference

Gaia16aua RG/ULENS 0 0.32 0 0.68 1
Gaia17ccb ULENS 0.01 0 0.17 0.82 Paczyński model
Gaia17ctn ULENS 0.02 0 0.90 0.08 Paczyński model
Gaia17ddp ULENS 0.04 0 0.96 0 Paczyński model
Gaia18ajt RG/ULENS 0.02 0 0.94 0.04 2
Gaia18bzl ULENS 0 0.07 0.06 0.87 Paczyński model
Gaia18clr ULENS 0.81 0 0.12 0.07 Paczyński model
Gaia18cmk ULENS 0.29 0 0.06 0.65 Paczyński model
Gaia18dif ULENS 0.02 0 0.90 0.08 Paczyński model
Gaia19aqb ULENS 0 0.86 0.01 0.13 Paczyński model
Gaia19baz ULENS 0 0.25 0 0.75 Paczyński model
Gaia19chi ULENS 0.48 0 0.37 0.15 Paczyński model
Gaia19dov RG/ULENS 0.59 0 0.07 0.34 3
Gaia19dqb YSO 0 0 0.87 0.13 4
Gaia20ahk YSO 0.01 0 0.09 0.90 5
Gaia20bcw YSO 0.65 0 0.35 0 5
Gaia20coh Be star 0.80 0 0.1 0.1 6
Gaia20crp RG/ULENS 0.34 0 0.03 0.63 6
Gaia21bfr RG/ULENS 0 0 0.98 0.02 7

(1):Mroz et al. (2016); (2):Kruszynska et al. (2018a); (3):Gezer et al. (2020b); (4):Zielinski et al. (2020c); (5):Zielinski et al.
(2020a); (6):Zielinski et al. (2020e); (7):Gezer et al. (2021);
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Table .3. Probabilistic 3-band photometric classification results are given for 22
sources from the verification sample classified based on either their spectra or
model.

name Spec./Model Class ProbCandidate ProbnotCandidate Reference

Gaia18aju RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 1
Gaia18alf RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 1
Gaia18cjk RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 2
Gaia16bnn RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 3
Gaia17cda RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17cft RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17cfv RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17chc RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17aqu RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17cns RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17csj RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia17cvl RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia18aip RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia18eaz RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia19amx RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia19asx RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia19bej RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia19bmu RG/ULENS 1.00 0.00 Paczyński model
Gaia18bzk RG/ULENS 0.95 0.05 Paczyński model
Gaia19aqh RG/ULENS 0.94 0.06 Paczyński model
Gaia18dvw RG/ULENS 0.93 0.07 Paczyński model
Gaia17bdk RG/ULENS 0.82 0.18 4

(1):Kruszynska et al. (2018a); (2):Kruszynska et al. (2018b); (3):Hamanowicz et al. (2016); (4):Anderson et al. (2017);
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