

    


    
      Fig. 14. 
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        Differences in median Teff (top panels) and maximum posterior Teff (best; bottom panels) compared to literature values (Appendix A, left panels) and StarHorse values from Anders et al. (2019) (right panel). In each panel we quote several statistics that summarize the differences.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 16. 
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        Wide binaries from El-Badry et al. (2021) and a comparison of distance moduli (left panel), A0 (middle panel), and log-ages (right panel) for the primary and secondary. Left panel: red points mark pairs where one component is more than 1 kpc away. Such cases are excluded from the number statistics and from all other panels.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 11. 
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        Differences in AG extinction estimates between our best result (top panel) and our median result (bottom panel) compared to values from Anders et al. (2019) (they provide median statistics). Numbers quote various statistics to summarize the differences.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 10. 
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        Distribution of A0 (top panel) and AG (bottom panel) estimates in the Local Bubble (ϖ > 20 mas and ϖ/σϖ > 5) for our median values (black histogram) and maximum posterior values (blue histogram). Numbers quote A0 statistics from our median values.
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        Comparison of the median distance in our catalog (vertical axis) with the median geometric (left) and median photogeometric (right) distances from the Gaia EDR3-based catalog of Bailer-Jones et al. (2021). The color scale indicates the density of sources in each panel on a log10 scale relative to the maximum. We note the logarithmic distance axes. The diagonal line is the identity line.

      

    

  