

    


    
      Fig. 14. 
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        Color-period diagram for our final assembled sample (combined with the results of Barnes et al. 2016), now including only main sequence stars with no indications of binarity. Only the slow rotator sequence is shown.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. C.3. 
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        Same as Fig. 15 but for (GBP − GRP)0, (B − V)0, and (V − K)0 colors.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 16. 
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        Comparison between our final sample of measured rotation periods (this work combined with the results of Barnes et al. 2016; Dungee et al. 2022) and the stellar rotation models of Barnes (2010) and Spada & Lanzafame (2020). Each panel performs the comparison in a different color system: (a) G − GRP, (b) GBP − GRP, (c) B − V, and (d) V − K. The errors on B − V are suppressed for visibility reasons.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 11. 
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        Same as Fig. 10 but with a comparison to results of Gonzalez (2016b; red), showing both retained and discarded stars from that sample.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 10. 
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        Comparison of our results with those of Barnes et al. (2016). Panel a shows a CPD as in Fig. 9 and overplotted in red are the measurements by Barnes et al. (2016). The gray lines, solid and dashed, are our indication of the cluster and half-period sequences, respectively. Panel b shows a CMD of the same stars and the inset (panel c) the proper motions centered on M 67. Gray dots in panels b and c are members without period determinations.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. C.1. 
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        Same as Fig. 3 but for B − V and V − K colors.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 7. 
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        Color-period diagram for our sample, now including rotation period uncertainties. Only member stars on the main sequence, and with no indications of binarity are displayed. An approximation of the emerging cluster distribution (solid gray line) is overplotted, together with its half-period counterpart (dashed line).

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.9. 
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        Light curve of Gaia DR3 604895948360165888 after the application of the first correction for the instrumental systematics. Both panels show the same light curve. The color coding in the upper panel indicates the block as in Fig. B.5. In the lower panel, the colors indicate the segments as in Fig. B.4.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. B.15. 
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        Comparison between the Kepler PDCSAP light curves and the ones created by us. In both panels, our light curves are shown in blue and the archival light curves are shown in red. Panel (a) shows the uncorrected aperture photometry fluxes (flux_raw from ours and SAP_FLUX for theirs). Panel (b) shows the final light curve product – flux_fin from ours and PDCSAP_FLUX for theirs.

      

    

  