

    


    
      Fig. 14. 
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        Δlog g = log gGSP − Phot − log gisochrones versus TeffGSP − Phot for stars of the FGKM sample in clusters. The colour indicates the distance modulus (m − M) as derived from the GSP-Phot distance.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 16. 
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        Difference between Teff (top), R (middle), and M (bottom) from Gaia for the FGKM sample and the PICv1.1 catalogue values normalised to their combined uncertainties for stars in common. We overlay the ±3σ lines. On each panel we also give the median difference (MD) and the MAD in K, R⊙, and M⊙, respectively.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 11. 
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        HR and Kiel diagrams using GSP-Spec-based parameters for the fgkm_spec sample described in Sect. 4.3 colour-coded by the metallicity from GSP-Spec, with parallax_over_error ≥33.34 and rvs_spec_sig_to_noise ≥ 150.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 10. 
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        Distribution of the final sample fgkm_3 of the observed parameters G and parallax, colour-coded by (GBP − GRP)0.

      

    

  
    
      Fig. 36. 
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        Literature ages versus FLAME ages for companions of UCDs not seen by Gaia. Filled circles correspond to age_flame_spec (i.e. using the Teff from GSP-Spec) and open circles are age_flame. The error bars represent the 16% and 84% percentiles.

      

    

  