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We present methodology to derive high-precision estimates
of the fundamental parameters of double-lined spectrascop
binaries. We apply the methods to the case study of the double
lined 5 Cephei stag Centauri. We also present a detailed anal-
ysis of 5 Centauri’s line-profile variations caused by its oscil-
lations. High-resolution spectral time series and visuahter-
ferometric data with a good phase distribution along the or-
bital period are required. We point out that a systematic er-
ror in the orbital amplitudes, and any quantities derivexhfr
them, occurs if the radial velocities of blended componiees
are computed without spectral disentangling. This tealiq
is an essential ingredient in the derivation of the physieal
rameters if the goal is to obtain a precision of only a few
percent. We have devised iteration schemes to obtain the or-
bital elements for systems whose lines are blended through-
out the orbital cycle. We derive the component masses and
dynamical parallax ofs Centauri with a precision of 6% and
4%, respectively. Modelling allowed us to refine the mass es-
timates to 1% precision resulting if/; = 10.7 £ 0.1 M
and M, = 10.3 £ 0.1 Mg, and to derive the age of the sys-
tem as beind14.1 + 0.6) x 10°years. We deduce two oscil-
lation frequencies for the broad-lined primary @Centauri:
fi =7.415cd™! andf, = 4.542cd~! or one of their aliases.
The degrees of these oscillation modes are higher than 2 for
both frequencies, irrespective of the alias problem. Ndewvce
of oscillations in the narrow-lined secondary was found. We
propose that our iteration schemes be used in any futuresderi
tions of the spectroscopic orbital parameters of doulnledi
binaries with blended component lines to which disentaggli
can be successfully applied. The combination of parameters
resulting from the iteration schemes with high-precisisti-e
mates of the orbital inclination and the angular semi-majos
from interferometric or visual measurements allows a catepl
solution of the system.

Key words. Stars: binaries; Stars: oscillations; Stars: vari-
ables: early-type — Stars: individugh Centauri; Methods:
spectroscopic; Methods: interferometric; Lines: profiles
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Abstract.

1. Introduction ing BO—B3 stars (see Stankov & Handler 2005 for a recent re-
_ ) ) view). They have low-degree, low-order pressure and gravit
Binary stars have long been considered as astrophysicatlab .,  yas with periods of a few hours excited by th@echanism
tories, providing one of the best tests of stellar structuoelels (Pamyatnykh 1999). They reveal amplitudes of several tens
(e.g., Maceroni 2005 and Ribas 2005, for recent reviewsk Tlaf mmag down to the detection threshold in UBV, so these
is particula_lrly so for massive binaries be_causg their BIFGC giars are good potential targets for in-depth seismic etudi
and evolution are not vv_ell-und_erstood,whlle belng of gneat Asteroseismology ofs Cephei stars indeed received a lot of
portance for the f:hemlcal enr_lchmenft z_;md evolut|qn of galaxyention lately, after it became clear that their oséilag can-
ies. The convective and rotational mixing properties of Magy; pe explained in terms of standard evolution models. For
sive stars with a well-developed convective core are sty 6, hrototypical class members, the oscillations revedliéd
calibrated, while being the dominant factors determinit o e via| internal rotation and the occurrence of core eaav
evolution (e.g. Maeder & Meynet 2000). While observationg{,e oyershooting (HD 129929: Aerts et al. 2003 and Dupret et

capabilities and analysis tools have improved signifigaimt 2004;v Eri: Pamyatnykh et al. 2004 and Ausseloos et al.
recent years (e.g. Hilditch 2004a), there is still a lack lofad 2004).

precise fundamental parameter determinations of bineitbs
an OB-type component (e.g. Hilditch 2004b). Indeed, compo- As one of the brightest stars in the southern hemisphere as
nent mass estimates with a precision better than 2% are availvhole,s Cen has been the subject of numerous studies. We
able for relatively few such systems, although such a pregéfer to Ausseloos et al. (2002, hereafter Paper|), Davis. et
sion is necessary to provide stringent observational fests (2005, hereafter Paper 1), and references in these tworpape
stellar structure and evolution models (e.g. Andersen L99%br an overview of these studies, without repeating all @ th
In this paper, we provide methodology to achieve a high prigiformation here. We summarise only briefly the charadiess
cision for mass estimates from combined interferometrit anf the system that are relevant for our current work.
spectroscopic data of double-lined spectroscopic bisavith
merged component lines, and we apply it to the massive bi- High-resolution spectra covering 12 years revealed that
nary 3 Cen. The methods are based on spectral disentanglihgen is a double-lined spectroscopic binary with an orbital
(Hadrava 1995, 1997, 2001, 2004b). period of 357 days and an eccentricity of about 0.81 (Paper )
The bright sta Cen (HD 122451, HR 5267, Bl lltp, = Interferometric data assembled with the Sydney University
0.6) has been known to be variable in velocity since the bélellar Interferometer (SUSI) and covering 7 years led 1o si
ginning of the twentieth century. It is the brightest memotr ilar values for the period and eccentricity and, moreower, t

the Class 0[8 Cephel Starsy a homogeneous group Of osc”lﬁn Ol’blta| InC|InatI0n 06740 a.nd an angular Sem|'major aXIS
of 0.0253”, as well as to a brightness ratio of 0.868015

* Radial-velocity data available electronically from the €bia (Paperll). The spectroscopic variability is due not onlythe
anonymous ftp to cdsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.5) binarity, but also to oscillations of the components withipes
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of several hours (Paper ). The star is photometrically tzorts
at the level of mmag.

The independent orbital fits to the spectroscopic and inter- 100}
ferometric data have four parameters in common: the orbital
period (P,.1,), the epoch of periastron passade)), the ec-
centricity ), and the longitude of periastrow), The values
of these four differed by less than the Lincertainties such
that a fully consistent orbital solution fgtCen was achieved
(Paperll). The combination of all the available informatio
subsequently led to the conclusion that the system confists
components with equal massesif = Ms = 9.3 + 0.3 My
(i.e., a precision of 3.2%) and that it has a dynamical paxall
of 9.78+0.16 mas. : : : :

4546 4550 4554 4558

We show in this work that the masses of the components Wavelength (A)

of 3Cen were significantly underestimated due to a SySteEll_g. 1. Silll \ 4552.6A line profile obtained by averaging ten

atic error in the ampllt.udes of the spectrpscopm orb|ts'ﬁp| Sé)ectra measured on 16 May 1988 (solid line). The two vértica
a consequence of the inappropriate way in which the radial \

e . ! . Ihes denote the integration limits which were used in Pafmer

locities were estimated from line profiles of merged spedra .

. : alculate the RV of the secondary. The two dotted lines denot
similar conclusion was reached recently by Tango et al.§20 . . .

. .-~ the disentangled line profiles of both components.

for the triple system\ Sco and occurs fany spectroscopic bi-
nary in which both components contribute to the lines used fo
the orbital radial-velocity (hereafter abbreviated as Be)er-
mination. Earlier attempts to avoid such systematic eraor ¢
be found in Tomkin et al. (1995) for th&Scuti starf? Tauri.
In that work, the authors subtracted the lines of the primary
by means of spectra of reference stars with the same spectr@l g6 |
type before computing the secondary’s RV values. We providé
analysis schemes based on spectral disentangling to cmercogS
this problem of systematic errors in a more accurate way. Oug 092
schemes allow us to eliminate the systematic errors in tiis-ph
ical parameters. We illustrate our method by its applicatm
the case ofs Cen. Our methodology is applicable to the analy-
sis of any spectroscopic binary whose line profiles can be suc

0.96

Normalised flux

0.92

0.88

cessfully disentangled. It leads to a significant improvenie 4546 4550 4554 4558

the precision of the physical parameters and dynamicallpara Wavelength (A)

of such systems, similar to the case of binaries with emissiqrig. 2. Sl A 4552.6A line profile obtained by averaging 39
line stars (Harmanec 2002). spectra taken during a period of 12 nights (3-14 August 2000)

The vertical lines demonstrate the estimate of the tota lin

width of the broad-lined component.
2. Methodology for orbital determination

The data used to illustrate our methodology are the Siliration limits indicated in Figll1 corresponding to a norised
24552 6A line profiles of 3 Cen obtained over 12 years withflux value of 0.95.

the ESO CAT telescope and with the Swiss Euler telescope, asThe orbital RVs for the broad-lined component could not
described in Paperl. By means of illustration of the syssenbe derived in this way. The following strategy was therefore
lines and of the occurrence of a systematic error in the arbifollowed in Paper I. The full width of the line was derivedfino

RV determinations used in Papers| and Il, we recall here é@pochs when the radial velocities of both components did not
quite some detail the way the RVs were obtained. We shaliffer much (see Fidl2). It was assumed that this width is-con
in Fig.[ a typical line profile of the system averaged over orstant, which is a reasonable approach because rotatiared-br
night of data, i.e., a profile in which the oscillatory vaigais ening is dominant for this component. The centre of the broad
are averaged out. As can be seen, the lines produced bylthe, obtained from averaging spectra over a night (CAT) or
two components are blended with each other. In none of tbeer two weeks (Euler), determined by starting from eitler i
available spectra are the two components’ lines well sépdra left or its right wing, was taken as a good estimate of the RV of
Moreover, the oscillations induce deviations from a Garssithe broad-lined component.

shape for each of the line components (see Fig. 1 in Paperl). We show below that these procedures lead to an underesti-
For this reason, the RV values of the component with the naration of the true RV values, particularly for the narroweld
rowest line were derived from the line centroid (first momentomponent. We provide the final RV values of both components
see Aerts et al. 1992 for a definition) in Paper |, with the-intén Table 1 (only available electronically from CDS). Hereaf
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we will refer to the star producing the deeper and narrower

Silll lines as the secondary and to the other component as the
primary. Although this is the opposite of what has been done 1oo |
in the literature so far, we show that the component with the

broader lines is indeed the more massive of the two.
0.96

0.92

Normalised flux

2.1. KOREL disentangling

Starting from the orbital solution presented in Paperll, we
appliedKOREL spectral disentangling (Hadrava 1995, 1997,
2001, 2004b). AlthoughoREL was not developed to treat line-

0.88

profile variations due to oscillations, Harmanec et al. £00 4547 4551 4555 4559
showed that the code is able to treat such a complex combina- Wavelength (A)
tion of variability. Fig. 3. ASilll A4552.6A line observed on 15 March 1998 (full

_ line) and the secondary’s disentangled line profile, whih i
_ KOREL was applied to ouri Cen CES spectra for manyshifted according to its corresponding orbital RV (dastiee)l
different sets of code input parameters and weights, tffe residual spectrum obtained by subtracting the shified d

CORALIE spectra being too noisy to allow convergence. Th&tangled line profile from the original spectrum is shown as
resulting disentangled profiles were evaluated each tima-by gots.

sual inspection, paying attention to smoothness, symireatdy
the resi_dual sum of squares. We considered both the sinsa_tigzl Preliminary update of the orbital solution
where line strengths were allowed for and were not taken into
account. Moreover, we used several types of weights. Weigfihe disentangled line profile of the secondary allows us to im
proportional to (S/Nj turned out to lead to the most stablgrove the orbital solution of the primary. We carried out the
solution. The best results were clearly obtained wkereL following procedure for each of the spectra. We shifted the
was allowed to search through a larger subregion in orbétal econdary’s disentangled profile according to its orbitabR-
rameter space than indicated by the uncertainties obtamedained in Paperl. We subsequently subtracted this shified d
Paper l. entangled profile from the original blended line profile. ghi
procedure is illustrated in Figl 3 for one measurement. is th
The adopteckOREL solution was obtained in four subseway, we obtain a\ 4552.6A line profile of the primary whose
quent steps, in which the solution of a particular step wasl ugyosition and shape is due to the orbital velocity, as welloas t
as the initial guess in the next step. First the light inté®si the variability due to the oscillations (the dotted line ig.B).
were kept fixed, next the intensity of the primary was alloweThis procedure resulted in 402 line profilés, I()\)) which
to vary, then the intensity of the secondary could vary, and {iere used to calculate theue RV of the primary. In view of
nally the intensities of both components were allowed ty.vathe bumpy profiles, we cannot use a Gaussian fit to compute
This led to a finakOREL orbital solution which was slightly, this true RV. We determine it as follows:
but significantly, different from the one in Paper Il, thegast J(1 = I(A)a dA
discrepancy occurring in the value of the semi-amplitudbef v..q = , Q)
secondary’s orbif{,: 63.8+ 0.6 km/s (Paperll) versus 68.1 EW
km/s (KOREL). The present version ofoREL unfortunately With EW denoting the equivalent width of the line profile

does not provide errors in the orbital parameter valuesge

output. EW = /(1 —I(A))dA, 2)
The dotted lines in Fifl]l1 show the disentangled profiles 8hdv, derived by the equation

the primary and secondary shifted to the orbital RV obtained A— X

in Paperl. It is obvious from Fi@l 1 that the RV estimate of the Uy = T c,

secondary derived in Paper| is an underestimation of the tru

RV and that we must take this into account in the derivation 8fth c and, the speed of light and the laboratory wavelength,
the physical parameters of the components. respectively. What we call the true RV is thus the centroid of

the line profile (also termed the first moment, see Aerts et al.

In principle, a single application cfoREL disentangling 1992 for further extensive discussion of this quantityy dém-
to the blended line profiles should be enough to obtain the fiutation was done by fixing the integration limits interaely
nal orbital solution. In practice, however, tiny changesha for each separate profile, after subtracting the disent¢aingylo-
KOREL input parameters changed the final orbital solution cofile of the secondary. In this way, 402 RV values of the pri-
siderably while producing only small changes in the mean dismiary were obtained (compared with only 27 values used in
entangled profiles and rms value. For this reason, we devis&aper | obtained with the procedure described above by means
the iteration schemes discussed below. of Fig. 2).
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. ; ; : done in Paperl, gives eaah, in the integral [[IL) too high a
weight. When both components have a similar RV, the method
~ adopted in Paper| provides a reasonable approximatioreof th
secondary’s RV for the following reasons:

1.00 -

1. the depth of the secondary’s line profile has a signifigantl
larger contribution to the depth of the composite line peofil
than the depth of the primary’s line profile;

2. the depth of the primary’s line profile does not vary much
within the integration limits because of the large width of
the primary’s line profile on the one hand and the fact that
both components have a similar radial velocity on the other

096 | Lo .

Normalised flux

092 | 1

hand;
pr p 2556 pry 3. the equivalent width in the denominator of HA.(1) nor-
Wavelength (A) malises the weighted integral in the numerator.
Fig.4. The disentangled Sillh 4552.68 line profiles of the A systematic error is, however, introduced when the com-
primary (full line) and secondary (dashed line). ponents’ RVs are significantly different. This is the case in

Fig.[, as the spectrum shown is observed close to a time at
which the primary (secondary) has its minimum (maximum)
Next, these 402 RV values of the primary were added to tBebital RV. Indeed, in such cases, the second conditioneisov
402 values for the secondary derived in Paper|, and the cqfi# fulfilled, as the depth of the primary’s line profile chasg
FOTEL (Hadrava 1990, 2004a) was applied to this combine@nsiderably within the integration limits. One can defivem
RV dataset. The results are quite similar to the ones listedfig [ that, within the integration limits, the depth of the-p
Paper Il, except that the semi-amplitude of the primarystor mary’s line profile decreases monotonically with incregsin
K, is significantly smaller. This is consistent with tkeREL wavelength so that the additional weight given to eaghn
disentangling analysis, which led to a higher value of theise Eq. ) strongly varies due to the blending of both line pexfil
amplitude of the secondarj» (compared to the value foundas lowerwv,, values systematically get more weight than higher
in Paper I1). Both these resullts, i.e., a lower value fromko- 4, values, the procedure applied so far still underestimates t
REL and a higherK; value after disentangling the secondary’'Rv of the secondary. We cannot but conclude that a systematic
profile, suggest that the mass ratify /M, has been underesti-error has been introduced in Paper| in the calculation of the
mated in PaperI. RVs, due to the fact that the line profiles of both components
Subsequently, a second attempt was undertaken to @ige so strongly blended with each other.

entangle the spectra witkOREL by searching through a
neighbouring subregion of the orbital parameter space ¢
tred around the updated orbital solution with a higher maSs
ratio. Again, satisfactory results were obtained simitathe ~Since the orbital parameters common to the fit to both the-spec
orbital solution fromFOTEL, except for the values of the Semi-troscopic and interferometric data were in agreement vétthe
amplitudesi’; and K. In comparison with our first attempt toother, it is appropriate to assume that this spectroscibpide:
apply KOREL, the residual sum of squares was lower. Flﬂlretérmlned orbital solution is already close to the true oalid
shows the best disentangled SiNI4552.64 line profiles of can hence be considered as a good initial solution to start an
both components at this stage of the process. iterative process to improve the orbital parameter vallies.

different iteration schemes were applied.

4 Iterative determination of the orbital parameters

2.3. Analysis of the systematic error

We return to FigllL. The merged line profilg)\), is obviously 2.4.1. lteration scheme |

the sum of the primary’s average line profilg(\) and the Figure5 summarises the features of the first iteration sehem
secondary’s average line profilg(\). The primary’s disentan- In each iteration step, a new orbital solution is calculdigd
gled line profile delivers a good approximationlef while the applying FOTEL to the combined dataset of new RV values
one of the secondary results in an approximatiod-ofdot- of both the primary and secondary. The new set of the pri-
ted lines in Fig[dl). The 402 RV values for the secondary derary’s RVs is obtained by calculating the centroid of thectse
rived in Paper| were obtained by calculating the centroid ohdary subtracted line profiles”. The latter refer to thecsae
the composite Si Il 4552.6A line profile, i.e., from EqIll) obtained by taking the difference between the original spec
with I(\) = I;(\) + I2(A\). To minimize the interfering influ- and the shifted secondary’s disentangled line profile (@bbr
ence of the primary’s line profil&, ()\), the integration limits ated as “secondary’s LP” in Fig.4). The shift corresponds to
in Egs.[1) and[R2) were fixed corresponding to a flux valube orbital velocity value given by the orbital solution biet

of 0.95 in Paperl, as indicated in Hid. 1. The secondarysevious iteration step. This procedure to determine tle se
RV is, however, given by the centroid of only the secondarytmdary subtracted line profiles is illustrated in Eig. 3. Avne
line profile I(\). So, calculating the secondary’s RVs as waset of the secondary’s RV values is calculated in each iterat
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STEPO
STEPO -
o secondary'sLp | initial primary’s LP
initial orbital
secondary’s LP orblt.al primary’s LP solution
solution
primary’s RVs secondary’s RV
primary’s RVs secondary’s RVF STEP1
orbital bital orbital
STEP1 solution orl It'a solution
primary solution secondary
orbital _
secondary'sLP | solution primary’s LP primary’s LP secondary’s LR

|

secondary’s RVF primary’s RVs
STEP2 —l:l

- - ; orbital . orbital
I@l @ solution arbital solution

solution

secondary primary
STEP2
secondary’s LP primary’s LP
orbital
secondary’s LP i rimary’s LP primary’s RVs secondary's RV
y solution p y STEP3
orbital
solution

Fig.5. Flowchart diagram of Iteration Scheme | (see text fdfig. 6. Flowchart diagram of Iteration Scheme Il (see text for
details). details).

step in an analogous manner by means of the primary’s disgre difference between the two iteration schemes lies in the
tangled line profile (abbreviated as “primary’s LP” in Fig. 4 way that these “primary’s/secondary’s subtracted lindifess
The primary’s and secondary’s disentangled line profiles-meare constructed. For each original spectrum, both schehifes s
tioned above are properly normalised versions of the best dhe primary’s (secondary’s) disentangled line profile adiay
entangled profiles obtained witOREL. All centroid velocity to the corresponding orbital velocity that was found in the-p
values were made with fixed integration limits to reduce thgous iteration step and subtract it from the original speut
noise level. The widths of the primary’s and secondary’'sitis While iteration scheme | uses the orbital RV corresponding t
tangled line profiles provide us with an objective way to selethe orbital solution derived on the basis of the old RV datase
these fixed integration limits. of both components, iteration scheme Il derives the new pri-
mary'’s (secondary’s) RV dataset by using the orbital sofuti
derived on the basis of the old secondary’s (primary’s) RVs.

Figure€¥ anfll8 show the results of the application of itera-
The second iteration scheme is similar to the first one, kign schemes | (open symbols) and Il (filled symbols). It edge
slightly more complicated. For the sake of clarity, the exd@d only minor differences in the final parameter values obthine
advised to refer to Fig. 6 while reading the following degeri with both schemes. Scheme Il leads to a slightly higher value
tion. of the orbital period, but the differences in the system e€lo

In each iteration step, a new orbital solution is again déy as well as the semi-amplitudes of both components’ orbit
rived on the basis of the combined dataset that consistseof #re totally negligible. The stability of the semi-ampliasd<;
newly derived RV values of both components. Just as in itel@ad K5 is of particular importance as these parameters allow
tion scheme I, the new primary’s (secondary’s) RVs are @ééerivan accurate mass determination of both components. The up-
by calculating the centroid of the “secondary’s (primaygisb- per panel of FidJ8 shows that both iteration schemes make the
tracted line profiles” with fixed integration limits accondito eccentricity converge to a value in excellent agreemer thig
the width of the disentangled line profile of either compdnernnterferometric value. One can derive from the middle pafel

2.4.2. Iteration scheme Il
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Fig.7. Comparison of the results of iteration scheme | (opd¥ig. 8. Comparison of the results of iteration scheme | (open
symbols) and Il (filled symbols): evolution of the orbitakjmel symbols) and Il (filled symbols): evolution of the eccerityie
P,.+, [upper panel], system velocity, [middle panel], and the [upper panel], epoch of periastron passaggmiddle panel],
semi-amplituded<; (dots) andK (triangles) [lower panel]. and the longitude of periastran[lower panel]. The two hori-
The vertical bars denote the errors providedry EL. zontal, dotted lines in each panel indicate the correspayidi
terval estimated from the interferometric measuremerhsna

. ] ) from Paper Il. The vertical bars denote the errors provided b
Fig.[ that iteration scheme Il puts the value of the epocleef p-og

riastron passage closer to the centre of the interval whiah w
derived for this parameter on the basis of interferometai@d Tapje 2. Orbital parameters fof Cen obtained fronkOREL
than scheme I. The lower panel of Hiyj. 8 reveals an increafi§entangling and by the application of iteration procegse

in the value of the longitude of periastron which eliminatege obhserved Sillh 4552.64 line profiles listed in Paper 1. The
the small discrepancy which appeared when applying imatierrors are & estimates resulting fromoTEL assuming theo-

scheme . REL disentangled profiles to be error-free.
. . . Parameter KOREL Scheme | Scheme Il
2.4.3. Evaluation of both iteration schemes oy (days) 356.94 356,86 0.03 356,95 0.03
The final orbital solutions derived with iteration schemesiti vy (kms ™) — 9.1+ 0.3 9.3+ 0.3
Il are listed in the second and third columns of Table 2, respeS1 (kms™ ) 57.4 63.3£ 0.6 63.2+ 0.6
tively Ky (kms ) 72.3 72.7+ 0.7 72.1+£ 0.6
Tc.) reveal the origin of the small differences between thé 0.825 0.824+ 0.002 0.825¢ 0.002
: g . ; N (HID)  2451600.08 2451599.77 0.08 2451600.03- 0.08
results obtained with the two iteration schemes, we examing, ©) 62 2 59.04 0.6 60.84+ 0.6
the dataset consisting of the differences between the fiial R
values derived with iteration schemes Il and I:
{Av(t)}e = {vrad. 11(E) — Vraa, 1(E)}e. For each of the above three datasets, the average and the stan

dard deviation were calculated. It is clear from the results

This dataset includes two subsets: the primary’s and s¥éich are listed in Tabld3, that the secondary's RVs are in
ondary’s radial velocity differences between schemesdilan much better agreement than those of the primary. The larger
average difference of theAv primary (t) }+ dataset is due to the

{Av(t) 1+ = {Avprimary () }+ U {Avsecondary (t) }+- primary’s line profile being so strongly rotationally breamckd.
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Table 3. Statistical properties of the differences between the We first checked that the refined value of the orbital period
final RV values derived with iteration scheme Il and I. Seé tefwhich was fixed in deriving the interferometric orbital par-

for more information on the three datasets. eters in Paper Il) does not change the values of the orbital in
clination and angular semi-major axis. We then followed the

A Dataset Averazg:e%?(km@) Standard delv(i)aztion (km) same strategy for the computation of the individual compo-
{{Avvpri“‘arY(Ezgi 026 0.97 nent masses as in Paper I, using the refined values of the or-
secondary t . . . . i .
{Av(t)}e 1.32 0.75 bital period and the semi-amplitudes of both components fro

scheme I, the orbital inclination from the interferomegiyen
in Paperll, and the mean of the spectroscopic and interfero-
This implies that the orbital solution derived by means difonmetric values for the eccentricity. We also need to take into
the secondary’s final RVs is very stable regardless of the @zcount the standard errors of these quantities. This isamot
plied iteration scheme, while the orbital solution derieexthe straightforward for the parameters resulting from ouraitiemn
basis of only the primary’s final RVs is somewhat less stabdehemes because their &rror fromroTEL listed in Tabl€R is
and, hence, causes the small difference between the findtresnecessarily an underestimation of the true error. Indéegbet
of iteration scheme | and Il. We consider the results obthinerrors were derived under the assumption that the disentan-
with iteration scheme Il more reliable because they arefiiebe gled profiles resulting frommOREL are error-free, which is not
agreement with the interferometrically derived orbitdusion the case. We are, unfortunately, unable to propagate the un-
on the one hand and, although it is not clear in the rounded veértainty induced by the disentangling properly because th
ues listed in TablEl2, the uncertainties in the derived patara current version okOREL does not provide us with error es-
derived with scheme Il are all smaller. timates. Moreover, our schemes implicitly assume KarEL

We also note that both iteration schemes lead to smaller appropriately treats the effects of the oscillations asioam
ror bars on the derived orbital parameter values than the omeise in computing the disentangled profiles. For this neaso
obtained in Paperl. FigurEs 7 ahd 8 show that the uncertaive adopt a very conservative approach for the error propaga-
ties in the system velocity, the semi-amplitude of the priyisa tion and use 2 errors rather than those listed in TaHle 2 in the
orbit, and the longitude of periastron have been signifigantierivation of the physical parameters of the system. Faligw
lowered by the iterative process. The application of iterat the approach of Paperll, this leadsAé, = 11.2 + 0.7 My
scheme Il maintains or even improves the compatibility withnd M> = 9.8 4+ 0.7 M,. Finally, this explains our choice for
the interferometric results (see Hig. 8). Therefore, wechaie the revised nomenclature of the primary and secondary.
that the iterative process results in a significant imprometof We attempted to refine these estimates by using all the addi-
the orbital solution. tional observational information we have at our disposaths

The final primary’s (open dots) and secondary’s (filled dotg the CORALIE échelle spectra. We first estimated the effec
RV values that were obtained with iteration scheme |l at&e temperature and gravity of the two components by follow
shown in Fig[®. The best combined fit to these datasetsirig the procedure outlined in Uytterhoeven et al. (2005) for
denoted as a full (primary’s orbit) or dashed (secondary's ahe double-lined binary: Sco, i.e., by merging theoretical line
bit) line. The fit is satisfying compared to the one obtained profiles of H, He, and Si lines with the appropriate flux ratio
Paperl. according to NLTE predictions made from the latest version

Finally, we applied<oREL again with this new, iteratively of the FASTWIND code (Puls et al. 2005), after using the or-
derived orbital solution. Indeed, in theory this can resnlt bital RVs to shift the profiles. This led us to the conclusioatt
improved versions of the disentangled profiles of both corbeth components havE.g = 24 000 4 1 000K andlog g =
ponents and, therefore, allow an iteration process on ahigB.4 4- 0.3. The large uncertainty in the gravity stems from the
level. However, the best disentangled profiles that camebutdifficulty in achieving a proper normalisation of the spactr
the KOREL analysis were hardly distinguishable from the onasear the Balmer lines. Since we find the two components to
shown in Figl#t and, hence, there is no point in repeatingthehave equal’.g¢ andlog g within the uncertainties, it is possible
eration process with these “new” disentangled profiles.an p to compute photometric estimates of these quantities frofa m
ticular, the small bump in the centre of the primary’s dis@nt ticolour photometry. We did this from Geneva measurements
gled profile in FiglQ did not disappear. It is due to the impetf of 3 Cen at our disposal and firffLg = 26 500 & 500K and
averaging over the oscillations of the primarybwgREL. This log ¢ = 3.7 &+ 0.2 assuming equal components. This leads
is not surprising in view of its complex multiperiodic high-us to a safe broad range @tz = 25000 + 2000K and
degree oscillations, which we cannot unravel perfectlynfrolog g = 3.5 + 0.4 for both components.
our data (see Sect. 4). We subsequently scanned the very extensive database of
main-sequence stellar models published by Ausseloos et al.
(2004), which have a range in mass from 7 ta\13 in steps of
0.1 Mg and arange itZ from 0.012 to 0.030 in steps of 0.002,
The physical parameters GfCen derived in Paper Il were ob-for each of the three values of the core overshooting paemet
tained without taking into account the systematic effeas dof 0.0, 0.1, and 0.2 expressed in local pressure scale Iseight
scribed here. Their values and errors must clearly be rdvis&he models hav&X = 0.70 and the solar mixture of Grevesse
The error estimates were optimistic as they were derived freet al. (1996). For a description of the input physics, werrife
systematically underestimated RV values. Ausseloos et al. (2004). We scanned this database requestin

3. Physical parameters of the components
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Fig.9. The orbital curves obtained by means of iteration scheniehié. open and filled dots represent the RVs of, respectively,
the primary and secondary components around the centress.mhe full and dashed lines represent the best-fittingsootbi
the primary and secondary, respectively, according to #nameters listed in the column labelled “Scheme 11" in T&ble

that the masses, effective temperatures, and gravitig€eh’'s the other hand. We succeeded in the latter, and make an attemp
components lie in the appropriate ranges and that the agdafackle the former challenge now.

the components must be equal to within 1%. This leads us to

acceptable ranges for the massed/ff< [10.6,10.8] M and )

M, € [10.2,10.4] M, and an age [13.5, 14.7) million years. 4.1. Frequency analysis

As ana posteriori check, we computed the allowed masE)ur aim is to find the timescales associated with the shomt-te

ratio resulting from the brightness ratio obtained from tqe ' L .
. . L . lihe-profile variability and to connect each timescale wifibp
interferometry in Paperll and the mass-luminosity relatio

2 cer component to which it belongs. This is by no means straight-
lloggéé)g/ \6\/1e) th_us(?;‘irﬁtlj ?g.};%))nlgﬁi(ojgj;/ /]\]@1) (grl[g't;; Oe g%l' forward because the short-term variations have a signtfican
S . : 2/ 1 o lower amplitude than the orbital variations. Moreover, lihe
which is fulfilled by our solutions for the masses resultirgnf

. . ._profiles of both components are fully blended with each other
the spectroscopy and interferometry refined by the mocgelhnat all orbital phases. This required a specific non-stanaliaatt

Finally, the systematlc errors in thg semramphtudps aI_ is, the details of which are available in Ausseloos (2005)
call for a re-e\{aluatlon of the dynamlcal_ parallax given i ere, we present only a concise summary of the results. in par
Paperll. Following the same_approach asin Paperll and UStWilar, we point out that the complexity of the profile varia
20 errors _for th_e spectroscopic elements, we find 9.3+£0.3, tions due to the presence of moving subfeatures (see Ausselo
resulting in a distance of 1@84 pc. 2005, p. 28, Fig. 2.1 for examples and IElg. 3) does not favour a
standard radial-velocity analysis, but requires a seaclré-
guencies across the whole width of the profiles.

We perform an analysis of the intrinsic variability of the
Challenging aspects of massive star asteroseismologyharegrimary by using a two-dimensional (2D) frequency analysis
detection of numerous frequencies and their mode identificaethod first introduced by Gies & Kullavanijaya (1988) and
tion on the one hand, and the derivation of the fundamental gater defined as the Intensity Period Search (IPS) by Ted#ing
rameters of the target'(x, log g, M) with high precision on al. (1997). We used a 2D version of the Lomb-Scargle method

4. Analysis of the line-profile variability



10 Ausseloos et al.: Fundamental parameters and osailliéquencies of the SB2Cen

‘requency {c/d)

)
o
P =
£
]
1
o
o

A5

Wavelength (Angsirom) Wavelength (Angsirom)

Fig. 10. Grey-scale representation of the power spectrum obig. 11. Same as Fi§l._10, but after subtracting the secondary’s
tained at each wavelength position (given in units of thé-vadisentangled line profile and correcting for the primarylsital
ance) across the SilN 4552 .64 line profile by the application motion.
of the 2D Lomb-Scargle method to all CES spectra.

(Scargle 1982) for the time series of normalised flux values
at each wavelength across the profile. As we found a value of 12
0.0045c d ! for the half-width at half-maximum of the central 10

T T T T T T T

T TN I T T T N N

peak of the window function based on all CES data, and as the 6
2D frequency analysis is rather time consuming, we adopted 4
a frequency step of 0.001cd in a first stage. After having 2 ey
identified the main peak and its aliases, we recomputed the pe ié
riodograms with a factor 10 smaller frequency step arougad th 18

dominant peak and its aliases to check if the results rerdaine
valid, which was always the case for the relevant frequencie
mentioned below.

There exists a small wavelength range centred around 6
45494, at which only the primary’s line profile is present. We
first applied the 2D Lomb-Scargle method to the dataset com-
prising all the CES spectra. A graphical representatiorhef t
results is shown in Fig10. This figure reveals power excess
in the wavelength range between 455@nd 4557, which
is visible at frequencies below 3 cd. This is caused by the
shift of the secondary’s line profile due to its orbital meotio
However, clearly visible peaks occur between 5 and 9'cid
the power spectra at wavelengths between 454ad 4550,

This excess power can only be due to the primary, proving that
this component has short-term periodic variability.

To find the frequencies of the short-term variability of
the primary with better significance, we removed the highdrig. 12. Power spectra resulting from the addition of all
amplitude variability due to its orbital motion around thene the 1D periodograms over the wavelength range between
tre of mass. For this, we used the secondary’s disentangf&f9 and 4556.8. The panels correspond to different stages
line profile in combination with the orbit. We then compute@f Pprewhitening: original periodogram (upper panel), af-
the periodograms at each wavelength to construct a 2D pdt prewhitening with 7.415cd (middle panel), and after
odogram. The results for the CES spectra are shown ifiHig.Rréwhitening with 7.415 and 4.542 ¢t (lower panel).

(we omitted the CORALIE spectra for this plot due to their

larger noise level). We clearly reveal excess power actoess t

whole line profile of the primary at a frequency near 6.4¢d ondary’s long-term variability, but not its short-term iedility.

and its aliases. Therefore, the sum of all 1D periodograms shown in [Eljy. 12

We summed all the 1D periodograms (for both the CES andntains a mix of peaks due to the primary’s and secondary’s
CORALIE spectra) over the range 4549 and 45§6(5ig.[]]). short-term variability, if any. The upper panel unquesioly
The drawback is that this analysis method removes the sesveals 7.415cd! as the dominant frequency, although rather

[N
o

T T T T T T T

T I Y N T T N |

Scaled power

Frequency (c/d)
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strong aliasing still occurs for the whole dataset. We have 5t 4
shown above that this frequency belongs to the primary. The 2

middle panel of Fidl2 shows the periodogram that is obthine g :

after prewhitening the original data with 7.415¢'d It sug- o A

gests 4.542 cd!, or one of its aliases, as the second frequency. £ 1 I ]
After prewhitening with 7.415 and 4.542 ¢ 8, the power spec- @ 1t |
trum (lower panel) is dominated by peaks at lower frequencie 8 I s

The highest peak in the interval [3,10]cU appropriate for o -3t g

B3 Cephei stars occurs at 4.407c'd but it is not clear at this 1 1 1 1
stage whether this is another intrinsic frequency. We aafel
that there is evidence for unexplained additional power.

A study of the secondary’s intrinsic temporal behaviour is
by no means straightforward. Due to their large width, thie pr
mary’s line profiles extend over a wavelength range that com-
pletely includes the range spanned by the secondary’s time p
files during nearly all orbital phases. This makes it verficlift
to unravel the secondary’s line-profile variations, if aingm w ; ; ;
the ones of the primary. We applied the following pgocedure: 1.00
for each original spectrum, the primary’s SiNi4552.6A dis- '
entangled line profile was shifted according to the corradpo 0.99

0.98

Phase (mtradians)
o

ing orbital velocity and subsequently subtracted from thig-o
inal spectrum. We then computed a 2D Scargle periodogram &
as explained above. We subsequently added the power acrosg 0.97
subintervals of the total wavelength range [4547, 49‘367/1“ z 0.96
the same time, we determined the extent of the secondary’s ' ! ! ! !
line within that wavelength range (see Ausseloos 2005,,p.72 4550 4552 4554 4556
Fig.2.32 for more details). If the power is only significant i Wavelength (&)

the wavelength range spanned by the secondary, this isdcconsi

ered as a strong indication that the corresponding frequisncFig. 13. Phase behaviour across the profile calculated on

g_.415, 4.542)cd!. The upper (middle) panel shows the phase
behaviour off; (f2). The average line profile is given in the
I'ower panel.

malised flux

We carried out several tests by considering different su
datasets whose power distribution for candidate freq@snc
was calculated over different subintervals in wavelengtbm
all these tests, we conclude thyatalso belongs to the primary

and that no evidence of short-term variability in the linefples of £ andm are, respectively, one and two. Telting & Schrijvers

of the secondary was found in our dataset. It has to be sttes . C e
: ) : Ef'997 I fied that th thod handl It d
that all previously published period analysesiaten (Breger Iine-pr)o?ilseov\a/lfi[';tli(e)ns at the method can handle multiperiodi

1967; Shobbrook & Robertson 1968; Lomb 1975; Robertson . . . o :
) We applied this method to different combinations of alias
et al. 1999; Ausseloos et al. 2002) can no longer be trustedfas : . o 1 . .
; : requenciesfy, f2) with f; = 7.415cd~" or one of its adjacent
they all neglect the pulsations of the primary and assume th . . :
. . . allases, andf, = 5.546 or one of its adjacent aliases and the
the component with the deeper and narrower line profiles un- | h f h of th h i h b
dergoes the short-term variability results are the same for each of t em._T e resulting phase be-
' haviour for (f1,f2) = (7.415,4.542) cd' is shown in FiglZIB.
We obtain smooth phase distributions across the line profile
4.2. Mode identification which allow a reliable application of Telting & Schrijvers’
(1997) linear relations to estimate For the first frequency
An attempt was made to identify the modes of the primar§y = 7.415cd™!, we can read off a blue-to-red phase dif-
Given its strongly rotationally-broadened profiles, theppler ferenceAW; of 5r radians, irrespective of the value ¢f.
Imaging method was used. This method was introduced Bhis implies that; € [4, 7]. The phase diagram of 4.542cd
Gies & Kullavanijaya (1988) for the B0.7lll starPer, but sev- leads to a phase differencel ;, € [3.5,3.6] 7 radians, hence
eral authors have elaborated on it since (see, e.g., Telting/> € [3,5]. These results explain why variations in ground-
Schrijvers 1997 and references therein). Telting & Schrigv based photometry are absent becalgalues above two lead
(1997) took a major step forward by making a large Montée strong cancellation across the visible stellar disk chiata
Carlo simulation study from which they derived linear rielat  (see, e.g., Dziembowski 1977).
ships between the degréand the blue-to-red phase difference We scanned the database of seisphicephei star models
AV, of an observed frequengyon the one hand, and betweerand their oscillation frequencies computed by Ausselo@s. et
the azimuthal numbem and the phase difference of the firs{2004) once more, considering the tight limitations on thesp
harmonicAW¥,; on the other hand. The errors of the estimatésal parameters of Cen’s primary. Despite the narrow allowed
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range in the mass, the effective temperature, and the age ofgirofiles of both components are dominated by the variatibéns o
primary, we could find numerous predicted modes with a friie primary’s line profile.
quency nealf; or f, for the allowed models. As we have no  We detected two frequencies in the primary’s line-profile
definitive mode degree for the two frequencies, nor any esiariations by means of the 2D Lomb-Scargle method, but we
mate of their azimuthal orders, we cannot refine the physizaére not able to fix their value unambiguously due to aliasing
parameters of the primary from the oscillations at thisstag Notwithstanding the aliasing effect, we were able to resthie
value of the degreéto [4, 7] and [3, 5] for the first and second
mode, respectively. The detection of only two frequencies a
5. Conclusions the lack of unique mode identification prevented an in-depth
_ _ seismic study of the star, despite the fact that its fundaahen
We have shown a systematic error to occur in the semiyrameters are so tightly constrained by the binarity. Tilg o
amplitudes of the velocity curves, due to an underestim@clusion we could draw in this respect is that standatthste
tion of radial-velocity values in SB2 spectroscopic bieari ,qdels predict frequencies that are fully compatible wité t
with merged spectral line profiles. We provide methodolabicyyg detected ones.
schemes to solve for this systematic error. They are based ONyjery few accurate masses GiCephei stars are available,
spectral disentangling by means of teREL code (Hadrava pniaple exceptions being those with a seismic mass estimate
1997). We suggest that these schemes be used in any fU§ 129920: Aerts et al. 2003; 16 Lac: Thoul et al. 200&ri:
analyses of SB2s whenever their profiles can be successfly,y ainykh et al. 2004 and Ausseloos et al. 2004). The masses
disentangled. we derived here fof Cen, together with the estimates for its ef-
In the case OB Cen, the Systematic underestimation of th‘%ctive temperature' gravity, and age, constitute a tuugfart-
spectroscopic orbital semi-amplitudes led to an undemesti jng point for future seismic analyses of this massive binary
tion of the component masses of about 10%. We refined tigtinct short-event photometric variation 6fCen with am-
component masses of this massive binary by applicationiof gfitude of about 0.04 mag was observed by Balona (1977) on
analysis schemes to the available high-resolution spemily, one night. No period could be derived in these data, how-
and by combining the spectroscopic results with interfe&dm eyer. The lack of other claims of photometric variabilitytoé
ric measurements across the orbit, leading to a precisié#0f prightestamong alt Cephei stars, despite observational efforts
The accuracy was further improved by stellar modellingrigki (L.A. Balona, private communication), is nicely explainieyl
into account an extensive database of stellar evolutionefsodgr detection of pulsation modes with a high degree>(3).
with wide ranging values of the mass, and core convective Thjs clearly points out that one cannot hope to find a com-
overshooting. In this way, we find the component masses pﬂéte frequency spectrum of the p-modeg i@ephei stars from
pCen to beM; = 10.7 £ 0.1 Mg andM; = 10.3+ 0.1 Mo ground-based photometry alone. The same conclusion was re-
and its age to bé4.1 + 0.6 million yearS. These mass eSti'Cenﬂy drawn for the fast rotato:rOph on the basis of h|gh_
mates turn out to be fully compatible with the mass-lumityosiresplution spectroscopy and MOST space photometry (Walker
relation. The fact that we find Cen to have passed less thagt al. 2005). It is clear that high-precision photometritada

half of its main-sequence lifetime is compatible with itgihi from space are necessary to achieve a seismic interprettio
eccentricity and suggests that both components were formeden,

together, rather than having undergone a tidal captureabhe

sence of an IR excess (Aerts et al. 1999),apd@§ﬁ1i_ssion_in Acknowledgements. MA, CA, and KL are supported by the Fund
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