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ABSTRACT

Context. Several M dwarfs are targets of systematical monitoringeiarshes for Doppler signals caused by low-mass exoplanet
companions. As a result, an emerging population of hightiplidity planetary systems around low-mass stars aregheéaiected as
well.

Aims. We optimize classic data analysis methods and develop newtorenhance the sensitivity towards lower amplitude pgane
in high-multiplicity systems. We apply these methods tophblic HARPS observations of GJ 676A, a nearby and relatigeiet M
dwarf with one reported gas giant companion.

Methods. We rederived Doppler measurements from public HARPS spesing the recently developed template matching method
(HARPS-TERRA software). We used refined versions of pegoaims to assess the presence of additional low-mass coomgani
We also analysed the same dataset with Bayesian statsissand compared the performance of both approaches.

Results. We confirm the already reported massive gas giant candigateadong period trend in the Doppler measurements. In
addition to that, we find very secure evidence in favour of hew candidates in close-in orbits and masses in the suptr-fBass
regime. Also, the increased time-span of the observatibowsthe detection of curvature in the long-period trengygesting the
presence of a massive outer companion whose nature isratiéar.

Conclusions. Despite the increased sensitivity of our new periodogramistave find that Bayesian methods are significantly more
sensitive and reliable in the early detection of candidateads, but more works is needed to quantify their robusteminst false
positives. While hardware development is important inéasing the Doppler precision, development of data analysimiques can
help to reveal new results from existing data sets with icantly fewer resources. This new system holds the recordieimum-
mass range (from Msin~4.5 M, to 5 Mj,p) and period range (from+3.6 days to more than 10 years). Although all the planet
candidates are substantially more massive, it is the figblaxetary system with a general architecture similar tosolar system.

GJ 676A can be happily added to the family of high-multipliglanetary systems around M dwarfs.

Key words. techniques : radial velocities — methods : data analysiars:gplanetary systems — stars: individual :GJ 676A

1. Introduction 3.6m Telescope in La Silla-ESO observaj@file (Pepe et al.

. . 2003). The list of planets detected by HARPS is long and var-
Doppler spectroscopy is currently the mosteetive method joq a5 can be seen in the 35 papers of the s@hieHARPS
for deteCt.”?g planet candidates Ofb'“”g nearby stars. aite  goqrch for southern extra-solar planets. Instead of citing all of
rent precision enables the detection of planets of a fewhEaffam e refer the interested reader to the latest HARPS re-
masses in close-in orbits, especially around low-mass &tag., sults presented in Pepe et al. (2011), Mayor ktal. (2011, an
Mayor et al. 20|09). Two methods .ar“; cur.r(.enltly usedfto obtaik fiis et al. (2011). HARPS has demonstrated a radial veloc-
preC|.3|r?n Dopp ?Ir mgaﬁuremg_?ts |(;1 the visible pr?rt 0 tf?&]sp ity (RV) stability at the level of 1 m= on time-scales of several
trum: the gas cell and the stabilized spectrograph apprdd® years ‘Since January 2011, reduced data products derived fr
gas cell method consists on inserting a cell containingnediy,e 4ARPS data reduction software (DRS) are publicly avail-
gas in the beam of the telescope which provides a very a&urgle through a dedicated webpage in EX5@ll data used in this
method to solve for the wavelength solution, instrumental p work have been obtained from there.

file variability, and the Doppler changes in the stellar $pen The increasing demand for higher Doppler precision has

(Butler et al11996). The second approach is based on bgildirr1]10tivated a significant investment in hardware development
a mechanically stable fiber-fed spectrograph calibrated anm d a number gf new stabilized spectroaraphs are curre?lg] u
emission lamp.(Baranne et/al. 1996). HARPS is the best exag[le]- P grap y

ple of a stabilized spectrograph in operation. It is insthkt the r construction (e.g.. Wilken etlal. 2012). It is known, how
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ever, that the method employed by the HARPS-DRS to eperiodogram is typically applied to the residuals to asskss
tract RV measurements (cross-correlation function) isoptib there is a k1-th periodicity left. As noted by several authors
mal in exploiting the Doppler information in the stellar spe (Anglada-Escudé et gl. 2010; Lovis etlal. 2011b; Tubmi 3012
trum (Queloz 1995; Pepe et al. 2002), therefore developgnenbn-trivial correlations between parameters are likelyde
in the data analysis techniques are also required to reach ptrease the significance of (yet undetected) low-amplituge s
ton noise limited precision. We have recently developed rals. That is, as the number of the Keplerian signals in a inode
least-squares template matching method (HARPS-TERRA sdftcrease, the aliases of previously detected signals amer ot
ware, |Anglada-Escudé & Butler 2012; Anglada-Escudélet alon-trivial correlations seriouslyfiect the distribution of the
2012) that is able to derive precise RV measurements framsiduals and, unless the new signal is very obvious, a peri-
HARPS spectra obtaining a substantial increment of pratisiodogram of the residuals will not properly identify (evemeo
on K and M dwarfs. In Anglada-Escudé & Butler (2012), 34 obpletely confuse) the next most likely periodicity left iretdata.
servations on the MO dwarf GJ 676A were used to illustrate the To account for parameter correlation at the period search
improvementin precision of the HARPS-TERRA measuremeritsel, we developed a generalized version of the classkt-lea
compared to those used in the discovery paper of the massig@ares periodogram optimized for multiplanet detectianve
planet candidate GJ 676Ab_(Forveille etial. 2011). Addaion call recursive periodogram. Instead of adjusting sine-waves to
observations on this star have recently been releasedghtbe the residuals only, a recursive periodogram consists afstidg
ESO archive, and we applied HARPS-TERRA to extract nesll the parameters of the already detected signals togueiitier
RV measurements of the full set. In a preliminary analysis uthe signal under investigation. Even in there are cor@ati
ing classic periodogram methods, we found tentative evielercandidate periods will show prominently as long as the new so
for additional planets in the system. However, these pialny lution provides a net improvement of the previous globalisol
detections did not provide convincing results. Recent ldgse tion. In our approach and by analogy to previous least-sguar
ments in the Bayesian analysis methods of Doppler data, (efgeriodograms, a circular orbit (sinusoid) is always asslifoe
Tuomil201?) indicate that correlation between parameters she proposed new periodicity. When no previous planets ere d
riously dfect the sensitivity of periodogram-based methods tected, this is equivalent to the generalized least-sgupeg-
detecting additional low-amplitude signals. Moreovemefal odogram discussed by Zechmeister et al. (2009), and is aahatu
Bayesian analyses provide increased sensitivity to lowgglia generalization of the methods discussed by Cumming (2@04) t
tude signals(Tuomi 2012) and seem to be less prone to falaalti-Keplerian solutions. The graphical representatidrthe
positives than methods based on sequential periodogralyr anperiodogram is then obtained by plotting the obtained pkioo
ses of the residuals only (Tucmi 2011). the new planet (X-axis) versus the F-ratio statistic olgdiftom

In this work, we develop and test data analysis methods fitke fit (Y-axis). The highest peak in this representationdatks,
optimal detection of low-mass companions in multi-planetain a leasts-squares sense, the most likely periodic sigeakpt
systems and apply them to the HARPS-TERRA measuremeintshe data.
of GJ 676A. In Sectionl2, we describe a new periodogram-based As with any other classic least-squares periodogram method
approach (recursive periodogram) and review the Bayesial a one has to assess if adding a new signal is justified given the
ysis tools also developed to deal with multi-Keplerian fit4mprovement of the fit. As proposed by Cummiing (2004), we
Section[B reviews the stellar properties of GJ 676A, dessribuse the F-ratio statistic to quantify the improvement offthef
the observations, discusses periodicities detected witgdh-  the new model (k1 planets) compared to the null hypothesis (k
dices and describes the previously detected candidatesi{as- planets). The F-ratio as a function of the test period is eeifas
sive gas giant and a long-period trend, Forveille etal. 2011
Sectior[4 analyses the RVs of GJ 676A using these tools. Both

methods (recursive periodggrams and Bayesian analyses) ag Cv(z) —x2)/(Nie1 — Ny)
in the detection of two additional sub-Neptysigper-Earth mass F(P) = 2 (N N ) (1)
candidates in close-in orbits. We also use the opportuoitgst Xp/(Nobs = Nir1)

the sensitivity of both detection methods by applying thera t
subset of observations (first 50 epochs). We find that, whide twherey? is the chi-squared statistic for the model with k-planets
recursive periodogram approach is able to only spot oneeof tfhull hypothesis)y? is the chi-squared statistic at the test period
additional signals at low confidence, a Bayesian analysiséa p, N, is the number of free parameters in the model with k-
ready recover the same candidates obtained from the fulifseplanets, and\y, 1 is the number of free parameters in the model
observations. In secti¢n 5 we identify and discuss a fewogéri  including one more candidate in a circular orbit at peffodror
ities in some of the activity indices. Finally, in Sectldn 6 place 3 circular orbit, the number of additional parametsgs; — Nk
the unique features of the planetary system around GJ 676A4p (amplitude and phase of a sinusoid). Assuming laige,
the context of the currently known population of exoplamets  statistical independence of the observations, and Gaussia
provide some concluding remarks. rors, F(P) would follow a Fisher F-distribution witfNy,; — Nk
andNgys — Ny;1 degrees of freedom. The cumulative distribution
i (integral from 0O to the obtained F-ratio) is then used as tmdic
2. Data analysis methods dence levet at eachP (also called single-frequency confidence
level). Because the period is a strongly nonlinear paramneseh
peak in a periodogram must be treated as an independent exper
Classic least-squares periodograms and derived methadent (so-called independent frequencies). Given a diatime
(Scarglel 1982; Cumming 2004) consist of adjusting a sineumber of independent frequenciglscan be approximated by
wave (equivalent to a circular orbit) to a list of test pedodPninAT, whereA T is the time baseline of the observations and
and plot these periods against some measure of merit. WH&, is the shortest period (highest frequency) under considera
k-periodic signals are detected in the data, the correspgndtion. Given M, the analytic false alarm probability is finatle-
Keplerian model is subtracted from the data and a leastreguaived as FAR- 1 —cV.

2.1. Recursive periodograms
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Since the fully Keplerian problem is very nonlinear, seVergositives, we will not seriously contaminate the curremhgke
iterations at each test period are necessary to ensurergegmoe  of ~700 RV detected exoplanets with spurious detections. As a
of the solution. A typical recursive periodogram considteet- first saving measure and given that analytic FAPs are known to
ing several thousands of such solutions and, therefors, d@t i be over-optimistic, we only compute empirical FAPs if the@an
time-consuming task. As a result, special care has to bentakgtical FAP prediction is already lower than 1%. The chante o
in using a robust and numericallyfieient model to predict the obtaining a false alarm in a trial is a Poisson process aedeth
observables. We found that a slight modification of the pararfore, the uncertainty in the empirical FAP is vNraps/Nyials-
eterization given by Wright & Howard (2009) provided the beur aim is to guarantee that the empirical FARi8% at a 4¢
match to our needs. The only change we applied was using téeel, so we designed the following strategy to minimizettie
initial mean anomalM instead of the time of periastraiy as number of Monte Carlo trials. That is, we first run 1000 trials
a free parameter. These two quantities are relatedrdy/®P = If no false-alarms are detected, the candidate is acceptetha
—Mo. From this expresion one can see that the replacementaoflytic FAP is used to provide an estimate of the real one. If
To by Mg eliminates the non-linear coupling betweEpandP. the number of trials generating false alarms is between 2and
Wright & Howard (2008) also provide the partial derivativefs (estimated FARQ.1-3%), we extend the number of trials td* 10
the observables (radial velocity) in a numericalfficent rep- If the updated FAP is lower than%%6, we stop the simulations
resentation. The partial derivative of the RV with respedify, and accept the candidate. If the empirical FAP is still betwe
(instead of ) is trivially obtained as minus the partial deriva-0.5 and 15%, 5 1@ trials are obtained and the derived FAP is
tive of the radial velocity with respect to the mean anontaly used to decide if a candidate is accepted. While the conipntat
(ov/oMg = —dv/dE). Beyond this change, the adopted moddime for 1000 trials in a single processor is prohibitivelgin
is identical to the one given In Wright & Howard (2009) so, fothe computation of many recursive periodograms can beyeasil
the sake of brevity, we do not provide the full descriptiomehe parallelized in modern multi-processor desktop computers
To accelerate convergence at each test period, we first Bolvethe GJ 676A dataset and aB)-planet model, 19trials would
linear parameters only. Next, we use the Levenberg-Madjuatake 2.3 days on one 2.0 GHz CPU. The same computation on 40
(Levenberg 1944) method to smoothly approach jhemini- logical CPUs takes 1.4 hours, allowing one to obtain emagiric
mum and, finally, a few interations of a straight nonlineaiste FAP runs with 1610 trials in less than a week.
squares solver (Press etlal. 1992) are used to quickly coater
the final solution. Although fitting for k-planets at eachttps-
riod would seem a very time-consumingjat, we are implicitly
assuming that the solver is already close to ghdocal mini- As in e.g/Tuomi((2012), the Bayesian analyses of the RVs of
mum. Therefore, relatively few nonlinear iterations (be¢én 20 GJ 676A were conducted using samplings of the posterior-prob
and 50) are typically enough to reach the closest local minim ability densities, estimation of Bayesian evidences, aecor-
Since all orbits are re-adjusted, and even though the metfilbd responding model probabilities based on these samples.
sufers from some of the typical pitfalls of sequential Keplaria  \We sampled the posterior densities using the adaptive
fitting (e.g., the solver can still become stuck on local mia), Metropolis algorithm[(Haario et 4. 2001), also describeige-
the solution at each test period always has a higher signdéa sjvely in[Tuomi (20111). Because it converges reliably arid-re
than a periodogram on the residuals, especially when paeasetively rapidly to the posterior density in most situation® per-
are correlated. formed several samplings of the parameter space of eachimode

Itis known that the assumptions required by the F-ratistegbifferent samplings were started withffdrent initial states to
might not be stricly satisfied by RV observations. Therefare ensure that the global probability maximum of the parameter
empirical scheme is always desirable to better asses theoFARpace was found for each model. If they all converged to the
a new detection. Since the recursive periodogram is a kiraigame solution, we could confidently conclude that the corre-
generalization of least-squares periodograms, we addpted sponding maximum was indeed the global one. This check was
brute-force Monte Carlo method proposed_ by Cumming (200g¢rformed because it is possible that the Markov chainsrheso
to obtain empirical estimates of the FAPs. That is, we comgbutstuck in a local maximum if it is siciently high and the initial
recursive periodograms on synthetic datasets and counted Istate happens to be close to it. As a result, we could theabigli
many times spurious peaks with higher power than the signal estimate the parameters using the maxinauposteriori (MAP)
der investigation were obtained by an unfortunate arraggemestimates and Bayesian credibility sets (BCSs) as unngyies-
of the noise. Each Monte Carlo trial consists of : 1) taking thtimates (Tuomi & Kotirania 2009).
residuals to the model with k-planets and randomly perreutat The Bayesian evidence of each model was calculated
them over the same observing epochs, 2) adding back the siging the one block Metropolis-Hastings (OBMH) estimate
nal of the model with k-planets, 3) re-adjusting the solutioth  (Chib & Jeliazkol? 2001). It requires a statistically reetative
k-planets (new null hypothesis), 4) computing the recergig- sample from the posterior, available due to posterior senmg)
riodogram on this new synthetic dataset and, 5) recordieg thnd can be used to assess the evidence and the correspond:
highest F-ratio in a file. The FAP will be the number of timeihg model probabilities with relatively little computatial efort
we obtain an F-ratio higher than the original one dividedti®y t when determining the number of Keplerian signals in an Rédat
number of trials. set favoured by the data (elg. Tuomi 2011, 2012; Tuomilet al.

A recursive periodogram can take a few tens of minutes d2011).
pending on the number of datapoints and number of planets in Using the OBMH estimates, we determined the probabili-
the model. While this is not a serious problem while explgrinties of the models with diering numbers of Keplerian signals.
one dataset, it becomes a problem when FAPs have to be emidiowever, we did not blindly choose the model with the great-
ically computed for many thousands of Monte Carlo trials. Asst posterior probability and added it to the solution untesee
a general rule, we accept new candidates if they show an esetection criteria were also satisfied. We required thattti&)
pirical FAP lower than 1%. While this threshold is arbitraity posterior probability of a model witk+ 1 Keplerian signals was
guarantees that even if some of the proposed candidateslsee fat least 150 times greater than that of a model Witsignals

2.2. Bayesian analysis methods
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Table 1. Basic parameters of GJ 676A from HARPS spectra recently made public through the ESO

archive. The spectra are provided extracted and waveleadth

Parameter Value Reference ibrated by the HARPS-DRS. Each HARPS spectrum consists
of 72 echelle appertures covering the visible spectrum &etw
RA. 17.3011.203 @) 3800 and 6800 A. The average spectral resolution/ist =
Dec. L, 513813104 (a) 110000 and each echelle apperture consists of 4096 extracte
Ui [mas yrl] -260.02+ 1.34 (@) elements (or pixels). The set of public 75 spectra have bben o
‘léD“ [mas yr=] - -184.29+0.82 (2) tained by several programmes over the years and typicalexpo
arallax [mas] 60.79 1.62 (€G] . .
va 9.585+ 001 (b) sure tlme_s vary between SQO to 900 s_econds. The mean smnal-t
Kb 5.825+ 0.03 ©) noise ratio (8\) at 6000 A is 60 and, in a few cases, it can be as
Sp. typé MOV (b) low as 22. Doppler measurements derived with HARPS-TERRA
Mass [M]¢ 0.71+0.04 (d) are diferential against a very highll$ template spectrum gener-
FeH +0.23+ 0.10 (e) ated by coadding all observations. The secular accelerefiect
Mean S-index 1.4@0.01 ® (Zechmeister et al. 2009) was subtracted from the RVs ukiag t

Notes. (a) HIPPARCOS catalogue,[ (van Leeuweén 2007) (bgf'th;ASFfaCrOS (van Leeuwkn 2007) proper motion and parallax

(Koen et al.l 2010) (c) 2MASS catalogue, (Skrutskie et al. 620@l) o babl b I . read
Using (Delfosse et al. 2000) (e) Using (Johnson & Apps 2069Ntis ne (probably tWO) su 'St? ar companions were already re-
work ported for the system In Forveille et al. (2011). The mostyro

nent one is a massive gas giant candidate with a period of

, - - | - . - 1060 days and a semi-major amplitude~0120 m s . Strong
(Kass & Raftery_ 1925, Tuomi 2011, 2012; Tuomi et al. “Ollévidence for a second, very long period candidate was atso pr
(2) the RV amplitudes of every signal were significantly geea <o by Forveille et al (2011) because of a strong trend de-
than zero[(Tuorli .ZO'LZ)’ (3) and that the periods of ea_ch f‘;'g'%cted in the residual to the one-planet fit. Forveille e(2011)
were well-constrained from above and below because if this W,

"8 Walready noted that the magnitude of this trerd8(m st yr1)
not the case, we could not tell whether the correspondim@sg 55 100 high to be explained by the gravitational pull of GBB7
were indeed of Keplerian nature and periodic ones. Thesede

. L - . . . i [ with
tion criteria have been usedlin Tuomi (2012) and they apmnea:g::ax value of- 0.05m s°). Even after subtracting a model wi

. ; X e planet and a trend, Forveille et al. (2011) also notettiiea
provide reliable results in terms of the most trustworthyniver _RMS of the residuals was significantly highet(6 m s) than

O.f sign_als in an RV data set. We cIa_im a detection of a l.(eme”%e reported uncertainties (1 to 1.5 m 3, which was sugges-
signal in the data if the Markov chains of several samplir@s € e of potential additional candidates. A reanalysis a 40

verge to a solution that satisfies the criteria 1-3 above. spectra available {o Anglada-Escudé & Butler (2012) corsi
The prior probability densities were chosen to have the sagig; “eyen with the increased precision derived using HARPS

quantitative forms as in Tuomi (2012), in which e.g. the p&fa tEpRA (RMS 3.2 m sb), the star did show a significant excess
eter space of the RV amplitude was limited to [0, 20] fs of RV variability. '

However, because the RV data contain the obvious Keplerian | o preliminary analysis of the new 75 HARPS-TERRA

signal of_a massive candld_ate and_ a long-period trend reqhorhVS’ periodograms of the residuals to the two Keplerian-solu
bylForveille et al.(2011) with amplitudes clearly largeatf20 o (gas giant+ trend) showed several tentative high peaks at
ms~, the first wo signals were allowed to explore a widesg 59 and 3.6 days. While a solution including the 36 and 3.6
range O,f semi-major ampllt_udes, i.e., [0, 2QO]14hsAIso,_ .f(.)l' day signals provided a very extreme reduction of the RMShffro
Iqwmg (Tuomil201P2), we did not set the prior probabilitiefs 03 1+t0 1.6 m st ), the peaks in the periodograms of the residu-
different models equal but set them such that for moddis s yrovided analytic FAP estimates too high to be acceptabl
and M., it holds that the prior probabilities satisB(Mi) = (~ 5%). A preliminary Bayesian analysis of the same new RVs
2P(M1) for all values ofk. (methods described in_Tudmi 2012), also indicated that-addi
tional candidates were strongly favoured by the data. As ile w
show in the analysis section, the RV measurements of GJ 676A
are a textbook example where signal correlation preveptdeh
tection of lower amplitude signals using periodogram megho
GJ 676 is a common proper-motion pair of M dwarfs. The prbased on the analysis of the residuals only.
mary (GJ 676A) has been classified as an MOV star (Koen et al.
2010). Using the empirical relations of Delfosse etlal. ()00 i
the 2MASS JHK photometryl (Skrutskie ef al._2006), and it¢ Planetary system : new candidates
trigonometric parallax_(van Leeuwen 2007), we derive a mag
of 0.71 M, for GJ 676A. The star does not show strong evi-
dence of activity or youth and, therefore, it is a good caattid For the recursive periodogram analysis and FAP computgtion
for high-precision RV studies(Forveille et'al. 2011). Thesic a 1.0 m s? jitter was added in quadrature to the nominal un-
parameters of GJ 676A are given in Table 1. The fainter memertainty of each RV measurement. This value was chosen be-
ber of the pair (GJ 676B) has been classified as an M3V andcause, for any multi-planet solution we attempted, abottO
currently separated 50 from A. From its HIPPARCOS paral- m s always had to be added in quadrature to match the nomi-
lax, this corresponds to a minimum separation of 800 AU and aal uncertainties to the RMS of the residuals. As a doublelche
orbital period longer than 20 000 years. At this separatioa, of the robustness of the solution, we repeated the analgsis a
maximum acceleration of GJ 676A caused by GJ 676B on auming a jitter level of 0.5 m$, 1.5ms?, 2.0 ms'and 2.5
line of sight is about @5 m st yr1. ms?t. The 0.5 ms! value is the minumum uncertainty that,
New radial velocity measurements were obtained usirgcording to Bonfils et al. (2011), has to be added to each mea-
the HARPS-TERRA software (Anglada-Escudé & Butler 201urement to acccount for the uncertainties in the wavetesot

3. Stellar properties, observations and previous
work

S1. Recursive periodogram analysis
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800 [— | — significance of this second signal thanks to the simultaseou
700 == b 1060 days ] adjustment of the orbit of the first candidate. As discussed i
o 800 — — the Bayesian analysis section, the period and parameténsof
= 500 [— 7 candidate are poorly constrained and only some nominakgalu
LT_ ggg = E are given for reference. For detection purposes only, we con
200 - E servatgly assume that it can pe adequately reproduced Hi a fu
100 F- = Keplerian solution and added it to the model.
ok L " 1% After the first two signals were included, the recursive peri
400 odogram search for a third companion revealed one additiona
o 300 |— c (trend)! ] periodicity at~ 35.5 days (F-ratie 17.5). The analytic FAP was
= 200 - 3'2000; days] 0.155%, Whlch V\_/arranted the empirical FAP computationhén t
5 L : - first 1000 trials, five trials generated false alarms (FA@.5%),
H- 100 — = meaning that more trials were necessary to securely astes if
0 sl A = FAP is< 1%. An extended run with TQrials produced an em-
25 - | = pirical FAP of ~ 0.44%, therefore the candidate was finally ac-
o 20— € !356days 196 ] cepted. These candidate (GJ 676Ae) corresponded to a super-
=15 -'_'——'1111111‘—”—‘3—‘;‘—5??iiiiiiiiiiii'—"—'% Earthysub-Neptune mass candidate withsini ~ 11Mg,. Even
L 10 i | i ! i - though the preferred eccentricity was rather high0(6) quasi-
5 . circular orbits are still allowed by the data. This candidaibuld
0 receive~2.6 times more stellar radiation than the Earth receives
25 | ] form the Sun. According 1o Selsis et al. (2007), it means iddo
o d 1560 4ays 196 ] hardly be able to keep liquid water on its surface.
7 15 pus booohononn e e Again, this 35.5 day candidate was included in the models as
N ] g a third full Keplerian signal and a recursive periodograarske
5 = was obtained to look for additional companions. A strong iso
22 lated peak (F-ratio 19.5,43.6 days) was the next promising
o0 - = signal, sh_owing an a_nalytic FAP as low as 0.15 %. Only_ one test
2 o e over the first 1000 trials generated an spurious peak withdrig
S Q0 power, indicating that the FAP is significantly lower than,1%
W 5 I . I I .h‘ = and the candidate was immediately accepted. The new cdadida
0 - (GJ 676Ad) has a minimum mass-e4.5 Mg and it is certainly
1 10 100 1000 10000 too close to the star to support liquid water on its surface.
Period [days] The recursive periodogram search for a fifth signal showed

. ) ) o . that the next tentative periodicities have analytic FAmatt0%

Fig. 1. Detection periodograms from most significant signal tgr higher level, which did not satisfy our preliminary deten

less significant one (top to bottom). Black lines are legstases criteria and accordingly we stopped searching for additioan-

periodograms computed on the residuals to the k-planet modgdates. Even though four planet signals might seem a lengiv

The red dots represent the refined orbital solution wittik thatonly 75 RVs were used, the amplitudes of the close-in low

planets at each test period as obtained by the recursive pafhss companions are relatively high{3 m s , see Figurl2)

odogram. The resulting sampling of the red dots is not umiforcompared to the final RMS of the solution (1.6 M $and the

in frequency because the testedlkperiod is also allowed to nominal uncertainties.

adjust. As discussed at the begining of this Section, we tested the
robustness of the four-planet solution by applying the rewe
periodogram approach assumingfelient levels of jitter. Table

lution and intra-night stability of HARPS, while 2.5 m'swould [2 lists the analytic FAP estimates obtained usirftedent jitter

correspond to the random jitter on a moderately active M @wdevels. Tabl€R shows that the analytic FAP for the fourthdean

(e.g. GJ 433 and HIP 12961 announced in_Delfosse et all 20@2ate becomes even lower when higher jitter levels are assume

Forveille et al/ 20111, respectively). The results obtainsithg This is, the signals become more significant when the RV mea-

different jitter assumptions were slightlyffidirent, but still pro- surements are given more similar weight, which is equivalen

duced the same four-planet solution. These alternativelsea to admitting that a significant contribution to the noiseel{s

are briefly discussed at the end of the section. andor instrumental) is not accounted for in the individual mea-

As seen in the top panel of Figurk 1, there is little doubt ggrement uncertainties. In the next section, we show theg on

the reality of the first previously reported candidate GJgy6 @ converging solution is found, a fully Bayesian approaat ca

(Forveille et all 2011). As a second signal and instead d@fiditt consistently account for the unknown ammount of jitter atiitl s

a trend, we performed a recursive periodogram search faz-a sgentify the same four candidates as the most likely pecitds

ond planet with periods between 1.1 and 50 000 days, obtainiA the data.

a preferred solution of about 4000 days. As for GJ 676Abgther

is little doubt on the statistical significance of this sitjtrand

(analytic FAP threshold of 1% is around 15, while the sigre h

an F-ratio of several hundreds), and a peadohit twice the time As discussed, there no doubt that RV data of GJ 676A contain

baseline indicates the detection of significant curvatsee top- the signal of a massive planeh{ = 4.9M;,) with an orbital

left panel in(2). As shown in the second panel of Fidure 1, thperiod of roughly 1060 days (Forveille et al. 2011) and a long

recursive periodogram (red dots) compared to the peri@ogrperiod trend. A model with a Keplerian signal and a lineandre

of the residuals (black line) is able to massively improve thwas chosen as the starting point of the Bayesian analyses.

4.2. Bayesian analysis
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Fig.2. Phase-folded radial velocity curves of the reported newmgtl@andidates. Even though curvature is clearly deted¢tgd (
right panel), the orbit of the of longer period companionti goorly constrained.

Table 2. Analytic false-alarm probability of planet candidates eameter space. The Markov chains quickly converged to a solu

and d as a function of assumed stellar jitter. tion that contained the same periodic signal at 35.4 days tha
was also spotted by the recursive periodograms. The mottel wi
Jitter FAPe FAPd k = 3 Keplerians was found to have a posterior probability
(ms') () (%) 2.0x10° times that of a model with = 2 Keplerians (TablE]3).
0.5 0.15 0.42 The signal at 35.4 days corresponds to a planet candiddtewit
1.0 016 0.16 minimum mass of 11.5 M When sampling the parameter space
%g 81(13 8-82 of a four-Keplerian model, we identified a fourth strong sign

in the data with a period of 3.60 days. This was, again, theesam
fourth period spotted by the recursive periodogram. Ourtgmt
Table 3. Relative posterior probabilities of models wikh = 0f the model withk = 4 further increased the model probability
1,...,4 Keplerian signals &t with or withour a linear trend by a factor of 2.&10' compared to a model witk = 3, so

(LT), the Bayesian evidenc@&{d| M), and RMS values. we could conclude that this 3.60 day periodicity was alsy ver
confidently present in the data (Table 3).
K P(Mdd) logP(dIM) RMS [ms]] The search for additional periodic signals failed to idignti
T+LT  1.0x10°30 294.0 2.50 significant periodicities so we conclude that the model prob
2 1.8<10°Y7 -192.8 3.00 bilities imply the existence of four Keplerian signals: timas-
3 3.6x10712 -179.9 2.20 sive companion GJ 676Ab at 1.8 AU; a trend with some cur-
4 ~1 -152.9 1.67 vature suggesting the presence of another massive giargtpla

in a long-period orbit; and two previously unknown planet-ca
didates with orbital periods of 3.60 and 35.4 days and mini-

While spotting the signature of the massive planet in the Rv@Um masses of 4.4 and 11.5,MTable[4; Fig[2). These sig-
was trivial, we observed that instead of a linear trend, #m-s nals satisfied all detection criteria. That is, the radidbeity
plings preferred a second Keplerian, indicating significamva- amplitudes were strictly positive and their periods, afanmn
ture. Therefore, the second model to be tested containsethe t the long-period signal, were well-constrained and hadavarr
modelled as a Keplerian. However, because the long-peiged glistributions in the parameter space. In addition to the MvaP
nal could not be constrained, we fixed its eccentricity and peameter estimates, standard errors, and 99% BCSs in [hble 4,
riod to their most probable values in the parameter spaae (fge show the distributions of the periods, RV amplitudes, ead
period, this space was the interval between 1 arib,gk@lays, centricities in Fig[(B. These distributions show that — afram
whereTys is the baseline of the data) throughout the analysdBe eccentricities of the two new low-mass companions, whic
Because the orbit is only partially covered by the time-base peaked close to zero — all densities were close to Gaussian in
of the observations, we could not constrain its other paterse shape.
much either, therefore only the MAP values for this candidat
are given in Tabl€l4 as a reference. Fixing period and ecc
tricity, however, allowed us to draw representative sasfrlem
the parameter space and to calculate reliable estimatabdor To assess the reliability of our solution to the GJ 676A RV a
Bayesian evidence of each model. The curvature in the lorigdeed that of the Bayesian methods in general in assesgng t
period trend was so clearly present in the data that inctudim-  existence of Keplerian signals in RV data, we performed & tes
vature (through a fixed period-eccentricity Kepleriany@ased analysis of the first 50 epochs only. The purpose of this tast w
the model probability by a factor of 1x80'3 and decreased theto investigate whether we could spot the same signals, and re
RMS of the residuals from 4.59 to 3.00 g Table[3). ceive the same solution from a smaller number of obsenstion

We continued by adding a third Keplerian signal to the stdhe 50 first epochs have a baseline of approximately 1199 days
tistical model and performed samplings of the correspappa  (roughly two thirds of the full baseline of 1794 days), and be

3. Robustness of the Bayesian solution
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Fig. 3. Distributions estimating the posterior densities of ahiteriods Py), radial velocity amplitudes{x) and eccentricities),
and three constrained Keplerian signals. The solid cunze@aussian density with the same meanand varianced?) as the
parameter distribution. Additional statistics, mode yskess (%) and kurtosis*) of the distributions are also shown.

Table 4. Orbital solution of the three innermost companions of GJA@6d the excess RV jitter. MAP estimates, the standard
errors, and the 99% BCSs.

Parameter GJ 676Ad GJ 676Ae GJ 676Ab GJ 676Ac(trend)
P [days] 3.600@:0.0008 [3.5978, 3.6022] 35.2D.07 [35.10, 35.45] 1050+3.2 [1046.9, 1053.7] 4400
e 0.15+0.09 [0, 0.42] 0.240.12 [0, 0.56] 0.3280.004 [0.318, 0.339] 0.2
K [ms™] 2.30+0.32[1.35, 3.19] 2.620.32 [1.66, 3.57] 117.420.42 [116.18, 118.66] 41
w [rad] 5.5+1.9 [0,21] 5.8+2.2 [0, Z] 1.525+0.012 [1.491, 1.557] 6.21
Mo [rad] 4.1+1.7 [0, 1] 0.9+2.0 [0, 1] 0.957+0.036 [0.844, 1.056] 3.1
oj[ms™] 1.38£0.18 [0.95, 1.97]

Derived parameters

a[AU] 0.0413+0.0014 [0.037, 0.045] 0.180.007 [0.17, 0.21] 1.8600.07 [1.62, 1.99] 5.2
m, sini [Mg] 4.4+0.7 [2.4,6.4] 11.51.5[6.5, 15.1] 1578100 [1190, 1770] 951
m, sini [Mjyp] 0.014+0.002 0.036:0.005 4.950.31 3.0
S/SZ, 48.1 2.3 0.025 0.003

Notes. ) Since all parameters are poorly constrained, the the MARRisalis provided for orientative purposes only.
() Stellar irradiance S at the planet’s orbit divided by the fleseived by the Earth from the Surg}S

cause of their lower number, we expected them to constrain tf 1.0x10% which clearly exceeded the detection threshold of
model parameters less, i.e. yielding broader posteriositles, 150. Furthermore, we also identified a third periodicity £03
and that the model probabilities are less strongly in fawafur days when increasing the complexity of the statistical rhbgle
— possibly even against — the existence of the two new plaraelding another Keplerian signal to it. This model was&.@
candidates reported in this work. times more probable than the model whtk 2, so we could con-
Again, we started with a model containing a single Kepleriatiude that three planet candidates and a linear trend werao/|
signal and a linear trend. These were easy to spot from the girongly suggested by these initial 50 RVs. Moreover, the tw
tial RV set and we could identify the same massive planet camew low-amplitude periodic signals satisfy our detectidteda
didate and trend reported by Forveille et al. (2011, 69 CC&-medy having amplitudes strictly above zero (2.27 [1.00, 3ms]*
surements were used in that work). However, when we saand 2.83 [1.48, 4.04] ms for GJ 676A e and d, respectively)
pled the parameter space of a two-Keplerian model, we napidind well-constrained orbital periods (3.6000 [3.5963034
discovered another Keplerian signal at a 35.5 day period. Ttlays and 35.48 [35.16, 35.90] days, respectively). Thistwi
corresponding two-Keplerian solution together with theedir is consistent with the one received for the full data set inlda
trend increased the posterior probability of the model bycadr [, which implies that the two new planets could already have
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been detected in the HARPS RVs when the 50th spectrum wa: *° AR AR AR B ]

obtained back in October 2009, possibly even earlier. 15 o —
We performed the recursive periodogram analysis of theg [ 5% 3

same 50 epochs. Again, the massive GJ 676Ab and the tren] *°

were also trivially detected. Then we attempted a recunsdse 5l

riodogram search for a third Keplerian. This search spdtied ”

35.5 day signal as the next most likely periodicity, but jded T s ST

an analytic FAP of 15 %, which did not satisfy our preliminary 2 ——r R e ————
detection criteria (analytic FAR 1%). In order to check if the FWHM -
3.6 days candidate could be inferred by periodogram methods % 1%

o 5%___1

we added the 35.5 days signal to the model and performed a reg ,, %]

cursive periodogram search for a fourth candidate. Alttoalg &

peak at 3.6 days was present, it was not, by far, the mosffisigni 5 -
cant periodicity suggested as the fourth signal. o il LT —

This result implies that Bayesian methods are clearly more 10 perio dllggysl 1000
sensitive in detecting low-amplitude signals comparedias-c
sic periodogram approaches (even compared to our newly &ég.4. Periodograms of the bisector span (top) and the full-
veloped recursive periodogram method). Even if a reasearcidth-at-half-maximum of the cross-correlation functioot-
prefers to obtain frequentist confirmation (e.g., empirl&P) tom). No periodic signals with analytic FAP smaller than 5%
of a signal before announcing it, early Bayesian detecto@ams were detected in either index.
be used to optimize observational strategies and sampleethe
riods of interest. We are conducting simulations with setith
dataset to identify failure modes of the proposed Bayesietiim Doppler counterpart(30 m s ). Following the same approx-
ods (e.g., identify situations that could generate falssitpes) imate rule, and given that the RMS of BIS on GJ 676A is 4.7
and refine the detection criteria accordingly. m s, only spurious Doppler signals substantially strongentha

K~5 m s are expected to produce any measureafitsceon

the BIS. The two newly proposed candidates have amplitudes
5. Analysis of three activity indices smaller than 3 m¥ and, therefore the absence of periodicities

in BIS does not provide a good diagnostic to assess theyredalit
In this section we analyse the variability of some represtére  these signals.
activity indices and discuss their possible relation to plep On M dwarfs, FWHM has been shown to be mofieetive
signals. HARPS-TERRA obtains the CalkH activity index in identifying activity induced Doppler signals. For exaep
(S-index in the Mount Wilson system, Baliunas et al. 199%) aFwHM measurements on GJ 674 (Bonfils €f al. 2007) revealed
collects the measurements provided by the HARPS-DRS for tweat the second signal detected in the RVS6 days) was prob-
of the cross-correlation function (CCF) parameters thatedgo ably related to the presence of a persistant dark spot. Sigil
sensitive to stellar activity : bisector span (or BIS), fwidth at  the H, index, the S-index, and additional photometric follow-up
half-maximum of the CCF (or FWHM). revealed the same periodicity (which is likely related te thta-

The S-index is directly measured by HARPS-TERRA on thiion period of the star). Another example is the FWHM periadi
blaze-corrected spectra using the definitions given byd eval. ity reported by Anglada-Escudé et al. (2012) and Delfossd e
(2011&) and is an indirect measurement of the chromosph€f012) on the M dwarf GJ 667C. Again, the FWHM and the S-
emission. Because the strength of the magnetic fifldces index both showed a signal with almost identical periodyrsgty
the dficiency of convection, some spurious RV signals coulsliggesting that distortions of the mean spectral line waused
correlate with variability in the S-index_(Lovis etlal. 2G0)1 by a magnetic feature corrotating with the star. This argume
Magnetically active regions can also introduce perio@isiin was used to cast doubts on the reality of a candidate Doppler
the S-index as the star rotates (e.g Bonfils et al. 2007). T8e Bsignal at~ 91 days (GJ 667Cd?). Applying the recursive peri-
is a measure of the asymmetry of the average spectral line atbgram method to the FWHM measurements of GJ 676A, we
should correlate with the RV if the observefisets are caused do detect a strong isolated periodicity at 80.75 days withraar
by spots or plages rotating with the slar (Queloz &t al. 2019  Iytic FAP of 0.043 % that could be related to the stellar riotat
FWHM is a measure of the width of the mean spectral line arithe search for a second signal does not reveal any peak above
its variability is usually associated with changes in thevex- the 10% analytic FAP threshold. None of the Doppler signals
tive patterns on the stellar surface that might also indpceis appear to be remotely related to this 80.75 day period.
ous RV dfsets. Since the connection between activity and RV We also performed a recursive periodogram analysis of the
jitter on M dwarfs is still only poorly understood (Lovis di a S-index, expecting to detect some counterpart to the FWHM
2011a), we restrict our analyses to evaluate if any of thee@sd variability. Surprinsingly, the S-index does show a sigait
has periodicities similar to the detected RV candidates. with a period of~ 930 days (FAR 0.01%). Although the signal

As shown in Figuré€l4 (upper panel), no strong periodicitidgas a similar period as the GJ 676Ab candidate, this coincigle
were detected on the BIS. However, diagnostics based on tes not mentioned in the discovery paper|/by Forveille et al.
line symmetries have low discriminating power for M dwarfg(2011). Even if the periods are similar, two arguments fatoe
A comparison active star with a similar spectral type is AlbLeKeplerian interpretation of the candidate as a planett,FRing
(GJ 388), which is a fast rotator {R.2 days) and is magneti- signal in the S-index is not in phase (or anticorrelatedi e
cally active (Morin et al. 2008). On AD Leo, BIS has been founBoppler one. Second, Gomes da Silva etlal. (2012) have shown
to strongly correlate with RVs (Bonfils etlal. 2011). The amplthat RV dfsets correlated with the variability of the S-index
tude of the variability of BIS was found to be 10 times smallgjor similar spectroscopic indices) are at the level of a few m
(~ 2 ms? [Reiners et al. 2012) compared to the correspondirsgt while GJ 676Ab’s RV semi-amplitude is about 120 M s
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a0 : —— C Table 5. Summary of signals in activity indices.
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% 20 A /\ N Index Analytic FAP  Period Amplitude Possible
L e TR 5 (%) (days) Origin
Gl TR e
0 100 1000 ©0 200 400 600 800 FWHM 0.043 80.75 6.9m3 Rotation?
, Ferodidasl . orbital phase [days] S-index 1 0.010 933 0.106  Activity cycle
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Period [daye] Orbital phase [dus] We re-derived high-precision radial velocities of the pabl

HARPS observations of GJ 676A using our newly developed
Fig.5. Periodograms (left) and phase folded plots (right) dIARPS-TERRA software, obtaining a significant improvement
the signals detected in the S-index. The mean S-index valmer the RVs obtained using the CCF approach. We developed
So = 1.40 has been subtracted from the phase folded plots for g@i-recursive periodogram method to enhance the sensitifity o
sualization purposes. The periods of the newly proposeateplaleast-squares solvers to low-amplitude signals when gtnou-
candidate signals are marked as black vertical bars. TBétr 9tiplanet correlations are present, and we provided a rdoige-
confidence level ranges are smaller than the width of the.line rive empirical FAPs. We compared the results obtained fer th
RV of GJ 676A to the candidates identified by a Bayesian analy-
ses, obtaining compatible detection of the same four sigiéd
provided the favoured four planet solution together with #f
lowed parameter intervals as derived from the Bayesian MCMC
samplings.

While it is clear that Bayesian methods are more general and
provide a more complete description of the data, frequisntis
ethods (e.g., empirical FAP computations) allow a simjpler
rpretation of the significance of a detection. The comimna
‘Periteria from both approaches provides great confidence i

Therefore, apparently the similarity in the periods is huo®-

incidental. Evidence for an activity cycle of 1000 days is
also supported by the analysis of the Na I-index performed
Gomes da Silva et all (2012) using a subset of these obser

tions. A search for a second signal in the S'i”de)é revealedy results. We have shown that after the early Bayesiarcdete
second periodicity at 40.6 days (analytic FAFD.028%). The iqn of four planets, 25 more measurements werécent to
signal is well reproduced by a sinusoid and could be relaied {,nfirm the same candidates with periodogram based methods.
a magnetic feature co-rotating with the star (40.6 days is 38yen if a researcher prefers frequentist confirmation ofizan

proximately one-half of 80.7 days). While we detect a Dopplgjates; early Bayesian detection can be used to optimizenfoll
signal at 35.40.07 days, this period is statistically very distincl,, nrogrammes (Gregdiry 2005). This study shows that the con-
to 40.65 days. The recursive periodogram of the S-indexen t Hata an

! uence of recent data analysis developments (HARPS-TERRA,
central panel O.f Figuriel 5 shoyvs a Wea".ef peak at 34.7 d_ays Q&esian toolbox, advanced periodograms) achieve a signtfi
would not qualify as a detection (analytic FAP6%) even if it

X : . \ _ .- boost in sensitivity to very low mass companions, even in al-
were the dominant signal in the time-series. Moreover,glys

: . oY ready existing datasets. Compared to the significant imest
nal completely disappears when searching for a third pityd oqyjired in hardware development, developing improved-dat
using the recursive periodogram scheme (bottom panel ur&ig

. ) p —'Janalysis methods comes at a significantly lower cost, thus en
5). As a double check, we forced a sinusoids solution to #hig 3 abling a more #icient utilization of the observational resources.

days period and computed the recursive periodogram fora thi GJ 676A shows indications of mild activit .

; . . y levels in the
signal. In this case, a peak with a FAP-089% and P-40.6 days 0y of coherent variability in the width of the mean line pro
still remained, providing additional indication that 4@léys is ;o (traced by the FWHM of the CCF) and two periodic signals
indeed preferred by the S-index Qata. As shown in _the b.Ott sentin its chromospheric emission. However, givenrtbae
panel of Figurdl5, and after adding the 40.6 day sinusoid, Pthe signals coincides with the others, their physicadripte-

signal could be identified in the sarch for a third signal ia thtation is not clear. Systematic changes of a feys in the in-

S-index. strumental profile of HARPS have been reported by Lovis et al.
In summary to the discussion of the activity, we detected of2011a), so it is possible that the detected variations ef th
signal in the FWHM and two periodicities in the S-index (seEWHM have an instrumental origin.
Table[5). Compared to other M-dwarfs that show indicatiohs o Concerning the new two planet candidates, we find that they
activity-induced periodicities (e.g., GJ 433, GJ 674, Gd® are both in the sub-Neptune mass regime. The shorter period
the periods found in the FWHM and the S-index do not matcbandidate (GJ 676Ad) has a significant probability of transi
which complicates their physical interpretation. While tbng- (~ 5% according to| Charbonneau etlal. 2007), thus encour-
period signal in the S-index is likely to be caused by a ske-li aging the photometric follow-up of the star. The long-pdrio
activity cycle, it is less clear if one or the other signalngly companion (massive planet or brown dwarf) is now clearly de-
related to stellar rotation (both signals could match tgpro- tected through significant curvature, and a period~04000
tation periods measured for M dwarfs with ages of a few Gydlays or longer is tentatively suggested by the data. With1&J 8
Irwin et al.[2011). In the absence of further diagnostics Bind (Rivera et al. 2010) and GJ 581(Mayor et al. 2009), GJ 676A be-
addition to other caveats applicable to any Doppler carndjdacomes the third M dwarf with four planet candidates detected
we find no reason to doubt on the Keplerian nature of the newlxcept for the solar system itself, this planetary systemtha
reported Doppler signals. broadest range of minimum masses and periods reported so far
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(from 5 Mg to 5 M, and from 3.6 days to 4000 or more days)selsis, F., Kasting, J. F., Levrard, B., & et al. 2007, A&AB41373
Despite the abundance of candidates, the periods (and- cofigutskie, M. F., Cutri, R. M., Stiening, R., et al. 2006, A31, 1163

sponding semi-major axis) are spaced far enough appamthat!Uuomi M. 2011, A&A, 528, L5
. L . .- uomi, M. 2012, A&A, 543, A52
do not anticipate major dynamical stability problems. Can@ol 1,omi M. & Kotiranta. S. 2009. AGA. 496. L13

to the more dynamically packed GJ 581 and GJ 876 systemssmi, M., Pinfield, D., & Jones, H. R. A. 2011, A&A, 532, A116
the orbits of the candidate planets leave ample room to tetem Leeuwen, F. 2007, A&A, 474, 653

more candidates in intermediate orbits whenever additi@Wa W”_kehf:' JT"T '-‘;‘ ?_'U“O' S"A &\I/:vrozbosééRAejg' 21%22'2 ’(\)‘g‘turev 4&5]
- : . . right, J. T. oward, A. W. , ApJS, ,
observations become available. Owing to the proximity of Cﬁchmeister’ M.. Kiirster, M. & Endl, M. 2009, A&A, 505, 859

676Ato our Sun{16.4 pc), the long-period, massive candidates
are attractive targets for direct imaging attempts (Lageset al.
2010). Given that the make-up of stars in binary systemsldhou
be similar, it would be very interesting to investigate wiestGJ
676B (M3.5V) has been as prolific as GJ 676A in forming all
kinds of planets.

Acknowledgements. GAE is supported by the German Federal Ministry of
Education and Research under 05A11MG3. M. Tuomi is suppdiyeRoPACS
(Rocky Planets Around Cool Stars), a Marie Curie Initial ifitag Network
funded by the European Commission’s Seventh Frameworkréroge. We
are grateful for the advise, support and useful discussitmagined from Paul
Butler (DTM), Ansgar Reiners (IAG), Mathias Zechmeisted@) and Hugh
Jones (HU). We thank Sandy Keiser for setting up and manapegomput-
ing resources available at the Department of Terrestriajridism—Carnegie
Institution of Washington. This work is based on data olatdifrom the ESO
Science Archive Facility under request number GANGLFGGZE541. This
research has made extensive use of the SIMBAD databasetegpeat CDS,
Strasbourg, France; and the NASA's Astrophysics Data 8yste

References

Anglada-Escudé, G., Arriagada, P., Vogt, S. S., et al. 28p2, 751, L16

Anglada-Escudé, G. & Butler, R. P. 2012, ApJS, 200, 15

Anglada-Escudé, G., Lopez-Morales, M., & Chambers, 2@.0, ApJ, 709,
168

Baliunas, S. L., Donahue, R. A., Soon, W. H., et al. 1995, 438, 269

Baranne, A., Queloz, D., Mayor, M., et al. 1996, A&AS, 119337

Bonfils, X., Delfosse, X., Udry, S., etal. 2011, arXiv:113019

Bonfils, X., Mayor, M., Delfosse, X., et al. 2007, A&A, 474,29

Butler, R. P., Marcy, G. W., Williams, E., et al. 1996, PAS881500

Charbonneau, D., Brown, T. M., Burrows, A., & Laughlin, G.0Z0 Protostars
and Planets V, 701

Chib, S. & Jeliazkov, I. 2001, J. Am. Stat. Ass., 96, 270

Cumming, A. 2004, MNRAS, 354, 1165

Delfosse, X., Bonfils, X., Forveille, T., et al. 2012, arXi202.2467

Delfosse, X., Forveille, T., Ségransan, D., et al. 20008A&64, 217

Forveille, T., Bonfils, X., Lo Curto, G., et al. 2011, A&A, 528141+

Gomes da Silva, J., Santos, N. C., Bonfils, X., et al. 2012, ABAL, A9

Gregory, P. C. 2005, ApJ, 631, 1198

Haario, H., Saksman, E., & Tamminen, J. 2001, BernouillRZ3

Irwin, J., Berta, Z. K., Burke, C. J., et al. 2011, ApJ, 727, 56

Johnson, J. A. & Apps, K. 2009, ApJ, 699, 933

Kass, R. E. & Raftery, A. E. 1995, J. Am. Stat. Ass., 90, 773

Koen, C., Kilkenny, D., van Wyk, F., & Marang, F. 2010, MNRA&)3, 1949

Lagrange, A.-M., Bonnefoy, M., Chauvin, G., et al. 2010,e8ce, 329, 57

Levenberg, K. 1944, Quarterly of Applied Mathematics, 24 16

Lovis, C., Dumusque, X., Santos, N. C., et al. 2011a, ardi9715325

Lovis, C., Ségransan, D., Mayor, M., et al. 2011b, A&A, 52812

Mayor, M., Bonfils, X., Forveille, T., et al. 2009, A&A, 5073%

Mayor, M., Marmier, M., Lovis, C., et al. 2011, arXiv:1109427

Morin, J., Donati, J.-F., Petit, P., et al. 2008, MNRAS, 3567

Pepe, F., Lovis, C., Ségransan, D., et al. 2011, A&A, 538-A5

Pepe, F., Mayor, M., Galland, & et al. 2002, A&A, 388, 632

Pepe, F., Rupprecht, G., Avila, G., & el al. 2003, in SPIE @oance Series, Vol.
4841, 1045-1056

Press, W. H., Teukolsky, S. A., Vetterling, W. T., & Flanner3. P.
1992, Numerical recipes in FORTRAN. The art of scientific portng
(Cambridge: University Press, —c1992, 2nd ed.)

Queloz, D. 1995, in IAU Symposium, Vol. 167, New Developnseirt Array
Technology and Applications, ed. A. G. D. Philip, K. JanesA&R. Upgren,
221

Queloz, D., Henry, G. W., Sivan, J. P., et al. 2001, A&A, 37892

Reiners, A., Shulyak, D., Anglada-Escudg, G., et al. 28LBmitted A&A

Rivera, E. J., Laughlin, G., Butler, R. P., et al. 2010, AAR,”890

Scargle, J. D. 1982, ApJ, 263, 835

10



Guillem Anglada-Escudé & Mikko Tuomi: A planetary systeroand GJ 676A

Table2. Differential HARPS-TERRA RV measurements of GJ 676A measuririsolar system barycenter reference frame. Seculareaatieh
was subtracted from the RVs. S-index and correspondingrtainty are given in the Mount Wilson system. CCF paramefi@rgach epoch as
provided by the HARPS-ESO archive (R not corrected by secular acceleration).

BJD RV ORv S-index os RVcer orv-cck FWHMT' BIST
(days) (mst) (ms? (kms?l) (ms?) (kms?l) (ms?)
2453917.74799  -49.64 1.07 1.515 0.0147 0.303407 - - -
2453919.73517 -42.40 1.74 1.525 0.0177 0.303160 - - -
2454167.89785 50.99 0.87 1.276 0.0102 13.81054 0.96 3.37616.56
2454169.89585 47.69 0.74 1.292 0.0095 13.77035 0.83 3.37510.33
2454171.90444 51.41 0.76 1.231 0.0102 13.71860 0.94 3.37520.94
2454232.81801 50.43 0.82 1.347 0.0100 13.69687 0.78 3.3745.25
2454391.49180 -112.11 0.83 1.390 0.0098 13.76543 0.76 58.37 -13.42
2454393.48993 -116.14 0.85 1.428 0.0110 13.67842 0.87 88.36 -8.60
2454529.90084 -192.95 1.02 1.360 0.0115 13.55801 1.03 28.38 -17.89
2454547.91501 -190.21 0.82 1.400 0.0098 13.60705 0.79 58.38 -12.97
2454559.81569 -182.54 1.10 1.650 0.0128 13.63159 0.98 48.37 -7.55
2454569.90363 -189.17 1.31 1.370 0.0126  13.67565 1.19 83.37 -11.06
2454571.88945 -190.03 0.58 1.391 0.0078 13.66016 0.56 48.37 -9.04
2454582.82029 -181.49 0.82 1.359 0.0102 13.66855 0.82 78.37 -16.85
2454618.75558 -173.61 1.27 1.432 0.0141  13.49020 1.33 13.38 -12.59
2454658.69933 -156.68 0.73 1.393 0.0101 0.349490 - - -
2454660.66163 -150.04 0.95 1.407 0.0100 13.44917 0.77 93.38 -10.79
2454661.77222 -151.70 0.65 1.440 0.0097 13.48276 0.70 83.38 -11.88
2454662.67523 -154.15 1.01 1.445 0.0122  13.42979 1.00 78.38 -5.09
2454663.81158 -150.58 0.99 1.389 0.0090 13.49663 0.65 38.39 -13.19
2454664.79004 -147.60 1.11 1.440 0.0135 13.41360 1.16 2B.38 -10.26
2454665.78637 -152.21 0.78 1.445 0.0094 13.41781 0.66 63.38 -18.38
2454666.69605 -153.22 0.65 1.476 0.0085 13.43290 0.59 648.38 -13.15
2454670.67260 -151.17 1.13 1.489 0.0140 13.44134 1.14 98.37 -14.99
2454671.60332 -150.03 1.01 1.494 0.0119 13.45861 0.92 5B8.38 -11.57
2454687.56195 -149.86 0.98 1.454  0.0119 13.49968 0.94 18.38 -11.94
2454721.55487 -133.47 1.11 1.372 0.0114 13.69112 1.10 73.38 -12.65
2454751.49069 -117.35 2.14 1.426 0.0221  13.44064 2.99 73.37 2.50
2454773.50237 -108.57 0.87 1.482 0.0102  13.45558 0.70 43.37 -14.55
2454916.81980 -44.78 0.60 1.540 0.0070  13.41987 0.49 8.395-4.20
2454921.89297  -48.26 0.99 1.457 0.0120 13.59319 1.17 3.403-1.35
2454930.90684  -40.74 0.95 1.516 0.0109 13.55822 0.87 B3.386-2.65
2454931.79510  -40.19 0.91 1.424 0.0106  13.55113 0.91 3.393-13.97
2454935.81778  -39.01 0.52 1.472 0.0062 13.52808 0.45 B.391-10.45
2455013.68661 1.94 1.01 1.380 0.0110 13.46910 0.88 3.38404.05
2455013.74372 0.0 1.18 1.505 0.0138 13.43115 1.15 3.38743.8%:1
2455074.52005 25.37 0.81 1.251 0.0100 13.70314 0.88 3.37510.56
2455090.50702 31.96 0.95 1.430 0.0108 13.60774 0.85 3.38144.02
2455091.52880 30.62 2.30 1.357 0.0267 13.51688 3.45 3.3835.83
2455098.49414 31.37 0.42 1.327 0.0063 13.74989 0.46 3.38077.49
2455100.54094 36.65 0.51 1.307 0.0080 13.73708 0.59 3.377137.27
2455101.49047 33.88 0.91 1.345 0.0127 13.69239 1.13 3.37898.35
2455102.50286 32.35 1.46 1.274 0.0170 13.67784 1.91 3.37873.35
2455104.54025 35.68 0.89 1.277 0.0115 13.77991 1.05 3.38019.90
2455105.52363 34.53 2.14 1.218 0.0216  13.64133 2.74 3.38011.19
2455106.51997 35.83 1.05 1.262 0.0107 13.73847 0.95 3.37532.73
2455111.50933 35.28 0.55 1.280 0.0080 13.72539 0.60 3.37868.15
2455113.49787 38.06 0.57 1.277 0.0079 13.83148 0.62 3.38430.49
2455115.51499 43.93 1.84 1.340 0.0217  13.71039 2.60 3.367/46.52
2455116.48753 38.80 0.64 1.267 0.0076  13.67890 0.56 3.367/44.43
2455117.49304 44.05 1.01 1.273 0.0122 13.68517 1.08 3.36613.45
2455121.52664 49.34 1.23 1.328 0.0123 13.57599 1.12 3.3773.38
2455122.50532 47.43 0.87 1.299 0.0108 13.70427 0.96 3.37953.36
2455124.49783 46.58 0.56 1.338 0.0068 13.67438 0.49 3.37769.81
2455127.51679 47.31 0.53 1.367 0.0066  13.66525 0.47 3.37180.52
2455128.51395 51.17 0.53 1.338 0.0066 13.72336 0.48 3.38783.93
2455129.49540 50.53 0.70 1.368 0.0075 13.66345 0.54 3.3745.76
2455132.49575 50.21 0.74 1.301 0.0081 13.69467 0.60 3.37417.86
2455133.49318 49.77 0.77 1.303 0.0089 13.70667 0.68 3.37080.70
2455259.90727 90.78 1.19 1.396 0.0114 13.70228 1.01 3.37645.75
2455260.86440 90.78 0.79 1.333 0.0094 13.66861 0.77 3.37827.05
2455284.89313 84.51 1.37 1.211 0.0142 13.78936 1.70 3.36626.85
2455340.70850 67.31 1.06 1.367 0.0119 13.52789 1.03 3.38321.94
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Table 2. continued.

12

BJD RV ORV S-indeX Js RVCCF O RV-CCF FWH MT B|81L
(days) (msY) (ms? (kms?t)  (ms?!) (kms?l) (ms?)
2455355.79544 50.55 0.94 1.348 0.0122  13.67757 0.92 3.371:24.84
2455375.61072 25.37 1.11 1.417 0.0156  13.54259 1.19 3.37280.21
2455387.65668 10.96 1.39 1.346 0.0179  13.63290 1.44 3.3669%6.27
2455396.53797 0.18 1.31 1.293 0.0136 13.60618 1.24 3.37769.73 -
2455400.64286 -8.10 0.58 1.317 0.0084 13.64280 0.60 3.38941.67
2455401.59478 -5.14 0.95 1.455 0.0115 13.59837 0.88 3.376111.80
2455402.59092 4.03 4.06 1.467 0.0318 13.61852 4.40 3.40181.53
2455404.64556 -9.17 1.97 1.481 0.0197 13.85158 2.54 3.40198.21
2455407.57676  -16.79 0.97 1.380 0.0146  13.62195 1.16 3.384-4.98
2455424.57544  -40.63 2.18 1.268 0.0229 13.62399 2.93 8.380-23.28
2455437.61843  -56.65 0.77 1.404 0.0133 13.56143 0.88 3.37414.78
2455711.71907  -94.96 2.41 1.512 0.0243 13.56101 2.66 B.392-17.64

Notes.

" Based on_Pepe etlal. (2011), formal uncertainty in FWHM arsl &k 2350ry_ccr and 200ry_ccr , respectively.
* HARPS-ESO cross-correlation function algorithm produaedinreliable measurement. None of the CCF indices on tbishepere used in the

analyses.
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