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Abstract. In three previous papers (Pelat 1997, 1998 and Moultaka &tR2€I00), we set out an inverse stellar population
synthesis method which uses a database of stellar speatlie bther methods, this one provides a full knowledge of al
possible solutions as well as a good estimation of theiili#igbmoreover, it provides the unique approximate sautiwhen
the problem is overdetermined, using a rigorous minimaragirocedure. In Boisson et al. (2000), this method has beglied

to 10 active and 2 normal galaxies.

In this paper we analyse the results of the method after @nstg the solutions. Adding priori physical conditions on the
solutions constitutes a good way to regularize the syrsh@siblem. As an illustration we introduce physical coriatsaon
the relative number of stars taking into account our prekeniviedge of the initial mass function in galaxies. In ortteavoid
biases on the solutions due to such constraints, we useaimstnvolving only inequalities between the number efstafter
dividing the H-R diagram into various groups of stellar negss

We discuss the results for a well-known globular clustehefgalaxy M31 and discuss some of the galaxies studied irsBois
et al. (2000). We find that, given the spectral resolution tuedspectral domain, the method is very stable accordingdb s
constraints (i.e. the constrained solutions are almossainee as the unconstrained one). However, an additionahiatton
can be derived about the evolutionary stage of the last béistar formation, but the precise age of this particulasbaseems
to be questionable.
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1. Introduction

The search of the stellar populations inside unresolvedxgzd has been the aim of several studies since the sixtess. T
different approaches have been adopted for this purpose: #ut dpproach of which methods are usually called “the eiwaut
synthesis methods” (e.g. Tinsley 1972, Charlot & Bruzua®19Bruzual & Charlot 1993, Leitherer et al. 1999, Fioc &
Rocca-Volmerange 1997, Vazdekis, 1999, Bruzual & Cha0®3) and the inverse one of which these are called “the sgigthe
methods” (e.g. Faber 1972, O’'Connell 1976, Joly 1974, B&28] Schmidt et al. 1989, Silva 1991, Pelat 1997,1998, Mdéalt
& Pelat 2000).

In the first approach, one decidesapriori model for the history of the star formation occuring insitle studied galaxy, and
by means of theoretical stellar evolutionary tracks and ste#lar database, derives quantities that are directlypeoed to the
observed ones. Fromftrent input models, one retains the model that best fits teersbd quantities.

In the inverse approach, usually, agriori model is necessary to derive the stellar populations andusas exclusively
the observables in order to deduce the stellar spectrabtgpd luminosity classes by means of a minimization proe=dur
This minimization task is not a very simple one since the hltsaninimum is usually dficult to find because the “objective
function” (which is the function that one has to minimizehcarely be minimized analytically.

Whatever the approach is, the problem of stellar populaiorthesis often dters from the lack of true solutions or, on
the contrary, from their degeneracy (i.e. multiple solnsipandor finally from their instability (i.e. small errors arounhet
observations can induce discontinuities in the solutiofisgse three inconveniences have been controlled in teesevmethod
described in Pelat (1997,1998, hereafter Paper | and llyevlléthe solutions are well identified and the minimizatiwacedure
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is rigorously treated, as well as in Moultaka & Pelat (200@eve the stability of the various solutions is analyseddhfter
Paper IlI).

In this paper, we study the influence upon th@adient solutions of astrophysical constraints incluaedori when searching
for a solution. The concept of constraining the solutionthminverse methods, has been adopted by O’connell (19itK)eB
(1985) and Silva (1991) but no estimation of the induced bé&ssbeen given by these authors to our knowledge.

In the next section, we recall briefly the inverse method ameériror analysis; in the third section, we describe coirstth
models. Finally, in sectidil 4, we show and discuss congttanersus unconstrained results for the globular clust&0Gdcated
in M31, the LINER NGC4278, the starburst NGC3310 and the &egfgalaxy NGC2110. In the last section we make a general
description of the behaviour of constrained solutions & 2 central regions of the twelve galaxies studied in Boisstoal.
(2000), hereafter Paper IV.

2. Description of the inverse method

As described in Pelat (1997,1998), the present inverseadaibes the equivalent widths of galactic spectra absaorfities
as observables to be fitted by a combination of the continxadland equivalent widths of a stellar lines database. Thie ba
equation providing the synthetic equivalent widths is thléofving:

i1 K Wil
i Kailji

whereWsyry is the synthetic equivalent width of a line at wavelengthWj; andl;; are respectively, the equivalent widths
and continua fluxes (normalized at a reference wavelehgtbf the same lines measured in stars of claksis the contribution
of star class to luminosity at the reference wavelengt$) n, andn, are respectively the total number of stars considered in the
database and the total number of lines measured in the apectr
To this equation, we add two physical conditions, that al skellar contributions to luminosity are positive and their sum
equals one:

Wsynj = forj=1,...,m Q)

k>0 ()
k=1 Q)

Thus, having the observed set of galactic equivalent widthgg, one searchs for the stellar contributidasatisfying the
previous physical conditions and minimizing the followiolgjective function which is the square of what is called tetlsetic
distanceD. The synthetic distance represents a king‘o€onsidering thé\ss; as data. In facD” would be exactly & if P}*

. C ) . )
were choosen as thy,s; variances (i.ePj = T \ps» SEE Sect. 5 of Paper | for a discussionoqg,,; value) :

n
D? =} (Wobg — Wsym)?Pj, Pj >0 (4)
j=1

In this definition,P; is a weight characterizing the quality of the equivalentthvdneasurements. One can eliminate this weight
by applying the change of variablég < W, \/I3,-. In the following, we will consider this change of variablseady made. As
stated, the problem can either be overdetermined (i.ee irermore equations than unknowns) or underdetermindati¢re are
more unknowns than equations). In the first case, one find®st anunique solution and, because of observational ethmnsg

is usually not any exact solution; then the adopted solusdhe approximate one which minimizes the synthetic distain
Paper |, it is shown that this minimum is unique and near the tme; in addition, it is demonstrated that when signal ieeno
ratio goes to infinity, the uniqgue minimum is exactly the tame (see Paper ).

In the underdetermined case, one gets an infinite numberlatiGms which are convex combinations of particular s@ns
called the extreme solutions (see Paper II).

Finally, the search of the error regions around the solstioas been made in Paper lll, giving thus a relevance for the
solutions and a criterium to sort the various solutions mthderdetermined case by order of merit. An “ideal” datal{as.
a database with an infinite spectral resolution, the largestlength domain and adapted for the velocity dispersimenred
in the studied galaxy) is not degenerate. Then the analyatenmn Paper Il gives equivalently a condition to the dasaba
(depending on the quality of the observations) allowingeb awell-defined solution. Indeed, depending on the quefitye
observations (i.e. on the size of the galactic error regith) stellar database may become degenerate. Agtheagos of the
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stellar spectra are usually higher than those of the gatarye than one star may lay inside the galactic error regicieén
equivalent widths vector space. This situation leads tg kadly determined solutions, because théedént stars can not all be
distinguished in this case. One has to eliminate such aieektars from the database in order to obtain a well-deiakedion.
In the Appendix, the computation of the standard deviatimuad the synthetic distance is described.

3. The constraints model:
3.1. The stellar database:

The database used comes from threfedent stellar libraries Serote Roos et al. (1996), Silva &et (1992) and Fluks et al.
(1994). The spectral resolution of the resulting stellaabase is of 11A and the spectral domain goes from 5000A t6480
Given the galaxy velocity dispersion, the velocity broadgrof the lines is equivalent to the spectral resolutionhaf stellar
database. Thus no correction for velocity dispersion hdsetapplied. In this domain and at this spectral resolutica have
selected 47 line features and measured their equivalettisvidee Paper IV), some wavelength intervals have not neérded
in the database because of atmospheric absorption bandsmetted in Silva & Cornell library. The table of the lingenvals
is shown in Boisson et al. (2000). Stars included in the detalinave been chosen so that the H-R diagram is best regebgent
spectral types and luminosity classes for two metallisi{golar and about twice solar).

3.2. The model:

In general, the synthesis problem is, what is called in nratii&al terms, an “lll-posed” problem. This means that trebfem
may have no solution or a large number of solutions/anthat the solution is not stable against small deviatioosirad the
observation. The usual way to overcome thi&dilty is to regularize the problem. This can be done by séagdhe solution of
maximal entropy for example or using any other reasonalitlericrm. We suggest here to regularize the problem usingiphly
criteria in order to obtain a unique and stable solutionsTegularization procedure has already been adopted inr¢véops
papers when the positivity conditionlg & 0) were considered. In the present paper, we introduce morgigal conditions in
order to constrain the solution.

Technically, constraining the solutions of an inverse pFobcomes to reduce the volume of the simplex of solutionser t
synthetic surface as defined in Paper | (which is the set aftescdutions). The problem of such a procedure, is that theisa
may be biased by the constraints model while, accordingagtiilosophy of the inverse approach, it should not be altbye
anya priori overconstrained model (otherwise it will reflect the modslf and will not provide additional information on the
real stellar population). This inconvenience can be cheédihe solutions are found to be on the border of the simplexefe
this one has been reduced), because in this case, this weald that the solution has been strongly constrained in today
in the reduced simplex (otherwise, it would have layed iesidon the other borders of the simplex).

Then we could summarize the process for the search of asolwith the following scheme:

Having the data (the spectra), one uses a model in order ieedbe stellar contributions to luminosity, this is the inverse
approach. This process could, as shown in Paper II, providefmite number of exact solutions (in the underdetermiceesk)

or an approximate solution obtained by a minimization pdace (in the overdetermined case). The obtained solutioas a
“mathematical” solutions which solve rigourously the meatfatical problem. They could be stable or unstable againati s
deviations around the observation. In order to reduce theben of solutions and to insure that the solutions satisypttysical
conditions of the studied object, it is necessary to coirsthee problem.

Thus, the synthesis problem may be stated as minimizingythiheatic distance of equatiolll (4) also written in the foliogy
form:

M (Wopg — Wil jiki
[2|:1( obg — Wiiljik )

b= Z i ik

(where the change of variabW; < Wi \/5,» has been applied). The set of stellar contributians (ky, ko, ...kn,) is submitted
to the conditions:

Is{ckk}su (6)

In the previous inequalities,andu are respectively, lower and upper constant limits and tiséifiequality takes into account
that all contributions are positive and less than one becafisondition[B), therefore, the firaj, components of vectorsand
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u are, respectively, equal to zero and o@ds the constraints matrix af, columns in which the first line is a vector of com-
ponents equal to one in order to express constraint nuiijpérg8 the component numhbey+ 1 of vectord andu is equal to one.

Since the expression of the synthetic distance of equdHpis (hot linear ink, we decided to minimize instead the linear
function ||AK|> submitted to the above constraints (whérés a matrix defined in Paper | of whose componentsAre=
(Wobsj — W;i)15i). This function happens to be the “principal syntheticatiste” defined in Paper | as:

n, Ny
D|23rin = Z(WObS - Wsynj)zléynj, Isyn = Z ik (7)
=1 i=1

As it is stated in Paper I, the problem possesses then a usdduion. Thus, using the constrained least square methed,
can derive the unique set of stellar contributions miningzihe principal synthetic distance and satisfying the rhodiestraints
@). Once the principal solution is at hand, we can find thenpal geometrical” one which is the nearest solution te th
constrained principal solution and minimizes the initiphthetic distance of equatiohl(5). For this purpose, we heesame
iterative method as in Paper | where the iteration is madéesynthetic surface. At each step of iteration-@hand using the
constrained least square method, we search for the nevicsok{f*) that minimises the following function:

” X(m+1) k(m+l) _ b ”2 (8)
submitted to the constraints of equatidn 6 and wieieedefined by the relatiob = Wops — Wgyn + Xk,

The solution of the constrained least square method isrddaising procedures from the NAG library.

3.3. The constraints:

As the spectral resolution and the wavelength range ar¢elimthe number of uncorrelated stars is also limited. Tdasl$ to
inherent incompleteness of the database which togethiedifierent photometric accuracy between galactic and steltstsp
can lead to non-physical solutions. So, one may have to i@nshe solutions, in particular, in such a way that theidhiMass
function of stars (IMF) satisfies the known shape of this fiomcderived from observations of resolved objects.

Mass group| Mass interval stars
1 17M,, — 30M, o7-BovV
M2la
2 3My — 17Mg B3-4Vv
GOlab,K4lab,rG2lab,rKO0ll,rK3lab
3 1.6M, — 3Mg Al1-3V
4 0.8M, — 1.6M, F2V,F8-9V,G4V,rGOIV,rG5IV
GO-4111,wG8lIILG9llILKAI,MO.511,M41TL,M5ILIGI 1L,rK3I1LrK3IH(bis),rK5l
5 < 0.8M, G9-K0OV,K5V,M2V,rKOV,rk3V,rM1V

Table 1. The mass groups cutout of the stellar database in the calse tBtandard mode”.

We first define groups of main sequence (MS) stars followirgjrttange of lifetime. This translates into stellar mass
intervals. In each of these groups, we include the evolvaxd sif the same initial mass. Tablés 1 &hd 2 show the cutobieof t
stellar database in “mass groups” for twdfdient mass resolutions. The mass interval associated toséacof the base was
determined using Schmidt-Kaler tables (1982). When nacgsae interpolated the available masses in the tablesc&nmg
the evolved stars, we used the evolutionary tracks of Padlogaseneva groups to associate an interval of initial mdsséise
stars. Each star thus represents an evolutionary stageiueia gpass group. We aim in any case at not privileging one @f th
classical IMFs (as the functions of Salpeter 1955, Scal® B®i Kroupa et al. 1993).

We will discuss here two flierent modes of constraints corresponding to the tvi@@int samplings in mass of the H-R
diagram shown in tabld¢$ 1 abH 2:

The “Standard mode”:

In this mode, we impose a general constraint on the numbesrofdiars of the dierent mass groups:

N < Nj (9)
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Mass group| Mass interval stars
1 17M, — 30M, O7-BOV
M2la
2 3M, — 17M,, B3-4V
GOlab,K4lab,rG2lab,rKO0ll,rk3lab
3 1.6M, — 3M,, A1-3V
4 1.4M, — 1.6Mg F2v
M4111,M5I1
5 1.1M, - 1.4M, F8-9V,rGOIV,rG5IV
GO-4111,wG8lILG9lllLKA4lL,MO.511,rGOlllL K311 K 3ll(bis),rK5I11
6 0.8My — 1.1M, G4V
7 0.7Mg — 0.8M, G9-KOV,rKOV,rk3V
8 0.5M, — 0.7M,, K5V
9 < 0.5M, M2V,rM1V

Table 2. The mass groups cutout of the stellar database in the calse dbecreasing IMF mode”.

whereN; andN; are respectively the numbers of born stars with massesldaathe mass interval$fia, Mip[ and JMja, Mjp[
and whereMj, < Mja. Even though a galaxy is not described by a single burst ofatanation, equatiofil9 is valid as well for all
the Main-Sequence (MS) stars produced by a continuousstaation scenario or by multiple bursts of star formation.stars
of higher masses evolve faster than the ones of smaller syapeatiollld is also valid for all stars (MS and evolved) bgiog
to the same mass groups.

This translates into the following constraints set:

Nmsi < Nus | (10)
Nti < NTJ' (11)

whereNys; andNr; are respectively the number of MS stars and the total nunfletas (MS and evolved stars) in a given
mass interval. In tablé 1, the mass intervals are chosenaiewrest possible such that equatibnk 10[@dd 11 are satisfied
case of the classical IMFs.

A consequence of introducing such constraints is that theltirg solutions will present higher synthetic distanttem in
the unconstrained solution, and therefore the fit will be ksod.

The “Decreasing IMF mode”:

The second mode of constraints called “the Decreasing IMBeahestates that all initial mass functions are decreasing
functions. Consequently, for a burst of star formation,ttital number of born sta§r; of a given mass group\Ny; = Nusi +
Nevolvedi) Of @ given group of stars corresponding to a mass inteigl, Mis[ with a mean masi; (M; = M) is such that:

A|Og M; = NT]'

Alog M; (12)

Ti <
whereM; < M;.

Alog M; andAlog M; are respectively the logarithmic lengths of each massvaterhe diterence with respect to equation
8 is that the number of stars in each group is weighted by tresma

As in the “Standard mode”, equatibnl 12 is valid for the numifévlS stars on the one hand and the total number (MS and
evolved) stars on the other hand. Then, one can write:

A|OgMi * NMSj
A 13
MSi = AIogMj ( )
A|Og M; = NT]'
Npj< —— 11 14
Ti = AIogMj ( )

where the notations are the same as for the “Standard mode”.
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As equation[[12) depends on the mass intervals, the reguftass cutout is more refined for the low mass stars (seddpble 2
Because of the better resolution of the mass cutout in tisis,dhe number of constraints is increased compared to taadsrd
mode”. Consequently, the synthetic distance in this modmostraints will be higher.

The previous description of the adopted constraints shbatshese take the form of large inequalities between thebeusn
of stars or equivalently, in the optical domain, betweenstedlar contributions to luminosity at the reference wawnegthk,,, .
The relation between the number of stars of claasd their contribution to luminosity is as follows:

Ky, L
ni = o agal (15)

I/loi

whereLﬁoga| is the galactic (or the cluster) luminosity at the referemegelengthty andl,, is the luminosity of a star of class
at the same wavelength.
As the constraints have the form of large inequalities équalities are allowed) one may obtain solutions on thedrasfithe
domain of constraints (i.e. if the constraints are satisfith equalities), the solution is probably over-consteginin such a
case, one has to conclude that the constraint set is notdppate” to the data.

4. Results

The dfect of adding constraints to the inverse method has beesdtest the globular cluster G170 located in M31 and three
central regions of galaxies corresponding to three typesiaixy activity considered in Paper IV.

As the aim of the present paper is to study tffe@s of constraining the solutions, we will only concergrman a description
and on the comparison of thefiirent solutions. Therefore no complete physical discaséspecially in the case of the
galaxies) will be made in the following sections since gstiysical issues about these objects have been plenty destirs
Paper IV (for a full discussion, we invite the reader to refethe paper).

In tabled tdb, we show the list of stars present in the da@f@lumn one), the unconstrained solution (only statigfthe
positivity condition [2) and equatiofl(3)) in column 2. Irettwo following columns, we show the mass intervals corradpm
to the mass cutout for the “Decreasing IMF mode” and the caimgd solutions of this mode. Columns 5 and 6 exhibit the
mass intervals and the constrained solutions in the caseedBtandard mode”. Finally, in some examples, we show q@dati
solutions where we imposed a fixed value to one or more stalatributions.
The solutions list the stellar contributiors, to luminosity at the reference wavelength= 5450A.

4.1. The stellar cluster G170

In order to validate our method, we compare the constrainddiaconstrained solutions obtained for a single stellaugaiion
system, namely, the well studied globular cluster G170tkxtén the galaxy M31. The globular cluster spectrum is tefkem
Jablonka et al (1992).

The unconstrained solution (see tddle 3) shows that thigerihas a solar metallicity. The tuiffiln G4V suggests an age of
about 18°years and the contribution of dwarf stars to the luminosiy#% shows that the luminosity in the optical is dominated
by the MS stars. The metallicity is clearly solar (the cdnition of stars of solar metallicity is abowt 92%). The measured
internal reddening E(B-V) is of 0.05. This value of the reddening is determined as the coortd be applied to the observed
spectrum to match the synthetic one. In this process thecGalaw is parametrized as in Howarth (1983).

These results agree well with those found by Jablonka e1882); as a matter of fact, the authors concluded, using mea-
surements of equivalent widths of absorption lines, thist¢huster has a solar metallicity as well as an age of'2 §@ars.

The “Decreasing IMF mode” presents a solution with accdptsynthetic distance in the sense that its value is &t from
the synthetic distance value of the unconstrained solpitionthe contributions are slightlyftierent from the latter: only 38%
of the optical luminosity is due to MS stars and®0% of it is due to metallic stars.

The constrained solution of the “Standard mode” is equah# unconstrained one. This result shows that the latter is
physically acceptable.

The diference between the two solutions, “Decreasing IMF mode™&tanhdard” or unconstrained mode is illustrated in
Fig.1.

4.2. The nucleus of the LINER NGC 4278

As shown in tabl&l4 column 2, the unconstrained model sugdest the optical spectrum of this region is dominated byrtlwa
stars as well as a metal rich population. An internal redug&i(B-V) of ~ 0.02 is detected.

The solution of the “Decreasing IMF mode” presents a mudleasynthetic distance (with values exceeding the one of the
unconstrained solution by more tham)5 This shows that this mode is very constraining for the gadaegion, a fact that is
confirmed through the large discrepancy between the obhdarnthe synthetic spectrum in Hg. 2.
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G170: Unconstrained solution
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Fig. 1. NGC G170: Synthetic and observed spectra respectivelyrinatad light lines for diferent solutions.

The “Standard mode” provides a solution equivalent to theoustrained one. It shows a small contribution of G4V stars
badly determined suggesting an earlier location of thedfiirithis led us to impose a value to the contribution of this sjaéc
class and to obtain an acceptable solution (shown in thetdsmn of tabld}) presenting an earlier tufirand satisfying the
constraints of this mode.

4.3. The nucleus of the starburst galaxy NGC3310:

According to the unconstrained solution, the MS stars aadribtallic stars contribute, respectively~t®4% and~ 68% of the
luminosity in the nucleus of NGC 3310 (talile 5), implying allsir population dominated by MS and metallic stars. The bes
defined turn€ is situated in A1-3V but a turrtbin O7-B0OV is possible as well since a small contribution &g stars is present
but badly determined. The reddening is very high in agre¢mvéh the location of the turndthat indicates an important event
of star formation and consequently the presence of a bigtiiyafndust in the region.

The solution of the “Decreasing IMF” mode presents a symttiistance a little more than 1o higher than the one of the
unconstrained solution. It may therefore be acceptabkedks® Fig[B). This solution distributes the non zero cbations to a
larger number of dwarfs and confirm the high contributionuiminosity of dwarfs and metallic stars (resp95% and~ 49%)
as well as the location of the turficsituated in A1-3 V (corresponding to an age of 200 millionrgefar the last burst of star
formation). In this solution, the constraint involving tB&-BOV stars is satisfied on the border of the domain of cairgs (i.e.
with equalities). This suggests that the “Decreasing IMFlaics very restricting in this object; the absence of the@@tBOV
stars might therefore not be real. This conclusion is suppdry the presence of emission lines in the spectrum of drbustst
galaxy which suggests an ongoing star formation occurigeémucleus of this galaxy.

The same scenario occurs in the “Standard mode” where thid@olprovides an acceptable synthetic distance. The best
defined turnff is situated in G5IV but small non zero contributions (not Iveldfined) show that a turifibat earlier types is
possible as well. We show in the last column of tdlle 5 the gtamf such a situation where we impose the contributions of
B2-3V star in addition to the “Standard mode” constraimshiis solution, the synthetic distance is acceptable wieiatis us to
the same conclusion as previously.
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Unconstrained| Mass interval | Dec. IMF Mass interval | Standard
Star solution Dec. IMF mode mode Standard mode| mode
O7-BOV 0 17My — 30M, 0 17My — 30Mg 0
B3-4V 0 3M, — 17M, 0.01+2 3My — 17My 0
Al1-3V 0 1.6M, — 3M, 0 1.6M, — 3M, 0
Fa2v 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.4M, - 1.6M, 0
F8-9Vv 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
G4V 22+11 0.8M,, — 1.6Mg 7+12 0.8M, — 1.1M, 22+11
G9-Kov 0 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8M,, 0
K5V 27+7 < 0.8M, 11+5 0.5M, — 0.7M, 27+7
M2V 0 < 0.8M, 2+1 < 0.5M, 0
rGOIv 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
rG5IV 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
rkKov 8+6 < 0.8M, 18+ 55 0.7M;, — 0.8M, 8+6
rk3v 0 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8M, 0
rM1Vv 0 < 0.8M, 0 < 0.5M, 0
GO-4l1l 31+13 0.8M,, — 1.6Mg 50+ 7 1.1M, - 1.4M, 31+13
wGS8llIl 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0.01+6 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
Galll 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
K4l 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 11M, - 1.4M, 0
MO.511I 11+1 0.8M, — 1.6M, 8+1 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 11+1
M4l 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.4M, - 1.6M, 0
M5l 1+0.1 0.8M,, — 1.6Mg 1+0.1 1.4M; - 1.6M, 1+0.1
rGolll 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
rK3lll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 11M, - 1.4M, 0
rK3llIbis 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 11M, - 1.4M, 0
rK5llI 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 2+2 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0
GOlab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0
K4lab 0 3M, — 17M,, 0 3M, — 17M, 0
M2la 0 17M, — 30M, 1+1 17My — 30Mg 0
rG2lab 0 3M, — 17M,, 0 3M, — 17M, 0
rKoll 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0
rk3lab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3My — 17My 0
D2 or)(2 76+04 8.0+ 0.35 76+04
E(B-V) 0.05 0.08 0.05

Table 3. Results of the spectral synthesis of the globular clustéefGGEach column displays the stellar contributions to lumi-
nosity atly = 5450A with their standard deviations for the various solusi (with diferent modes and types of constraints) as
well as for the unconstrained solution. The over-abundadtumder-abundant stars are respectively designated by and a
“w” preceding the spectral type and luminosity cla®3.is the synthetic distance (or the “mean” residual EW) wighsitandard
deviation computed in the appendix and E(B-V) is the redugtiiat can be deduced as described in the text.

4.4. The nucleus of the Seyfert2 galaxy NGC2110:

The population in the unconstrained solution is dominatediwarf stars and is moderately metallie 68% of the optical
luminosity is due to MS stars and52% is due to overabundant stars, see table 6 an@Fig. 5).€&teléfined turndis situated
in KOV but according to the previous discussion, an eanliemd is possible as well.

The solution of the “Decreasing IMF” mode is acceptable siitg synthetic distance is slightly higher than the one ef th
unconstrained solution and lies at less thanfrbm this one. In this mode, the contribution of dwarf stargnhanced< 78%)
while overabundant stars contribute less to the visiblaasity (only~ 38%). The best defined turfias situated in K3V but a
turnaf in F2V is also possible, a fact that is confirmed in the paldicsolution where we imposed a contribution~08% to the
star class F2V (see also Fig. 5).

In the “Standard mode”, the solution presents a synthediadce equal to the one of the unconstrained solution. Théso
is very similar to the unconstrained one.

5. Conclusion

The ideal case for a spectral synthesis giving a synthesimige equal to zero would be the case where the signal te nois
ratio of the galactic and stellar spectra goes to infinity ahere the stellar database is complete. In such a caseamgith
spectral types later than the spectral type at the ttipasition would have non zero contributions to luminosityt B practice
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NGC 4278: Unconstrained solution

F)\ /F5450 A

FA /F5450 X

04

NGC 4278: Particular solution

F)\ / 1*_‘5450 R

Fig.2.NGC 4278: Same as Figl. 1.

all unconstrained solutions show many zero contributithis;is due to the finite signal to noise ratio of our spectra tanthe
limitation of the stellar database which itself is due tofih&e spectral resolution.

Therefore, constraining the stellar population woaifgtiori reduce the number of zero contributions because of theiaeldit
information introduced in this process. But as can be seghdrmprevious results, no large improvement in eliminating t
zero contributions has appeared. This is probably due tmdtg@erfect adequation of the observational data. Actuadlyhe

constraints are expressed by large inequalities (i.e.ltiggare allowed) optima are usually located on the boodigne domain
in which solutions are constrained.

The stellar synthesis method with constraints presenté¢isrpaper has been applied to the 27 regions of galaxiegestud
in Paper IV. In general, all 27 regions present “Standard ehadlutions equal or very similar to the unconstrained soiu
Moreover, all zero contributions in the unconstrained sohs remain null in the “Standard mode” or have small ilfided
values and all well- and ill- determined contributions rémraspectively well- and ill- defined. This result showstttstandard
mode” solutions are generally included inside the erros loéithe unconstrained solution and when they are not, tethstic



10 J. Moultaka et al.: Constraining the solutions of a stetgulation synthesis method
Unconstrained| Mass interval | Dec. IMF Mass interval | Standard | Particular
Star solution Dec. IMF mode mode Standard mode] mode solution
O7-BOV 0 17M, — 30Mg 0 17M, — 30M, 0 0
B3-4V 0 3My — 17My 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
Al1-3V 0 1.6M, — 3M, 0 1.6M, — 3M, 0 0
F2v 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.4M, — 1.6M, 0 0
F8-9v 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
G4V 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 1+2 0.8My—11M, | 02+1 7
G9-KOoV 0 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8M,, 0 0
K5V 0 < 0.8M, 42+ 4 0.5M, — 0.7Mg 0 0
M2V 0 < 0.8M, 4+2 < 0.5Mq 0 0
rGOIvV 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
rG5IV 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
rkov 38+ 14 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8Mg 37+15 26+ 15
rk3v 38+8 < 0.8M, 35+3 0.7M, — 0.8M,, 38+8 40+5
M1V 2+2 < 0.8M, 5+4 < 0.5M, 25+2 3x2
GO-4lll 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4M, 0 0
wG8lll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
Galll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
K4l 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4M, 0 0
MO.5lI 5+2 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 5+2 4+1
M4l 35+01 0.8M, — 1.6M, 3+0.2 1.4M, - 1.6M, 35+01 3+03
M5lII 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.4M, - 1.6M, 0 0
rGolll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
rK3lll 3+6 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, - 1.4M, 3+7 4+6
rK3llbis 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, - 1.4M, 0 0
rK5IlI 10+ 4 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 10+ 2 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 10+ 4 11+4
GOlab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M,, 0 0
K4lab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
M2la 0 17M, — 30Mg 0 17M, — 30M, 0 0
rG2lab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
rKoll 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
rk3lab 0 3My — 17My 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
D? or,\/2 123+ 0.95 171+ 16 123+09 | 13012
E(B-V) 0.02 0.00R 0.02 0.00

Table 4. The diferent synthesis solutions for the nucleus of NGC4278. Sateians as in tabl@ 3. The underlined contribution
in the particular solution is imposed.

In the reddening row, R means that the synthetic spectruedider than the observed spectrum.

distances are at severafrom that of the unconstrained solution.

In the “Decreasing IMF mode’, the number of star classesridmrting to the synthesis is often larger than that of the
unconstrained solution and of the “Standard mode”. Thisdfiects especially dwarf stars and is due to the sharper ditisib
of stars in the mass groups of the H-R diagram in this modetHeosame reason and because the number of constraintseis larg
the synthetic distances here are in general larger thae tifdbe previous mode and of the unconstrained solution.

In both modes (“Standard” and “Decreasing IMF") some sohusisatisfy their constraints on the border of the domaiis Th
shows that in such cases constraints are somehow too stndrigcuce bias. However, these solutions provide someatidits,
thanks to the error bars, allowing one to find acceptabletisoisi that satisfy the desired conditions inside the donwdin
constraints (see previous examples).

As a matter of fact, the solution of the least square probkethé one that minimizes the synthetic distance; this happen
often on the border of the domain of constraints but the goabt to find the optimal mathematical solution, rather alfsta”
or physical one next to the minimum.

All previous results are very well confirmed in the case ofghebular cluster G170. This is a very important point since
this object is constituted of a single burst of star form@aticonsequently, any deviation of the behaviour of the tespktellar
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NGC 3310: Unconstrained solution
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NGC 3310: Decreasing IMF mode

F)\ / 1*_‘5450 R

5000 6000 7000 8000

NGC 3310: Particular solution
12 _f T T T T | T T T T ]

FJ\ /F5450 A
o o
ES o
T 1
g

Fig. 3.NGC 3310: Same as Figl. 1.

population due to the inclusion of astrophysical constsaian clearly be detected in this object.

This study has shown that the inverse method describedsrptper and in Papers I, Il and Il is very stable against the
inclusion of additional astrophysical constraints, andherefore, very reliable.

However, constraining the solutions and using the infoiomaprovided by the error analysis allows one to find similar
solutions with younger bursts of star formation. Thus, itrscial to perform tests such as in the previous section @auaéstuss
the results, especially theftBrent possible locations of the tufff® i.e. the age of the last burst of star formation.
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Unconstrained| Mass interval | Dec. IMF Mass interval | Standard | Particular
Etoile solution Dec. IMF mode mode Standard mode] mode solution
O7-BOV 4+5 17M, — 30Mg 0 17M, — 30M, 4+ 33 0
B3-4V 0 3My — 17My 0 3M, — 17M, 0.1+445 10
Al1-3V 21+9 1.6My — 3Mg 30+ 125 1.6My — 3Mg 22+ 26 15+ 9
F2v 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 1+17 1.4M, - 1.6M, 0 0
F8-9v 6+6 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4M, 6+9 65+6
G4V 0 0.8My —16M, | 6+11 | 0.8M, — 1.1M, 0 0
G9-KoV 0 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8M,, 0 0
K5V 0 < 0.8M, 11+4 0.5M, — 0.7Mg 0 0
M2V 0 < 0.8M, 2+1 < 0.5Mq 0 0
rGOIvV 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
rG5IV 30+ 105 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 27+9 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 30«10 29+ 10
rkov 33+55 < 0.8M, 18+ 7 0.7M, — 0.8Mg 33+45 34+5
rk3v 0 < 0.8M, 0 0.7M, — 0.8M,, 0 0
M1V 0 < 0.8M, 0 < 0.5M, 0 0
GO-4lll 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4M, 0 0
wG8lll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
Galll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
K4l 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4M, 0 0
MO.5lI 0 0.8M, — 1.6M,, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
M4l 1+02 0.8M, — 1.6M, 1+0.2 1.4M, - 1.6M, 1+0.2 1+0.2
M5lII 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.4M, - 1.6M, 0 0
rGolll 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 0 0
rK3lll 0 0.8M,, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, - 1.4M, 0 0
rK3llbis 0 0.8M, — 1.6M, 0 1.1M, - 1.4M, 0 0
rK5IlI 5+2 0.8M, — 1.6M, 4+2 1.1M, — 1.4Mg 5+2 5+2
GOlab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M,, 0 0
K4lab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
M2la 0 17M, — 30Mg 0 17M, — 30M, 0 0
rG2lab 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
rKoll 0 3M, — 17M, 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
rk3lab 0 3My — 17My 0 3M, — 17M, 0 0
D? or,\/2 114+ 15 132+ 15 114+12 | 11615
E(B-V) 0.23 0.2 0.23 0.23

Table 5.Results of the spectral synthesis of NGC 3310 nucleus. Sataéions as in tabldd 3 afll 4.

Appendix A: Calculus of the standard deviation on the synthetic distance:

In this appendix, we compute the standard deviations onyththetic distance due to observational errors around taiest
object. This calculation is complementary to the error gsialmade in Paper Il where only the standard deviationsratahe
stellar contributions and the variance-covariance megrizere computed. As the synthetic distance is a scalaraitance-
covariance matrix is reduced to its variance.

Thus, here we search for the deviatia@®?) around the square of the obtained synthetic distdh@:ejue to deviations
dWy,s around the observatiowq,so. We recall that this computation is only valuable in the determined case (in the
underdetermined case, this distance is equal to zero).

If we make a change of variables on the equivalent Width&’j’as le/ZWj, the square of the synthetic distance will be written
as follows:

D? = (W'wn - W'obs)T(W'wn ~Wps) (A1)
Then a dfferenciation arounﬂ)cz) gives:
dD2 = 2(dW,$m - dW:)bS)T (W’syn() - W,ObSO) . (A.2)

Now, if we replacedWy,, by HAW(

tbsr WhereH is the orthogonal projector on the synthetic surface (s@eiP#), then we get:

dD? = 2((H — 1d)dW/, ) "(W’ gno — W’ os0)

A3
= 20W' o (HT = 1d) (W’ o — W’ oso) - *2
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NGC 2110: Unconstrained solution
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Fig.4.NGC 2110: Same as Figl. 1.

whereld is the identity matrix.
Let us write, on the one hand, the definition of the varianaiefuantitydD?:

var(dD?) =< dD?dD?" > — < dD? >2 (A.4)

on the other hand, we have dD? >= 2Dy < dD >. Then if we translate the origin of the vector spacaéhif, we can
consider the subspace of dimension 1 of which the generatorisW’ gos0 — W’ sno. In this subspace the synthetic distance is

described by the same vectDp = W’ gps0 — W’ sno and the deviation to this distance is veatd = D — Do. Thus, if we callu
the unit vector of this subspace & W), we can construct the orthogonal projector over iPas uu'; then we get
obs0— syn0:

dD = PdW’ s and< dD >=< dD >= P < dW’gy >= 0. This implies thak dD? >= 0 andvar(dD?) = var(D?).



14 J. Moultaka et al.: Constraining the solutions of a stetgulation synthesis method

NGC 2110: Particular solution
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Fig.5.NGC 2110: Particular solution. Same as IEg. 1.

Back to equatior{Al4), we have:

var(dD?) = var(D?)
=< dD?dD? > (A.5)
= AAW'T(H — 1d) < AW/ gpsdW’T > (HT — 1d)AW’

obs

whereAW’ = W’ gps0 — W’ gno. Then

ope = 2\/AW’T(H —1d)V gps(H" — Id)AW’ (A.6)

In addition, as< dD >=< dD? >= 0, we set the simple equation

oD = 3. (A.7)
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