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ABSTRACT
Extrasolar planet transit surveys will also detect eclipsing binaries. Using a comprehensive
binary population synthesis scheme, we investigate the statistical properties of a sample of
eclipsing binaries that is detectable by an idealised extrasolar planet transit survey with speci-
fications broadly similar to those of the SuperWASP (Wide Angle Search for Planets) project.

In this idealised survey the total number of detectable single stars in the Galactic disc is
of the order of106 − 107, while, for a flat initial mass ratio distribution, the totalnumber of
detectable eclipsing binaries is of the order of104 − 105. The majority of the population
of detectable single stars is made up of main-sequence stars(≈ 60%), horizontal-branch
stars (≈ 20%), and giant-branch stars (≈ 10%). The largest contributions to the population
of detectable eclipsing binaries stem from detached doublemain-sequence star binaries (≈

60%), detached giant-branch main-sequence star binaries (≈ 20%), and detached horizontal-
branch main-sequence star binaries (≈ 10%). White dwarf main-sequence star binaries make
up approximately 0.3% of the sample.

The ratio of the number of eclipsing binaries to the number ofsingle stars detectable
by the idealised SuperWASP survey varies by less than a factor of 2.5 across the sky, and
decreases with increasing Galactic latitude. It is found tobe largest in the direction of the
Galactic longitudel = −7.5◦ and the Galactic latitudeb = −22.5◦.

We also show that the fractions of systems in different subgroups of eclipsing binaries
are sensitive to the adopted initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass distribution, which
is one of the poorest constrained input parameters in present-day binary population synthe-
sis calculations. This suggests that once statistically meaningful results from transit surveys
are available, they will be able to significantly improve thepredictive power of population
synthesis studies of interacting binaries and related objects.

Key words: surveys – binaries: eclipsing – stars: evolution – stars: statistics – Galaxy: stellar
content

1 INTRODUCTION

An ever increasing number of extrasolar planets is being discovered
(to date the number stands at more than 160), mostly through the
detection of the reflex motion of their parent star around theplan-
etary system’s centre of mass. Planets with suitably oriented orbits
in space may also reveal their presence when they transit thedisc
of their parent star and the transit is accompanied by a measurable
decrease in the observed stellar flux. When combined with high-
precision radial-velocity measurements, the transits yield a wealth
of information on the planet, such as its mass, radius, and mean
density.

⋆ E-mail: b-willems@northwestern.edu, u.c.kolb@open.ac.uk,
sjustham@astro.ox.ac.uk

The first successful planetary transit detections were made
independently by Charbonneau et al. (2000) and Henry et al.
(2000), who observed a clear drop in the lightcurve of the star
HD 209458 at times consistent with the ephemeris of its already
known planetary-mass companion. Since then, the search fortran-
sits has rapidly evolved into a fully-fledged and widely usedtech-
nique to hunt for extrasolar planets.

In anticipation of upcoming space-based exoplanet transitsur-
veys such as COROT (scheduled to launch in 2006) and Kepler
(scheduled to launch in 2007), ground-based surveys can pave the
way towards obtaining a statistically significant sample ofplanets
in a relatively short amount of time. Such a sample will be of great
importance in improving our understanding of the formationand
evolution of extrasolar planets as well as for detecting possible cor-
relations between the presence of planets and the properties of their
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2 Willems, Kolb & Justham

host stars. For an overview of some existing exoplanet transit sur-
veys, we refer to the reviews by Horne (2002, 2003) and Char-
bonneau (2003). Despite the multitude of exoplanet transitsurveys,
so far only six confirmed planets have been discovered by direct
observations of transits: five by the Optical GravitationalLensing
Experiment (OGLE) (Konacki et al. 2003; Konacki et al. 2004;
Bouchy et al. 2004; Pont et al. 2004; Konacki et al. 2005), andone
by the Trans-Atlantic Exoplanet Survey (TrES) network (Alonso et
al. 2004).

Besides planetary transit detections, wide-field photometric
transit searches will also yield a wealth of photometric data on all
kinds of new and existing variable stars, including eclipsing bina-
ries. Brown (2003) estimated the rate of false planetary detections
due to eclipsing binaries with main-sequence and giant-type com-
ponent stars to be almost an order of magnitude larger than the rate
of true planetary detections. Examples of astrophysical false pos-
itives in wide-field transit searches are grazing incidenceeclipses
and the blending of the light of an eclipsing binary with the light of
a third star (see Charbonneau et al. 2003 for details).

Our aim in this exploratory paper is to perform a binary pop-
ulation synthesis study to predict the statistical properties and the
Galactic distribution of eclipsing binaries detectable byan extra-
solar planet transit survey, and to investigate their dependency on
the initial mass ratio distribution of the component stars.Specifi-
cally, we study the detectable sample for an idealised survey that is
broadly representative of the ground-based SuperWASP WideAn-
gle Search for Planets (Kane et al. 2003, 2004; Street et al. 2003,
Christian et al. 2004, Pollacco 2005). The SuperWASP setup cur-
rently consists of 5 ultra-wide field lens cameras backed by high-
quality CCDs, but is designed to hold up to a total of 8 such cam-
eras and CCDs (the upgrade to 8 cameras is expected to be com-
pleted in 2005). The photometric precision of the CCDs is largest in
the 7–13 mag magnitude range, where it is aimed to be better than
10 mmag (see Kane et al. 2004 for a detailed discussion of the pho-
tometric accuracy of the prototype WASP0). Each camera on the
SuperWASP setup furthermore has an approximate field of viewof
8◦×8◦, so that, accounting for some overlap, the total area covered
by 4 cameras operating simultaneously in a rectangular configura-
tion is about15◦×15◦. The total field of view for the full 8-camera
setup will be30◦×15◦. The large field of view is expected to yield
precise photometry of approximately 5 000 to 10 000 stars at atime
per operational camera, and thus 40 000 to 80 000 stars at a time for
8 cameras operating simultaneously.

In the following sections, we study in some detail the relative
numbers and types of eclipsing binaries detectable in the idealised
SuperWASP survey and examine their dependence on the initial
mass ratio or secondary mass distribution. By considering the ra-
tio of the number of detectable eclipsing binaries to the number
of detectable single stars we also investigate if some regions in the
Galaxy are expected to produce more false planetary detections due
to eclipsing binaries than others. Our method of calculation is out-
lined in some detail in Section 2, while the results are presented
in Sections 3 and 4. The final section is devoted to concludingre-
marks.

2 METHOD

2.1 Eclipsing binaries detectable by SuperWASP

As mentioned in the introduction, each camera on the SuperWASP
fork mount is capable of simultaneously monitoring severalthou-
sands of 7–13 mag stars with a photometric precision better than

10 mmag. In order to incorporate these instrument characteristics
in a binary population synthesis code, a transition needs tobe made
from bolometric luminosities obtained from stellar evolution cal-
culations to apparent visual magnitudes seen by an observer. We
make this transition in the following steps.

First, we determine the absolute visual magnitudesMV,1 and
MV,2 of the binary components from their bolometric luminosities
L1 andL2 as

MV,i = −2.5 log
Li

L⊙

−BCi +Mbol,⊙, i = 1, 2, (1)

where BCi is the bolometric correction of componenti, and
Mbol,⊙ = 4.76mag is the bolometric magnitude of the Sun. For
stars with a hydrogen-rich envelope, the bolometric correction is
determined from the effective temperature by means of polynomial
fits to the empiricalBC–Teff relations given by Flower (1996)1.
For naked helium stars and white dwarfs, the bolometric correction
is assumed to be equal to -5.0 (Smith, Meynet & Mermilliod 1994).

Secondly, we define the visual luminosityLV,i of component
i as

LV,i

L⊙

= 10−(MV,i−MV,⊙)/2.5, (2)

whereMV,⊙ is the absolute visual magnitude of the Sun. For con-
sistency, we determineMV,⊙ from Eq. (1) using the sameBC–
Teff relations as used to determineMV,1 andMV,2. It follows that
MV,⊙ = 4.84mag2. The added luminosity of both binary compo-
nents then gives rise to an absolute visual binary magnitude

MV,binary = MV,⊙ − 2.5 log
LV,1 + LV,2

L⊙

. (3)

Thirdly, we determine the apparent visual magnitude of the
binary as

mV,binary = MV,binary + 5 log10 (d/pc)− 5 + AV(d, l, b). (4)

Hered is the distance of the binary from the Sun,l andb are the bi-
nary’s heliocentric Galactic longitude and latitude, andAV(d, l, b)
is the apparent increase in the visual magnitude of the binary caused
by interstellar extinction along the line-of-sight. We incorporate the
dependence ofAV on d, l, andb in the calculations by means of
the extinction model of Hakkila (1997). The model combines the
results of several independent extinction studies and alsocorrects
some of the systematic biases these studies are subjected to(see
Hakkila 1997 for details and references).

Fourthly, during an eclipse, the apparent visual magnitudeof
an eclipsing binary increases by

∆mV,binary = −2.5 log

(

1−
∆LV

LV,1 + LV,2

)

, (5)

where∆LV is the decrease of the total visual luminosityLV,1 +
LV,2. If the radiusR1 of the primary is larger than the radiusR2

of the secondary, the decrease in luminosity during atotal eclipse
is given by

1 Corrections to the erroneous fits in Table 6 of Flower (1996) were kindly
provided by Pasi Nurmi and Henri Boffin (see also Nurmi & Boffin2003)
2 This is slightly larger than the usualMV,⊙ = 4.83mag due to the
adoptedMbol,⊙ andBC–Teff relations which yieldBC⊙ = −0.0778.
Since this affects the distance to which a star of a given magnitude is visible
by less than 0.5%, the adoptedMV,⊙ does not significantly affect any of
the results presented in this investigation.
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∆LV = max

[

(

R2

R1

)2

LV,1, LV,2

]

. (6)

The decrease in luminosity forR2 > R1 is obtained by exchang-
ing the indices ”1” and ”2” in Eq. (6). Note that both∆LV and
∆mV,binary are defined as positive quantities.

2.2 The Galactic disc model

The stellar and binary content of the Galaxy are usually mod-
elled by superpositions of density laws describing different Galac-
tic components such as the bulge, the disc, and the halo (see,e.g.,
Bahcall 1986 for a review). For the purpose of this investigation,
we only consider the dominant component made up by the Galac-
tic disc, which we model by means of a stellar distribution law of
the form

n(R, z) = n0 exp
(

−
R

hR

)

exp

(

−
|z|

hz

)

. (7)

Here,n0 is a normalisation constant,R andz are the disc’s natural
cylindrical coordinates,hR is the disc’s scale length, andhz is its
scale height. We normalise the distribution to unity by settingn0 =
1/
(

4πhzh
2
R

)

.
Gilmore & Reid (1983) pointed out that star counts towards

the Southern Galactic pole were not well fitted by a single vertical
exponential, but that a good agreement could be obtained when two
such exponentials, representing the so-called thin and thick disc,
with different scale heights were considered. The thin dischas a
scale height of about 300 pc and dominates up toz ≈ 1 kpc. Its
stars cover a wide range of stellar ages between 0 and 10 Gyr. The
properties of the thick disc, on the other hand, are less wellcon-
strained. They are often referred to as ”intermediate” between those
of the Galactic disc and the Galactic halo. In particular, the abun-
dances of thick disc stars point towards a moderately metal-poor
stellar population. A more extreme metal-weak thick disc, possibly
being the tail of the thick disc, also exists, but its contribution to
the structure and the content of the Galactic disc is much smaller
than that of the thin and thick disc. Hence, as a first approximation,
we here only consider binaries with solar metallicity component
stars. Estimates for the scale height of the thick disc rangefrom
500 to 1500 pc (e.g. Norris 1999, Du et al. 2003; and references
therein). Much larger scale heights have also been claimed,but
seem to be ruled out by recent scale height determinations from
HST photometry (Kerber, Javiel & Santiago 2001) and 2MASS
data (Ojha 2001, Cabrera-Lavers, Garzón, & Hammersley 2005).
The age of the thick disc is furthermore thought to be in the range
of 12-15 Gyr, so that it is relatively old in comparison to thethin
disc.

Observations supporting a large spread in the thick disc’s age
comparable to that of the thin disc, or the existence of an agegap
between the thin and thick disc have so far been inconclusive(Liu
& Chaboyer 2000). We therefore assume that the Galactic disccon-
sists of a thin and thick component which originate from differ-
ent non-overlapping star formation epochs and that the thindisc
formed immediately after the thick disc. The total age of thedisc is
assumed to be 13 Gyr. Binaries formed during the last 10 Gyr ofstar
formation in the Galactic disc are distributed according toa double
exponential withhR = 2.8 kpc andhz = 300 pc, while binaries
formed between 10 Gyr and 13 Gyr ago are distributed according
to a double exponential withhR = 3.7 kpc andhz = 1 kpc. This
gives rise to

(i) a population of stars with ages between 0 and 10 Gyr and a

relatively small vertical scale height, representative ofthe thin disc
stars, and

(ii) a population of stars with ages of 10–13 Gyr and a much
larger vertical scale height, representative of the thick disc stars.

Hence, over a time span of 13 Gyr, we form 10/3 times more starsin
the thin disc than in the thick disc. As we show, below these star for-
mation histories and the adopted thin and thick distributions given
by Eq. (7) result in stellar densities in the thin and thick Galactic
disc that are compatible with current observational estimates (e.g.
Norris 2001). For more details on the adopted scale lengths and
scale heights, we refer to Kerber et al. (2001), Ojha (2001),Siegel
et al. (2003), and Du et al. (2003).

2.3 Binary population synthesis

We use the BiSEPS binary population synthesis code described
by Willems & Kolb (2002, 2004) to construct present-day popu-
lations of eclipsing binaries in the Galactic disc detectable by the
idealised SuperWASP survey. We recall that single star evolution is
treated using the formulae derived by Hurley, Pols & Tout (2000),
binary orbits are assumed to be circular, and rotational angular ve-
locities are kept synchronised with the orbital motion at all times.
Orbital angular momentum losses via gravitational radiation and/or
magnetic braking are taken into account as in Hurley, Tout & Pols
(2002), and Roche-lobe overflow is treated as in Willems & Kolb
(2004). All calculations presented in this paper are furthermore
based on the binary evolution parameters corresponding to the stan-
dard model (model A) of Willems & Kolb (2004).

The evolution of a large number of binaries consisting of two
zero-age main-sequence components was followed up to a maxi-
mum evolutionary age of 13 Gyr. The initial primary and secondary
masses,M1 andM2, are taken from a grid of 50 logarithmically
spaced masses in the interval between0.1 and20M⊙, and the ini-
tial orbital periods,Porb, from a grid of 250 logarithmically spaced
periods in the interval between0.1 and 10 000 days. In order to
avoid spurious spikes in the distribution functions of simulated bi-
naries, each grid point is actually randomly offset from thecenter
of the grid cells according to uniformlogM1, logM2, andlogPorb

distributions within the boundaries of the grid cells (cf. Hurley et
al. 2002). For symmetry reasons only binaries withM1 > M2 are
evolved. At the end of the calculation of each binary sequence, the
evolutionary track is scanned for phases wheretotal eclipses would
be detectable by SuperWASP. We furthermore only retain binaries
that are detached or in a thermally and dynamically stable mass-
transfer phase. In view of the generally short life time of thermal
and dynamical time scale mass-transfer episodes, we do not expect
this limitation to significantly affect our results.

The statistical contribution of a binary to the population of
eclipsing binaries detectable by SuperWASP is determined by the
probability distribution functions of the initial binary parameters,
the adopted star formation rate, the fraction of stars in binaries,
the position of the binary in the Galactic disc, and the probabil-
ity that the orbit is oriented suitably for the observation of total
eclipses. We assume the initial primary masses to be distributed ac-
cording to an initial mass function (IMF) with a slope of -1.3for
0.1M⊙ 6 M1 < 0.5M⊙, -2.2 for 0.5M⊙ 6 M1 < 1.0M⊙,
and -2.7 for1.0M⊙ 6 M1. We furthermore assume that the dis-
tribution of initial orbital separations is logarithmically flat, such
thatχ(log a) = 0.078636 for 3 6 a/R⊙ 6 106. The initial mass
ratio distribution is parametrized asn(q) ∝ qs with s ∈ IR a free
parameter and0 < q = M2/M1 6 1, though we also investigate

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS000, 1–9



4 Willems, Kolb & Justham

Table 1. Idealised transit survey characteristics.

model magnitude range photometric precision (mag)

1 7–13 0.01
2 7–15 0.01
3 7–13 0.1
4 7–15 0.1

the case where both binary components are picked independently
from the same IMF (see Willems & Kolb 2002 for details and ref-
erences). We furthermore assume that 50% of all stars are binaries
and that the Galactic star-formation rate has been constantfor the
past 13 Gyr. The star-formation is calibrated so that one binary or
single star withM1 > 0.8M⊙ is born in the Galaxy each year, in
concordance with the observationally inferred birthrate of Galactic
white dwarfs (Weidemann 1990).

The role of the position of the binary in the Galactic disc is
taken into account by means of Eqs. (4) and (7). More specifically,
for a given absolute visual magnitudeMV,binary and a given set
of Galactic coordinates(l, b), Eq. (4) translates the optimal Super-
WASP magnitude range7mag 6 mV,binary 6 13mag into a
range of optimal distancesdmin 6 d 6 dmax. Since the transla-
tion depends on the interstellar extinction coefficientAV (d, l, b),
which itself is a function of the distanced of the binary from the
Sun, the optimal distance range has to be determined iteratively.
The dependence ofAV on the Galactic longitude and latitude fur-
thermore implies thatdmin anddmax are also functions ofl andb.
The statistical weight of a binary with Galactic coordinates (l0, b0)
is then determined by (i) integrating Eq. (7) over all distancesd
ranging fromdmin to dmax, and (ii) integrating the resulting two-
dimensional function ofl and b over a rectangular field of view
centred on(l0, b0). To this end, the Galactocentric cylindrical co-
ordinates(R, z) appearing in Eq. (7) are expressed in terms of the
Heliocentric spherical coordinates(d, l, b) as

R =
(

d2 cos2 b− 2dR⊙ cos b cos l +R2
⊙

)1/2
,

z = d sin b+ z⊙.

}

(8)

HereR⊙ is the distance of the projection of the Sun on the Galactic
plane to the Galactic centre, andz⊙ is the height of the Sun above
the Galactic plane. We here adopt the valuesR⊙ = 8.5 kpc and
z⊙ = 30 pc (e.g. Binney & Tremaine 1987; Reid 1993; Chen et al.
2001; and references therein).

The probability to observe binary eclipses, finally, is deter-
mined by the radii of the component stars and the orbital separa-
tion. In particular, two binary components with radiiR1 andR2

separated by a distancea, will show total eclipses for orbital incli-
nationsi > i0, with i0 determined by

cos i0 =
|R1 −R2|

a
. (9)

Adopting a uniform distribution for the cosine of the orbital incli-
nationi then gives an eclipse probability given by

P (i > i0) =

∫ π/2

i0

sin i di =
|R1 −R2|

a
. (10)

3 GALACTIC DISTRIBUTIONS

We used the technique and the assumptions outlined in the previous
section to construct Galactic distributions of eclipsing binaries and

Figure 1. Distribution of the numberN of eclipsing binaries detectable in
the Galactic disc, for survey model 1 and a flat initial mass ratio distribution
n(q) = 1. Note that the color scale forN is linear.

single stars detectable by an idealised SuperWASP survey. Specif-
ically, we adopt four different idealised transit survey characteris-
tics. In survey model 1 (our standard survey model), the magnitude
range and eclipse detection threshold are assumed to be 7–13mag
and 0.01 mag, respectively. The assumptions adopted in the other
three survey models are summarised in Table 1. We note that the
eclipse detection threshold is irrelevant for single stars, so that mod-
els 3 and 4 are equivalent to models 1 and 2 for these stars.

The Galactic distribution of eclipsing binaries detectable by
SuperWASP is shown in Fig. 1, for survey model 1 and a flat ini-
tial mass ratio distributionn(q) = 1. The systems are grouped in
15◦ × 15◦ bins in Galactic longitude and latitude, corresponding
approximately to the combined field of view of four SuperWASP
cameras operating simultaneously in a rectangularly mounted con-
figuration. The double exponential distribution functionsadopted
for the thin and thick Galactic disc components yield a strong con-
centration of systems towards the Galactic plane (b = 0◦) and to-
wards the Galactic centre (l = 0◦, b = 0◦). The asymmetry in
the distributions with respect to the Galactic centre is caused by
the Galactic longitude and latitude dependency of the interstellar
extinction model [see, e.g., Fig. 11 in Hakkila et al. (1997)]. The
largest number of systems is found in the15◦ × 15◦ field of view
centred on(l, b) = (−7.5◦,−7.5◦). The behaviour of the distri-
butions of detectable eclipsing binaries for the other three survey
models is similar to that of model 1. The same applies to the Galac-
tic distributions of single stars detectable by SuperWASP.

The contributions of the thin and thick Galactic disc to the
population of eclipsing binaries detectable by SuperWASP are
shown separately in Fig. 2. The thin disc component containsap-
proximately 96% of the sample of detectable eclipsing binaries (see
Section 4). The fine structure in the thick disc component reflects
the variations of the interstellar extinction as a functionof Galactic
longitude and latitude. These variations are more apparentfor the
thick Galactic disc than for the thin Galactic disc because it is much
less centrally condensed.

In Fig. 3, we show the variation of the ratioR of the number
of eclipsing binaries to the number of single stars detectable by Su-
perWASP as a function of Galactic longitude and latitude, inthe
case of survey model 1 and a flat initial mass ratio distribution. The
ratio is largest for the bin centred on(l, b) = (−7.5◦,−22.5◦), so
that this region is less favourable for SuperWASP if false exoplanet

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS000, 1–9
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Figure 2. As Fig. 1, but with the Galactic disc separated into its thin (top
panel) and thick (bottom panel) components.

Figure 3. As Fig. 1, but in units of the number of detectable single stars.

transit detections due to eclipsing binaries are to be minimized.
This fairly localized peak in the distribution ofR is already ap-
parent as a local maximum inl direction in Fig. 1. The peak results
from the interplay between a decrease in the interstellar extinction
in this bib (see Fig. 11 in Hakkila 1997) and the non-trivial differ-
ential behaviour between single and binary stars to the interstellar
extinction (binaries emit the combined light of two stars, affecting
the distance to which they are observable). For75◦ . l . 285◦,
more favourable regions are found at any Galactic latitude between

0◦ and90◦, while for l . 75◦ andl & 285◦ more favourable re-
gions are located at Galactic latitudes|b| & 15◦ (except for the bin
centred onl = −7.5◦ andb = −22.5◦). The same holds true for
survey models 2–4. In all models, the ratioR varies across the sky
by less than a factor of 2.5.

4 ABSOLUTE AND RELATIVE NUMBERS

In the previous Section, we have seen that the distribution of eclips-
ing binaries and single stars detectable by an idealised SuperWASP
survey in the Galactic disc is similar for all four survey models
listed in Table 1. In this section we show the effect of the model as-
sumptions on the number of detectable eclipsing binaries and single
stars, and on their breakdown in subgroups according to the type of
stars involved.

The total number of detectable eclipsing binaries and single
stars is listed in Table 2, for each of the four survey models con-
sidered and for different initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass
distributions. For survey model 1 and a flat initial mass ratio dis-
tribution n(q) = 1, the number of eclipsing binaries is of the or-
der of 4 × 104. Extending the detectable magnitude range from
7–13 mag (model 1) to 7–15 mag (model 2) increases the total num-
ber of systems by approximately a factor of 4. Increasing themini-
mum detectable eclipse depth from 0.01 mag (model 1) to 0.1 mag
(model 3), on the other hand, yields a decrease of the total number
of systems by about a factor of 2. The initial mass ratio or secondary
mass distribution has a significant effect on the absolute number of
systems only when small initial mass ratiosM2/M1 are favoured:
whenn(q) ∝ q−0.99 the number of detectable eclipsing binaries
decreases by approximately a factor of 50 compared to the case of
n(q) = 1. The dominance of extreme-mass ratio systems implies a
large number of undetectable small-amplitude eclipses.

The total number of detectable single stars is typically more
than two orders of magnitude larger than the total number of de-
tectable eclipsing binaries in the same survey model (the ratio of
the number of detectable eclipsing binaries to the number ofde-
tectable single stars is listed in the last column of Table 2). In the
case of the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q−0.99, the differ-
ence even amounts to three to four orders of magnitude, depend-
ing on the adopted survey model. The dominance of single stars is
partly because eclipsing binaries are subjected to the additional ob-
servational threshold that their eclipses must be deep enough to be
observable and identifiable by the transit survey, and partly because
the presence of a companion can alter the life time and evolutionary
path of a binary component in comparison to those of a single star.
Mass transfer, e.g., can strip a red giant down to its core, leaving
behind a rapidly dimming white dwarf which is less likely to be
detected than its giant progenitor. We also note that the number of
detectable eclipsing binaries given in Table 2 is by no meansrep-
resentative of the total number of binaries seen by the survey since
the latter includes eclipsing systems with undetectable eclipse am-
plitudes as well as non-eclipsing binaries.

In Table 3, the population of detectable single stars is subdi-
vided according to the type of star and according to their mem-
bership to the thin or thick Galactic disc. Approximately 60% of all
single stars in the magnitude range between 7 and 13 mag (model 1)
are main-sequence stars, 20% are horizontal-branch stars,and
10% are giant-branch stars, 2% are Hertzsprung-gap stars, 1% are
asymptotic giant branch stars, and 1% are white dwarf stars.If the
detectable magnitude range is extended from 7-13 mag to 7-15mag
(model 2), the relative number of horizontal branch stars decreases

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS000, 1–9



6 Willems, Kolb & Justham

Table 2. The total number of eclipsing binaries and single stars detectable
by an idealised SuperWASP survey, for each of the four surveymodels
listed in Table 1 and for different initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass
distributions. The last column in the table lists the ratio of the total num-
ber of detectable eclipsing binaries to the total number of detectable single
stars.

model eclipsing binaries single stars ratio

n(q) ∝ q, 0 < q 6 1

1 4.8× 104 3.7× 106 1.3× 10−2

2 2.0× 105 1.8× 107 1.1× 10−2

3 2.4× 104 3.7× 106 6.5× 10−3

4 1.0× 105 1.8× 107 5.6× 10−3

n(q) = 1, 0 < q 6 1

1 4.3× 104 3.7× 106 1.2× 10−2

2 1.8× 105 1.8× 107 1.0× 10−2

3 1.8× 104 3.7× 106 4.9× 10−3

4 7.9× 104 1.8× 107 4.4× 10−3

n(q) ∝ q−0.99, 0 < q 6 1

1 1.1× 103 3.7× 106 3.0× 10−4

2 4.9× 103 1.8× 107 2.7× 10−4

3 3.0× 102 3.7× 106 8.1× 10−5

4 1.4× 103 1.8× 107 7.8× 10−5

M2 from same IMF asM1

1 3.2× 104 3.7× 106 8.6× 10−3

2 1.5× 105 1.8× 107 8.3× 10−3

3 4.6× 103 3.7× 106 1.2× 10−3

4 2.5× 104 1.8× 107 1.4× 10−3

Table 3. Contributions of different types of stars in the thin and thick Galac-
tic disc to the population of detectable single stars, for survey models 1
and 2. In column 1, MS stands for main sequence, HG for Hertzsprung gap,
GB for giant branch, HB for horizontal branch, AGB for asymptotic giant
branch, and WD for white dwarf.

model 1 model 2
stellar type thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc

MS 60.76% 0.78% 64.83% 1.91%
HG 1.70% 0.17% 1.85% 0.36%
GB 9.84% 2.61% 8.17% 3.77%
HB 20.02% 1.92% 13.87% 1.89%
AGB 0.96% 0.10% 0.66% 0.09%
WD 1.00% 0.14% 2.22% 0.38%
Total 94.28% 5.72% 91.60% 8.40%

somewhat, while the relative numbers of main-sequence and white
dwarf stars increases. The ratio of the number of detectablesingle
stars in the thin Galactic disc to the number of detectable single
stars in the thick Galactic disc is approximately 15 to 1 for survey
model 1 and 10 to 1 for survey model 2, comparable to current esti-
mates for the ratio of stellar densities in the thin and thickGalactic
disc (e.g. Norris 2001).

Table 4 gives a detailed breakdown into types of binaries that
make up the sample of eclipsing binaries detectable by the transit
survey. In the case of survey model 1, the dependence of the relative
contributions of different types of systems on the adopted initial

mass ratio or initial secondary mass distribution is visualized in
Fig. 4.3

The dominant group of detectable eclipsing binaries consists
of two detached main-sequence stars. In the case of survey model 1
and a flat initial mass ratio distribution, this subgroup of systems
accounts for 60% of the population of detectable eclipsing bina-
ries. Detached giant-branch main-sequence star binaries account
for approximately 20% of the population, detached horizontal-
branch main-sequence star binaries for approximately 10%,and
Hertzsprung-gap main-sequence star binaries for about 2%.Other
types of binaries contribute at most 1%. The relative numberof
detached double main-sequence star binaries increases to 65% for
survey model 2 and 70–80% for survey models 3 and 4. The con-
tribution of giant-branch main-sequence star binaries, onthe other
hand, decreases from 20% in survey models 1 and 2 to 5% in sur-
vey models 3 and 4. The relative number of detectable eclipsing
binaries in the thin Galactic disc furthermore varies from 93% and
99% between the different survey models considered. In addition,
it is interesting to note that the most abundant group of eclipsing
binaries detectable by the transit survey model in the thickGalactic
disc consists of detached giant-branch main-sequence starbinaries.
This is because essentially all former double main-sequence stars
with large-amplitude eclipses have evolved off the main sequence
in the thick disc population.

In the case of the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q, the
relative contribution of detached double main-sequence star bina-
ries decreases in favour of detached giant-branch main-sequence
star and horizontal branch main-sequence star binaries. The num-
bers for the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q−0.99 show the
opposite effect. The largest shifts in the relative contributions oc-
cur when the secondary mass is assumed to be distributed indepen-
dently according to the same IMF as the primary mass. In partic-
ular, the contribution of detached double main-sequence star bina-
ries then increases to 80-90%, while the contribution of detached
asymptotic giant-branch main-sequence star binaries decreases to
5-10% (see Fig. 4).

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this exploratory study we used the BiSEPS binary population
synthesis code to estimate the number of eclipsing binariesand
single stars detectable in the Galactic disc by an idealisedSuper-
WASP exoplanet transit survey. The Galactic disc is modeledby a
superposition of a young (thin) and old (thick) component, both of
which are described by means of a double exponential distribution
function characterised by different scale lengths and scale heights.
The models yield a strong concentration of eclipsing binaries and
single stars towards the Galactic plane and the Galactic centre.

The ratio of the number of detectable eclipsing binaries to the
number of detectable single stars varies by less than a factor of 2.5
across the sky. It is largest in the direction of the Galacticlongi-
tudel = −7.5◦ and the Galactic latitudeb = −22.5◦, so that the
number of false exoplanet transit detections due to eclipsing bina-
ries can be expected to be largest in this direction. More favourable
regions on the sky aimed at minimizing false planetary detections
are therefore located away from this area. The best conditions are

3 Note that Kolb & Willems (2004) presented early results of these sim-
ulations. The fractions in their Table 2 are now superseded by the results
presented here.
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Table 4. Contributions of the most common types of binaries in the thin and thick Galactic disc to the population of eclipsing binaries detectable by an idealised
SuperWASP survey, for each of the survey models listed in Table 1 and different initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass distributions. In column 1, MS
stands for main sequence, HG for Hertzsprung gap, GB for giant branch, HB for horizontal branch, AGB for asymptotic giantbranch, nHe for naked helium
star, and WD for white dwarf. Detached and semi-detached systems are indicated in column 2 by the labels D and SD, respectively.

binary binary model 1 model 2 model 3 model 4
components type thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc

n(q) ∝ q, 0 < q 6 1

MS+MS D 46.72% 0.22% 50.05% 0.62% 67.30% 0.35% 70.93% 0.94%
HG+MS D 1.53% 0.11% 1.76% 0.28% 1.75% 0.14% 1.92% 0.33%
GB+MS D 25.30% 4.99% 22.88% 7.66% 7.40% 0.61% 7.02% 1.18%
GB+HG/GB/HB D 1.72% 0.27% 1.46% 0.35% 1.80% 0.42% 1.52% 0.52%
HB+MS D 15.06% 0.06% 11.56% 0.07% 15.04% 0.00% 11.51% 0.00%
AGB+MS D 1.20% 0.01% 0.92% 0.01% 0.42% <0.01% 0.31% <0.01%
AGB+HG/GB/HB D 0.26% 0.01% 0.20% 0.01% 0.41% <0.01% 0.31% <0.01%
nHe+MS D 0.18% 0.00% 0.14% 0.00% 0.04% 0.00% 0.03% 0.00%
WD+MS D 0.13% 0.02% 0.25% 0.05% 0.08% 0.01% 0.15% 0.03%
MS+MS SD 0.65% <0.01% 0.53% <0.01% 1.30% <0.01% 1.02% <0.01%
HG+MS SD 0.12% <0.01% 0.10% <0.01% 0.23% <0.01% 0.19% <0.01%
GB+MS SD 0.91% 0.01% 0.73% 0.01% 1.81% 0.02% 1.41% 0.03%
HB+MS SD 0.11% 0.00% 0.06% 0.00% 0.15% 0.00% 0.09% 0.00%
Other 0.40% 0.01% 0.30% <0.01% 0.73% <0.01% 0.56% <0.01%

Total 94.29% 5.71% 90.94% 9.06% 98.46% 1.54% 96.97% 3.03%

n(q) = 1, 0 < q 6 1

MS+MS D 60.58% 0.27% 63.33% 0.74% 73.55% 0.38% 76.55% 1.01%
HG+MS D 1.56% 0.12% 1.79% 0.28% 1.49% 0.12% 1.61% 0.27%
GB+MS D 17.71% 3.28% 15.85% 5.03% 5.64% 0.44% 5.25% 0.84%
GB+HG/GB/HB D 0.98% 0.15% 0.81% 0.19% 1.22% 0.28% 1.01% 0.34%
HB+MS D 12.17% 0.04% 9.12% 0.04% 12.24% 0.00% 9.19% 0.00%
AGB+MS D 0.91% 0.01% 0.68% 0.01% 0.33% <0.01% 0.24% <0.01%
AGB+HG/GB/HB D 0.15% 0.01% 0.11% <0.01% 0.29% <0.01% 0.21% <0.01%
nHe+MS D 0.14% 0.00% 0.10% 0.00% 0.05% 0.00% 0.04% 0.00%
WD+MS D 0.29% 0.04% 0.57% 0.11% 0.27% 0.04% 0.53% 0.10%
MS+MS SD 0.52% <0.01% 0.41% <0.01% 1.24% <0.01% 0.95% <0.01%
HG+MS SD 0.09% <0.01% 0.08% <0.01% 0.22% <0.01% 0.17% <0.01%
GB+MS SD 0.66% 0.01% 0.52% 0.01% 1.58% 0.01% 1.20% 0.02%
HB+MS SD 0.08% 0.00% 0.04% 0.00% 0.12% 0.00% 0.07% 0.00%
Other 0.24% <0.01% 0.17% 0.01% 0.49% <0.01% 0.39% 0.01%

Total 96.08% 3.92% 93.58% 6.42% 98.73% 1.27% 97.41% 2.59%

found at Galactic longitudes75◦ . l . 285◦ and, for Galactic
longitudes|l| . 75◦, at Galactic latitudes|b| & 15◦.

Depending on the adopted survey model, the total number of
single stars in the magnitude range detectable by the idealised Su-
perWASP survey is of the order of106–107. The total number of
detectable eclipsing binaries varies from a few times102–105, with
the exact number depending on the adopted survey model (limit-
ing magnitude and eclipse amplitude) and on the initial massratio
or initial secondary mass distribution. In view of the largenum-
ber of stars and binaries observed by SuperWASP each night, the
lower end of the predicted number of eclipsing binaries (resulting
from the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q−0.99) could soon
be confronted with interesting and potentially stringent observa-
tional constraints, assuming that our simplifications still capture the
essence of the real SuperWASP set-up.

Provided that complete samples of the most abundant types of
binaries can be compiled by SuperWASP, the relative contribution
of each type of binary to the total population can be used to further
constrain the initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass distribution
(see Fig. 4). In particular, for our standard survey model, the rela-

tive number of double main-sequence star binaries increases from
45% in the case of the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q to
80% in the case of the initial mass ratio distributionn(q) ∝ q−0.99,
and 90% in the case where the initial secondary mass is distributed
independently according to the same IMF as the primary mass.
The contribution of white dwarf main-sequence star binaries in-
creases from 0.1% in the case of the initial mass ratio distribution
n(q) ∝ q to 0.7% in the case of the initial mass ratio distribution
n(q) ∝ q−0.99, and 1.3% in the case where the initial secondary
mass is distributed independently according to the same IMFas
the primary mass. In contrast, the relative contributions of the other
major groups of binaries tend to decrease when the initial mass ratio
distribution is changed fromn(q) ∝ q to n(q) ∝ q−0.99 or an in-
dependent initial secondary mass distribution. Similar diagnostics
for the initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass distribution can
be obtained by considering ratios of numbers of different types of
eclipsing binaries detectable by the transit survey ratherthan their
fractional contributions to the total population.

In view of the large variety of eclipsing binaries found, we
did not consider the effects of varying some of the binary evo-
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Table 4 – continued

binary binary model 1 model 2 model 3 model 4
components type thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc thin disc thick disc

n(q) ∝ q−0.99, 0 < q 6 1

MS+MS D 78.11% 0.31% 78.75% 0.82% 79.53% 0.41% 80.90% 1.07%
HG+MS D 1.36% 0.11% 1.53% 0.25% 1.16% 0.09% 1.23% 0.21%
GB+MS D 8.86% 1.53% 7.86% 2.35% 3.88% 0.29% 3.51% 0.53%
GB+HG/GB/HB D 0.38% 0.06% 0.31% 0.07% 0.74% 0.17% 0.60% 0.20%
HB+MS D 7.08% 0.02% 5.40% 0.02% 9.01% 0.00% 6.57% 0.00%
AGB+MS D 0.49% <0.01% 0.35% <0.01% 0.23% <0.01% 0.17% <0.01%
AGB+HG/GB/HB D 0.06% <0.01% 0.04% <0.01% 0.18% <0.01% 0.13% <0.01%
nHe+MS D 0.08% 0.00% 0.06% 0.00% 0.06% 0.00% 0.04% 0.00%
WD+MS D 0.65% 0.09% 1.31% 0.25% 1.16% 0.14% 2.26% 0.38%
MS+MS SD 0.30% <0.01% 0.22% <0.01% 1.10% <0.01% 0.82% <0.01%
HG+MS SD 0.05% <0.01% 0.04% <0.01% 0.19% <0.01% 0.15% <0.01%
GB+MS SD 0.34% <0.01% 0.26% <0.01% 1.26% 0.01% 0.94% 0.01%
HB+MS SD 0.04% 0.00% 0.02% 0.00% 0.09% 0.00% 0.05% 0.00%
Other 0.09% <0.01% 0.08% 0.01% 0.30% <0.01% 0.23% <0.01%

Total 97.89% 2.11% 96.23% 3.77% 98.89% 1.11% 97.60% 2.40%

M2 from same IMF asM1

MS+MS D 88.17% 0.47% 86.83% 1.16% 85.75% 0.91% 83.93% 1.96%
HG+MS D 1.40% 0.14% 1.53% 0.30% 1.08% 0.13% 1.00% 0.24%
GB+MS D 5.19% 1.10% 4.47% 1.64% 2.87% 0.32% 2.20% 0.48%
GB+HG/GB/HB D 0.15% 0.03% 0.11% 0.04% 0.53% 0.17% 0.35% 0.17%
HB+MS D 1.79% 0.01% 1.22% 0.01% 2.64% 0.00% 1.58% 0.00%
AGB+MS D 0.11% <0.01% 0.07% <0.01% 0.04% <0.01% 0.03% <0.01%
AGB+HG/GB/HB D 0.01% <0.01% 0.01% <0.01% 0.05% <0.01% 0.03% <0.01%
nHe+MS D <0.01% 0.00% <0.01% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00%
WD+MS D 1.11% 0.17% 2.06% 0.42% 3.93% 0.51% 6.26% 1.09%
MS+MS SD 0.04% <0.01% 0.03% <0.01% 0.30% <0.01% 0.18% <0.01%
HG+MS SD 0.01% <0.01% 0.01% <0.01% 0.09% <0.01% 0.07% <0.01%
GB+MS SD 0.08% <0.01% 0.06% <0.01% 0.58% 0.01% 0.35% 0.01%
HB+MS SD <0.01% 0.00% <0.01% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00%
Other 0.02% <0.01% 0.03% <0.01% 0.06% 0.01% 0.04% 0.01%

Total 98.08% 1.92% 96.43% 3.57% 97.94% 2.06% 96.04% 3.96%

lution parameters as is customary in binary population synthesis
studies (see, e.g., Willems & Kolb 2002, 2003, 2004). In particular,
the masses and orbital periods of the eclipsing binaries maybe af-
fected by uncertainties in the treatment of mass transfer ifeither of
the binary components at some point of its evolution filled its crit-
ical Roche lobe. Additional uncertainties affecting the binary sep-
aration (and thus the possibility of interactions between the com-
ponent stars as well as the probability to observe the systemas an
eclipsing binary) are introduced by uncertainties in systemic orbital
angular momentum losses through, e.g., magnetic braking and stel-
lar winds. The latter can furthermore also have a strong impact on
the stars themselves, especially during or after evolutionary phases
that are accompanied by high wind mass-loss rates such as thegiant
branch, asymptotic giant branch, and Wolf-Rayet stages of stellar
evolution. The impact of these uncertainties on the relative numbers
and statistical properties of different types of eclipsingbinaries will
be addressed in follow-up studies that are tailored more closely to
represent the precise properties of different ongoing and future ex-
oplanet transit surveys.

The results of our exploratory study reveal very encouraging
differential trends in the collective properties of the eclipsing binary
population that can be probed by extrasolar planet transit surveys.
This suggests that transit surveys will be able to deliver stringent

constraints on parameters describing the formation and evolution
of binaries once statistically meaningful results from such surveys
are available. In future applications of this work we will consider
a fine-tuned transit survey model that more closely matches the ac-
tual parameters of the SuperWASP survey, and that also addresses
the fact that the discovery probability of eclipses will depend on
the eclipse properties. We will also extend our study to other transit
surveys.
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Figure 4. Relative contribution of the most common types of binaries to the population of eclipsing binaries detectable by an idealised SuperWASP survey in
the (thin and thick) Galactic disc, for survey model 1 and different initial mass ratio or initial secondary mass distributions. The abbreviations MS, HG, GB, ...
have the same meaning as in Tables 3 and 4.
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