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ABSTRACT

Context. The metallicity dependence of the Cephéld-relation is of importance in establishing the extra-gtitadistance scale.
Aims. The aim of this paper is to investigate the metallicity dejsrce of theP L-relation inV and K based on a sample of 68
Galactic Cepheids with individual Baade-Wesselink diséan(some of the stars also have an HST-based parallax) dindlirally
determined metallicities from high-resolution spectoysc

Methods. Literature values of th&-band,K-band and radial velocity data have been collected for a lEaaf®8 classical cepheids
that have their metallicity determined in the literaturenfr high-resolution spectroscopy. Based of¥a— K) surface-brightness
relation and a projection factor derived in a previous pagistances have been derived from a Baade-Wesselink &aRk- and
PLZ-relations inV and K are derived.

Results. The effect of the adopted dependence of the projectionrfactperiod is investigated. The change from a congieattor

to one recently suggested in the literature with a mild ddpane orlog P results in a less steep slope by 0.1 unit, which is about the
1-sigma error bar in the slope itself. The observed slopbérmPtL-relation inV in the LMC agrees with both hypotheses.Anhthe
difference between the Galactic and LMC slope is larger analévfavour a mild period dependence of fh#actor. The dependence
on metallicity inV and K is found to be marginal, and independent of the choigefafctor on period. This result is severely limited
by the small range in metallicity covered by the Galactic I@sgs.
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1. Introduction (V — K) colour, which gives the highest precision in the derived

- . : - angular diameter.
Obtaining accurate distances to stars is a non-trivial enatt

Cepheids are considered an important standard candle ys the Thep-factor can also be obtained from Cepheids with inter-
are bright and are thus the link between the distance scalefénometrically determined angular diameters over thegiida
the nearby universe and that further out via those galakigis tphase when in addition accurate RV curves are availables(gee
contain both Cepheids and SNla. Mérand et al. 2005). GO7 assembled all currently availdata
Distances to local cepheids may be obtained via maite find that a constant-factor represents the best fit to the avail-
sequence fitting for those Cepheids in clusters (e.g. F€8€)1 able data. A strong dependence on period,jike —0.15 log P
or via determination of the parallax. Until recently onlyl@is as proposed by Gieren et al. (2005), could be ruled out. A mod-
had an accurate parallax determination via Hipparcos. @ene erate dependence pi~ —0.03 log P as used in the Gieren et al.
et al. (2007) recently published absolute trigonometricapa papers (1993, 1997, 1998, Storm et al. 2004, Barnes et &)200
laxes for nine Galactic Cepheids using fiee Guidance Sensor  or p ~ —0.064 log P as advocated by Nardetto et al. (2007) are
on board theHubble Space Telescope, and revised, more ac- also consistent with the available data.

curate, Hipparcos parallaxes have also become available (v Another aspect of the Cepheltl-relation that is still a mat-
Leeuwen et al. 2907’ van Leeuwen_2007). . er of debate is the metallicity dependence of the Cepkdiel
In addltlon,_d|stances to C_ephelds can _be obtained f_rom_ ation, and its dependence on wavelength. Observateera s
Baade-Wesselink method. This method relies on the availabi , - sistently indicate that metal-rich Cepheids are Hieig
of surface-brightness (SB) relations to link variations@lour 54 arigus estimates have been given in the literatfess +
to variations in angular diameters and understanding optbe 0.16 mag/dex BRI bands, Gould 1994)0.44*0-1 mag/dex
jection (p-) factor that links radial velocity to pulsational velocit (VR bands. Sasselov et a’I 1997)0.24 i’O.iG Fr?ézg/dex VI
variations. . . . . bands, Kochanek 1997).0.14 + 0.14 mag/dex VI bands,
The SB relations can be obtained using Cepheids that hg¥&nicutt et al 1998)-0.21 + 0.19 in V, —0.29 + 0.19 in
accurate interferometrically determined angular diansed®er 1/ 93 1 0.19in 7. —0.21 + 0.19 mag/aex ink (Stérm ot
the pulsation phase and accurate multi-wavelength lightesu 51 '>004) and-0.29 + 0.10 maa/dex BV I bands. Macri et al
This has allowed Kervella et al. (2004) and Groenewegenf20 606). ) ' ' gidex 6 ' I '

hereafter GO7) to derive such relations, in particular gishe
The potential caveat is that no individual abundance deter-

Send offprint requests to: Martin Groenewegen minations of individual Cepheids are being used in thesdietu
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but rather abundances of nearby Hegions, or even a meanwavelength calibration. The Heliocentric velocities ab¢ained
abundance of the entire galaxy. as part of the standard pipeline reduction whereby the spact
Groenewegen et al. (2004) tried to attack the problem by us-cross-correlated against a mask, in this case that of dd®2 s
ing Cepheids with individually determined metallicitie3sf in  The formal precision on the RVs is of the order 5-15 m/s. The
our Galaxy, 10 in the LMC and 6 in the SMC. Considering thBVs are listed in Tablel2.
Galactic sample, a metallicity effect was found in the zesmp Like in GO7, in a first step to attempt to homogenise the
intheVIW K P L-relation of—0.6+£0.4 or —0.84+0.3 mag/dex, datasets, the light curves are read in the program Peridav (
depending on the in- or exclusion of one object. The distatwe & Breger 2005), which allows for an easy visualisation ofetif
the galactic Cepheids mostly came from BW-distances aeilaent datasets. Period04 is used to calculate the period,easkp
at that time from Fouqué et al. (2003). the data to see if there are clear outliers in the data (whieh a
In the last few years significant progress has been madeflagged and excluded) or clear off-sets between datasetse So
several areas. On the one hand more Cepheids have intedferontatasets were in the end not considered because of very large
rically determined angular diameters. Combined with impb error bars. The rms in the fit was determined for each dataset
theoretical studies (Nardetto et al. 2007, and referermein) separately and this was used as the typical error bar (uthless
this has led to an improved understanding ofjiFfactor and SB rms was consistent with the original error bars quoted, irctvh
relations, as was studied in GO7. On the other hand, more basase these were retained).
photometric light curves and radial velocity data have bbeeo K-band data on the CIT/CTIO system were transformed to
available and new studies have presented metallicity ahiter the SAAO-Carter system using the formula in Carter (1990),
tions for significant samples (see references below). and Johnson and SAAO-Glass IR-photometry was transformed
In this paper, Baade-Wesselink distances to Cepheids withthe SAAO-Carter system according to Glass (1985).
metallicity determinations are revisited, using fxactor and Table [3 lists the adopted metallicity value. They were
the SB(V — K) colour relation derived in GO7, updated asaken preferentially from Luck & Andrievsky (2004), Kovti
described in Sect. 3. Section 2 describes the selectioneof #t al. (2005), and Andrievsky et al. (2005) who studied
photometric and radial velocity data. Section 3 outlines liee  the fundamental parameters, including abundances, ataeve
data are modelled. Section 4 describes how the binary Céphegihases. Alternatively, values were taken from other papgrs
are treated, and new and updated orbital elements are fedsemndrievsky/Luck/Kovtyukh, and averaged when multipleatet
Section 5 describes the results. Section 6 presents camtus minations were available. Thirdly, iron abundances from &r
Carney (1997) and Yong et al. (2006) were transformed to the
“Andrievsky system” following Laney & Caldwell (2007) and
2. The sample Luck et al. (2006). Based on the 12 stars in common between

In a first step Cepheids with recent (post-2000) accuratalmeto‘ndrieV_Sky etal. (2003) and Mottini et al. (2008) an off s
licity determinations were selected (from Andrievsky et a] MOT = +0.06+ 0.11 was determined, and based on 6 stars

2002abc, 2003, 2004, 2005, Luck et al. 2003, 2006, Ludk common with Lemasle et al. (2007) an offset AND - LEM =
& Andrievsky 2004, Kovtyukh et al. 2005a,b, Yong et a/10.09+ 0.0?.These offsets were app_lled to the Mottini et a_l.and
2006, Lemasle et al. 2007, Mottini et al. 2008), and for those€Masle etal. iron abundances to bring them to the “Andkigvs
the McMaster Cepheid Photometry and Radial Velocity DafyStem'

Archivd] was checked for the availability df, K and radial

velocity (RV) data. For the stars selected, the literatuss w

searched for additional data. 3. The model

Table[1 lists the 68 stars selected with the source of datfie model is outlined in GO7 but will be briefly repeated here.

indicated. The last column indicates if particular daseid/or They . K- and RV data with error bars are fitted with a function
ranges in Julian date (JD) were not used in the fitting desdiid ¢ ihe form:

the next section to derive the distance. This is typicallyause

these datasets show very large residuals, or the stars show a i=N

ticeable change or shift in period, and the range in JD ha@to B'(t) = Fy + Z (A;sin(2r ¢ ') + B;cos(2r t eif)) (1)
restricted, typically centred on the availatite magnitude data. im1

For the determination of the orbital parameters of the Ciglshe

in binaries (Sedtl4), all available RV data were used. where P = ¢~/ is the period (in days). Typically? is deter-

For four Cepheids new high-resolution spectra were obthinmined from the fit to the available optical photometry as this
in order to derive the radial velodyObservations took place in dataset is usually most extensive. The period is then fixeghwh
July and August 2007 using the Coralie spectrograph at ftma 1.fitting Eq. 1 to theX -band and RV data.

Euler telescope located at the La Silla observatory, Chhés is The determination of the parameters is done using the
a fibre-fed echelle spectrograpH (@ores with one on the object MRQMIN routine (using the Levenberg-Marquardt method) from
and one on the sky), which covers the 3880 to 8i€gion in Press et al. (1992) written in Fortran77, which minimises

68 orders with a spectral resolution of about 50 000. Exposur

times are between 3 and 10 minutes. During each night, devera =2

exposures with a tungsten lamp were taken to measure the xél= Z(Fi — F(t:)?/(or,)?, (2)
ative pixel sensitivity variation of the CCD. A Thorium-Asg i=1

lamp was observed at the beginning and end of the night fo . .
P 9 g g erth F; the measurement at timewhich has an error barg, .

! http://crocus.physics.mcmaster.ca/Cepheid/ Also the reduced? is defined:
2 Two stars are no longer considered in the Baade-Wesselalg-an )
ses below: BQ Ser and V367 Sct which are classified as doubtem o X

Cepheids. X = =) ®)
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Table 1. Sources o -, K-band and RV data.

Name v K RV Data not consideréd
AQ Pup 1,2,3,45,84 6,7,8 1,10,11,44 3,-,-434000, JD> 49700
BB Sgr 2,3,16,63 6,24 20,33,39,44 -,-44
beta Dor 3,11,16 6,18 11,19,20,21,22 -,-,20
BF Oph 2,3,16,23,63 6,18,24 10,20,39,44,76 <JB6000
BG Lac 2,3,12,13 12 14,15,44
BN Pup 1,3,5,16 6,7 1,17
CD Cyg 2,3,64 24 33,44
CV Mon 2,3,13,16,23 6,24 25,26,44
delta Cep 2,3,11,12,13,27 12,98 4,9,14,25,28,29 -,-,9313500
DT Cyg 2,3,4,27,30,31 24,32 4,9,28,29,33,34  -,32,9+28J84000
eta Aql 2,3,12,13,16,27,35 12,24 9,14,20,25,28,29,36,3%,9
FF Aql 2,3,11,16,27,30,31 18,24,32 9,20,28,29,33,38 ,8,3R< 44000
FM Aqgl 2,3,12,13,16,23 12,24 14,33,39,44  4B0O00O
FN Aql 2,3,12,13,16,23 12,24 14,33,39 -,-,39
KN Cen 1,3,5,11,16,40,84 6 117,41 -,-,41 JD< 40000, JD> 47000
KQ Sco 1,3,11 6 1,42
| Car 3,5,11,16,35 6 11,19,20,23,43 5,-,233@6500
LS Pup 1,3,11 6 1
RS Pup 2,3,5,11,16,84 6,8,24 11,19,25,44  -,-,4432000, JD> 50000
RT Aur 2,12,27,31,45 12,32 9,28,29,33,37,46 -,-9
RU Sct 2,3,16 6 26,33,105
RY Sco 1,2,3,5,11,16 6 1,20,44
RY Vel 1,3,5,11,16 6 1,11,17 JD< 44000, JD> 50000
RZ Vel 1,3,5,11,16 6 1,11,20,47
S Mus 3,11,23,40 6,24 10,11,20,22,41,47,48,49,50 -,H4& 30000
S Nor 3,11,23,40 6,24 4,10,20,41,47,49,51,52,53  -,-,4xAD0O00
SSge 2,3,11,12,13,23,27,30,40 12,24,32 9,14,28,29,53.55,56 -,32,54
SS Sct 2,3,16,23,63 24 39,42,44,63 430000
SU Cas 2,3,9,27,31 12,32 4,9,25,28,29,33,57,58,59,@261 -,32,9 JD< 43000
SU Cyg 2,3,27,30,31 24 9,28,33,106,107,108,109  -,-, %5000
S Wul 3,30 6 33,110 JD< 45400
SV wul 2,3,4,9,27,64 6,12,24 4,9,14,15,25,28,29,3339,8ID < 45500, JD> 48600
SW Vel 1,3,5,11,16,84 6 1,11
SX Vel 3,23,40 6 10
SZ Agl 2,3,11,12,16,23,64 6,12,24 11,14,23
SZ Tau 2,3,4,12,27,31 6,12,32 4,9,28,29,33  -,32,%HB000, JD> 48000
T Mon 1,2,3,11,16,35,64 6,24,32  4,9,25,29,33,37,486%6/668,69,70,71,72,73  -,32,70 3044500
TT Agl 2,3,11,12,16,27,64,74 12,24 9,11,14,15,22,28839,74  -,-,74 JDB< 44000
T Vel 3,16,75 6,18 10,20,75 -,18,-
T Wul 2,3,12,27,31 12,24,32,98 4,9,14,28,29 -,32,9JB3600
U Car 1,3,5,11,16,35 6,24 1,11,20
U Nor 1,5,11,16 6 1,11,17,41
U Sgr 2,3,4,16,23,35,63 6,24,32 4,9,10,11,20,25,28938/3%1,76,77,78  -,32,9 JB 37000
UU Mus 1,5,11,40,84 6 1,11
U Vul 2,3,12,13,23,27 12 4,14,33,37,44,79,80 -,-,44
and the quantity where~ is the systemic velocityyg the radial velocity,p the
9 projection factor andé allows for a phase shift between the RV
BIC = x" + (p+1) In(n), (4)  curve and the angular diameter variations determined ei&B
relation.

wherep = 2N +2 is the number of free parameteps£ 2N +1
when fitting the RV andk light curve). As the numbelN of
harmonics to be fitted to the data is a priori not known, one (Ro 4 AR(M%’))

Then, the equation

could obtain ever better fits (lowey?) by increasingV. The 6(t) = 9.3038 mas 7 (5)

Bayesian information criterion (Schwarz 1978) is a forisrali

that penalises this, an¥l (for theVV, K and RV curve indepen- is fitted withd the angular diameter in maRy, the stars radius in

dently) is chosen such that BIC reaches a minimum. The numisetar radii and{ the distance in pc. The fitting is done using the

of harmonics used varies between 3 and 10 in the optical, 1 difgar bi-sector (using the code SIXLIN from Isobe et al. Ap9

5in the NIR, and 2 and 9 for the RV curves. as used and preferred by e.g. Storm et al. (2004), Barnes et al

Given the analytical form of Eq. 1, the radial velocity curvé2005) and Gieren et al. (2005). In some cases a phase range

can be integrated exactly to obtain the variation in radiis a around 0.85-0.95 was excluded from the fit.

function of time (phase): In GO7 the p-factor was determined chiefly using six
Cepheids with interferometrically measured angular dieme
variations and HST based accurate parallaxes (Benedidt et a

t+ P56
AR(t,60) = —p /to (vr =) dt, 2007). It was concluded that, formally, there was no need for
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Table 1. Continued

Name \%4 K RV  Data not consideréd
V340 Nor 3,4,82 6 4,26
V350 Sgr 2,3,23,63,99 18,24 20,22,33,44,76,83,39 -, B1< 32000
V496 Aql 2,3,16,63 24 9,10,20,33,76
V Car 3,16,23 6 10.20,47
V Cen 3,11,16,23,63 6,24 10,11,20,47,76  -,24,<JB2000
VW Cen 1,3,16,84 6 1,41 --41
VY Car 1,3,5,11,16,99,100 6,24 1,11,20,41 32000
VZ Cyg 2,3,12,31 12,24 4,14,33,39,44  3D40000
VZ Pup 1,3,5,11,16 6,7,8 1,11
W Sgr 2,3,40,85 24,32,86  4,12,20,22,28,47,48,85,87988,8
WZ Car 1,3,5,11,16 6 1,11
WZ Sgr 1,2,3,5,11,40 6 1,11,33,39  3D40000
X Cyg 2,3,27 12,24,32,98 4,14,25,29,33
X Lac 2,3,12,13 12 4,14,33,44 --44
X Pup 2,3,5,11,16,23 6 11,23,44 5,-,-
X Sgr 2,3,11,16,35,99 24,32,104 9,10,11,20,28,47,521021103 -,-,9 JDx 35000
XX Cen 3,11,40,74 6,24 10,11,20,41,52,74 -,24,74
Y Lac 2,3,12,31,90 12 14,15,33,39,44 dX6500
Y Oph 1,2,3,16 6,24 1,9,19,20,28,33,34,91,92  -,-,9JB0000
Y Sgr 2,3,11,16,23,35 24,32 9,11,19,20,28,46,49,93,94,9 JD < 28500
YZ Sgr 2,3,23,40 24 20,44
Z Lac 2,3,12,64 12 14,33,39,44,80,95,96,97 <J@0500
zeta Gem 2,3,4,27,35,64 32,104 4,9,19,28,29,33,37 -,-,9
References:

1= Coulson & Caldwell (1985a); 2= Moffett & Barnes (1984); Berdnikov et al. (2000), a datafile named “cepheids-16-0362 was retrieved
from the ftp address listed in that paper; 4= Bersier et &894); 5= Madore (1975); 6= Laney & Stobie (1992); 7= Schecétal. (1992); 8=
Welch (1985); 9= Barnes et al. (1987), points with uncetiaftag “:” were removed; 10= Stibbs (1955); 11= Bersier (20@ta points with
weight 0 and 1 in the Geneva photometry were removed; 12=eBaghal. (1997); 13= Szabados (1980); 14= Barnes et al. J2085 Imbert
(1999); 16= Pel (1976); 17= Pont et al. (1994); 18= Lloyd B/&080a); 19= Nardetto et al. (2006); 20= Lloyd Evans (1982b= Taylor &
Booth (1998); 22= Petterson et al. (2005); 23= Caldwell gf24101); 24= Welch et al. (1984); 25= Storm et al. (2004); Rstzger et al. (1992);
27=Kiss (1998); 28= Wilson et al. (1989); 29= Kiss (2000)=&rabados (1991); 31= Szabados (1977); 32= Wisniewski &sloh(1968); 33=
Gorynya et al. (1998, VizieR On-line Data Catalog: 111/229%= Sanford (1935); 35= Shobbrook (1992); 36= Jacobsen &evgtein (1981);
37= Evans (1976); 38= Evans et al. (1990); 39= Joy (1937); Wadraven et al. (1964); 41= Grayzeck (1978); 42= This papable[1; 43=
Taylor et al. (1997); 44= Barnes et al. (1988), points witleantainty flag “:” were removed; 45= Turner et al. (2007); 4Bancan (1908); 47=
Lloyd Evans (1968); 48= Petterson et al. (2004); 49= Cangb®loore (1928); 50= Bohm-Vitense et al. (1990); 51= Merinid et al. (1987);
52= Feast (1967); 53= Breger (1970); 54= Evans et al. (19883);Herbig & Moore (1952); 56= Breitfellner & Gillet (1993%57= Adams &
Shapley (1918); 58= Abt (1959); 59= Niva & Schmidt (1979)=8Bieren (1976); 61= Haupl (1988); 62= Beavers & Eitter @P&%3= Gieren
(1981b); 64= Szabados (1981); 65= Sanford (1956); 66= Eetak (1999); 67= Frost (1906); 68= Sanford (1927); 69= ¥atkein (1972); 70=
Coulson (1983); 71= Evans & Lyons (1994); 72= Gieren (1983} Harper (1934); 74= Coulson et al. (1985); 75= Gieren $1986= Gieren
(1981a); 77= Jacobsen (1970); 78= Breger (1967); 79= Sau(i®51); 80= Imbert (1996); 81= Coulson & Caldwell (198582= Eggen (1983);
83= Evans & Sugars (1997); 84= Hipparcos Epoch Photomebry;BRabel et al. (1989); 86= Kimeswenger et al. (2004); 87=élb& Cottrell
(1996); 88= Jacobsen et al. (1984); 89= Jacobsen (1974)H@dden (1980); 91= Evans & Lyons (1992); 92= Abt & Levy (1978)= Duncan
(1922); 94=ten Bruggencate (1930); 95= Evans & Welch (1998 Gieren (1989); 97= Sugars & Evans (1996); 98= Fernley.¢1.989); 99=
Dean (1977); 100= Dean (1981); 101= Duncan (1932); 102=h8ii|(1904); 103= Moore (1909); 104= Feast et al. (2008); ldetzger et al.
(1993); 106= Evans (1988); 107= Maddrill (1906); 108= A273); 109= Imbert (1985); 110= Joy (1952).

Note: 1= The number indicates the dataset not used in, riagggcV’, K, RV.

a period-dependeni-factor, andp = 1.27 + 0.05 fitted the An SB relation can be defined as follows (see van Belle
available data. On the other hand, a moderate dependencé&a$9):

p ~ —0.03log P as used in the Gieren et al. papers (1993,

1997, 1998, Storm et al. 2004, Barnes et al. 2003)p or 0o = 0 x 100™/5), (6)

—0.064log P as advocated by Nardetto et al. (2007) are als . : .
consistent with the available data. Whered is the LD angular diameter (in mas), amd, a de-

reddened magnitude (for examph&,). The logarithm of this
guantity (the zero magnitude angular diameter) is plottezdrest

The Nardetto et al. (2007) theoretical investigation ssiges de-reddened colour (for exampl®, — K)o),
that there is a difference between thdactor to be used with

wide-band interferometry (like in GO7) and with RV data (whe log 6y = a x (mgz —ms3) + b. (7)

applying the SB technique as in the present study)dfep this . . .
dﬁfgyengce is of the ordgr of 0.06 (Ngrdetto et aI.yZ)OO4 F;)007 GO7 analysed the available datasets of Cepheids with inter-
' ferometrically determined angular diameters over thet liginve

and derived a SB relation. In a recent paper, Feast et al8]200

In the present paper, two-factors will be considered) = rasented new NIR data for zeta Gem and X Sgr. Taking this
1.33 (the value found in GO7 corrected by 0.06), ard 1.376—  new data into account, Eq. 9 in GO7 becomes

0.064 log P from Nardetto et al. (2007). The derived distances
depend linearly on the adopted valuepof log 6y = (0.2724 +0.0045) (V — K)o + (0.5283 + 0.0091)(8)
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Table 2. New radial velocity data Table 3. Adopted [Fe/H] values for the Cepheids in the sample
JD RV (kms ) JD RV (kms™) Name [Fe/H] Name [Fe/H]

KQ Sco V367 Sct AQ Pup -0.14 (5) SZAgl +0.1% 0.04 (2)
2454302.678 -7.57 2454341.605 -22.61 BB Sgr +0.08 (6) SZ Tau +0.08 (4)
2454303.670 -10.77  2454341.605 26.97 beta Dor -0.01 (4) TMon +0.1% 0.03 (2)
2454304.527 -26.89  2454302.737 -19.57 BF Oph +0.00 (6) TTAgl  +0.1@: 0.02 (2)
2454307.627 -45.12  2454303.709 -19.15 BG Lac -0.01 (4) T Vel -0.02 (5)
2454308.672 -45.51 2454305.682 0.77 BN Pup +0.01 (4) Twvul  +0.0% 0.02 (3)
2454309.722 -53.38  2454306.754 4.38 CDCyg +0.11+0.05(2) U Car +0.23 (7)
2454310.570 -49.50 2454307.780 -16.31 CV Mon -0.03 (4) U Nor +0.13 (7)
2454311.711 -48.46  2454308.741 -16.90 del Cep +0.08 (4,6) USgr +0.080.02(1)
2454312.605 -50.97  2454310.747 -5.25 DT Cyg +0.11(4)  UU Mus +0.17 (7)
2454332.497 -12.06  2454311.733 -7.84 etaAgl +0.08+ 0.02 (1) Uwul  +0.11+ 0.03 (1)
2454336.489 -47.39  2454312.762 -9.21 FF Agl +0.02 (4) V340 Nor +0.00 (4)
2454339.524 -42.66  2454332.588 5.21 FM Aqgl +0.08 (4) V350 Sgr +0.18 (6)
2454341.537 -46.58 2454334.567 -20.65 FN Aql -0.02 (4) V496 Aql +0.05 (4)

2454334.581 -20.30 KN Cen +0.23 (7) V Car +0.02 (7,8)

SS Sct 2454339.626 -13.20 KQ Sco +0.16 (4) V Cen +0.04 (4)
2454302.580 7.55 2454341.580 -9.54 | Car +0.13 (7,8) VW Cen +0.04 (7)
2454303.739 -24.37 LS Pup -0.10 (7) VY Car +0.03 (8)
2454304.754 -11.28 BQ Ser RS Pup +0.17(5)  VZCyg +0.05 (6)
2454305.772 3.70  2454302.601 -18.97 RT Aur +0.06 (4) VZ Pup -0.15 (4)
2454306.711 1.72 2454303.731 -11.41 RU Sct +0.01 (4) W Sgr +0.0% 0.03 (1)
2454307.691 -23.22  2454304.724 -15.08 RY Sco +0.09 (6) WZ Car +0.14 (7)
2454308.624 -8.05 2454305.738 -11.01 RY Vel -0.03 (5) WZ Sgr  +0.2@: 0.05 (2)
2454309.616 5.48 2454306.731 -1.57 RZ Vel -0.07 (5) X Cyg +0.1G: 0.03 (2)
2454310.785 -17.19 2454307.747 -27.11 S Mus +0.19 (7) X Lac -0.02 (6)
2454311.656 -18.74  2454308.717 -17.00 S Nor +0.05 (4) XPup -0.030.03(2)
2454312.806 -0.36  2454309.737 -4.14 SSge +0.16t0.02 (1) X Sgr -0.29 (4)
2454331.699 6.05 2454310.705 -2.98 SS Sct +0.06 (6) XX Cen +0.10 (7)
2454332.556 -4.74  2454311.753 -22.50 SU Cas -0.01 (4) Y Lac -0.04 0.06 (3)
2454334.613 -3.38  2454312.718 -11.03 SUCyg -0.03+0.04 (3) Y Oph +0.05 (4)
2454335.533 7.01 2454331.653 1.03 Swul  -0.03+ 0.03 (2) Y Sgr  +0.05k 0.03 (3)
2454336.671 -23.15  2454332.517 -23.78 SVwul +0.05+ 0.04 (2) YZ Sgr +0.08 (1)
2454339.644 5.00 2454334.536 -10.36 SW Vel -0.03 (4,5) zetaGem +0.04 (4)
2454341.637 -8.36  2454335.515 -13.03 SX Vel -0.03 (5) Zlac +0.0H 0.03 (2)

2454339.557 -6.35 1= Luck & Andrievsky (2004); 2= Kovtyukh et al. (2005b); 3=

2454341.559 -25.73 Andrievsky et al. (2005); 4= Andrievsky et al. (2003); 5= kuet al
(2003); 6= Luck et al. (2006); 7= Mottini et al. (2008); 8= Lagte et
al. (2007).

which is the form of the the SB relation used in this paper.

Colour excess valuds(B — V') used to de-redden tHéand
K magnitudes have been taken from the compilation by Fouqué
et al. (2007; hereafter FO7). Reddening ratiog®xf= 3.3 and A weighted fit to the RV curve was performed using
Ak /Av= 0.0909 have been adopted, as in GO7. For the stM&QMIN with (2 N + 2) + 5 free parameters (sometimes less
already studied in GO7 (beta Dor, | Car, zeta Gem, W Sgr, Y Sgrhen e.g. the eccentricity was fixed), wifii the number of
del Cep, FF Aql, T Vul, RT Aur), for consistency, ti& B — V')  Fourier terms in the pulsation curve. This procedure doés no
values from GO7 have been taken, which are based oulthe take into account the possibility that the period also cleang
values in Benedict et al. (2007) and the reddening ratio ®f 3over the time spanned by the RV data.

The resultingt’(B — V') values do not differ significantly from As the data sometimes spans more than a hundred years of
the values listed in FO7. data with possible shifts in zero points and varying infdras-
curacies, the fitting was done as follows. Initially all dptzints
i i were given the same error in RV, and the fit was made. A mean
4. Binary Cepheids offset and rms per dataset between data and model was calcu-

A number of stars in the sample are known or suspected spl&ted. If the offset was more than half the rms, the offsetayas
troscopic binaries. In order to apply the SB technique padi plied. A second fit was made. The binary motion was subtracted

in the previous section, the RV data have to be correctechéor £1d the datasets compared as outlined above in order tmassig
binary motion. realistic error bars per dataset. The fit to the binary + fidisa
The database on Cepheids in binary sysfe@zabados RV curve Wgs repeated to arrive at the final fit.
2003) is most useful as it lists published orbital paranseaed The orbital elements are listed in Table 4. For most of the
references. For some stars, more RV data have become #@ail§Bown spectroscopic binaries the derived orbital pararaete
than was used in the last paper that published an orbit artd sel@se to literature values, cf. Evans et al. (1990) for FF,Aql
was decided to rederive the 5 orbital parameters (in the aasdmbert (1996) for Z Lac and U Vul, Evans et al. (1999) for T
the eccentricityln e was the parameter actually fitted). Mon, Petterson et al. (2004) for S Mus and V350 Sgr, Benedict
et al. (2007) for W Sgr, Gorynya et al. (1995) for S Sge, Evans
3 http:/iwww.konkoly.hu/CEP/intro.html (1988) for SU Cyg.
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The only exceptions are VZ Cyg and SU Cas. For VZ Cyditting to the RV data then revealed an alternative good finait
Gorynya et al. (1995) quote an orbital period of 725 days, geriod of 24700k 2900 days with an amplitude of 2.5 km's
velocity amplitude of 6.5 kms' and an eccentricity of 0.05, In the end the RV data of BF Oph was not corrected.
while Rastorgouev et al. (1997) give very different valués o
P=1483d,K=15.1 km s!, e= 0.74. After pre-whitening the
RV curve with the pulsation period. a Fourier analysis usi
Period04 indicates a period of 2080 days with an amplitude of
3.3 km _§1. U.sing a larger datasgt than the previous. papers t89 pistances and magnitudes
eccentric orbit could not be confirmed, and Tdhle 4 lists #e d
rived elements foe= 0, which results in an orbital period of Table[® lists the distances, radii and absolute magnitutes o
2092 days. For SU Cas, Gorynya et al. (1996) quote a periodtained. The table also lists the adoptedB — V) and error
408 days, velocity amplitude of 3 knT$ ande= 0.43, while bar, the derived period, and tpefactor followingp = 1.376 —
Rastorgouev et al. (1997) give= 407d, K= 5.2 km s!, e=  0.064 log P from Nardetto et al. (2007). The distances, radii and
0.73. After pre-whitening the RV curve with the pulsation peerrors scale directly withp, so the values fop = 1.33 are not
riod, a Fourier analysis using Period04 indicates a perig)8 repeated. The error in the period is a few units in the lasi-dec
days with an amplitude of 1.2 knt'$. Using the larger datasetmal place. For the derived quantities two error bars areegliot
than the previous works, the eccentric orbit could not be coRor the distance and radius the first error bar listed is the er
firmed, and Tabl€l4 lists the derived elementsdor0, which the fit, and for the absolute magnitudes the error due to the er
results in an orbital period of 407 days and a small veloaitly a ror in distance and?(B — V). The second error quoted is based
plitude. on a Monte Carlo simulation where new datasets are generated

For four stars no orbital elements seem to have been pifased on the error bar in each individdal K, RV measure-
lished before. For V496 Agl, Szabados (1989) suggested perient, and analysed taking &(B — V') value randomly drawn
ods of 1200, 1780, 2700, 3600, 5370, or 10750 days. After pifeem a Gaussian distribution based on the listed mean vaide a
whitening the RV curve with the pulsation period a Fourieglan 1o error bar. The second error quoted is thedispersion in the
ysis using Period04 indicates periods of 529, 1355, 1826540derived quantities.

days with an amplitude of 2.6-3.4 km & Figure[1 illustrates the fit to the, &', and RV curve for AQ
For a fixed velocity amplitude of 3 knT's and zero eccen- pup, while Fig[R2 shows the variation of the angular diameter

tricity the period parameter space was searched for thefibestagainst phase and the change in angular diameter derived fro

This was found for a period of 1331 days, closely followed bjhe SB relation against the change in radius from integnaifo

a fit with a period of 1769 days. Other periods resulted in mughe RV curve from which the distance is derived (seelEq. 5).

poorer fits. Although clearly more RV data are needed to betigures similar tg11 arl[d 2 for all stars in the sample are alstgl
ter determine the orbital parameters, the RV curve was ct@tle from the author.

using the parameters listed in Table 4. For ten stars the best available distance comes from the HST-
For X Sgr a period significantly longer than the 507.25 daysssed parallax (Benedict et al. 2007). Although a BW-typs-an
suggested by Szabados (1990) is derived even though only a {gijs has been carried out for these stars (also see GO7)tranly
additional RV have become available since. The orbital el mean) andK magnitudes derived here have been used together
in Tablel4 assume zero eccentricity. _ with the parallax from Benedict et al. to derive the absofniéey-
For S Nor, Szabados (1989) suggested periods of 33001{,des listed in Tablel6.
6500 days. After pre-whitening the RV curve with the pulsati £ ogied the calibration of the GalactitL-relation in
period a Fourier analysis using Period04 indicates a paiod, 4 ios photometric bands using a set of 59 calibratingsstar

7910 days with an amplitude of 3.2 km's Fixing the eccen- with distances from HST and revised Hipparcos parallaxes, i

tricity at zero, the best fitting period is found to be near 36 ; ) : : -
days. Although more RV data are needed to better detemmeak%gﬁ]r_osrggglecn?g %ﬂﬁlg\/ esselink and infrared SB parall

orbital parameters, the RV curve was corrected using thenpar Of the 58 stars in Tab@ 5, 57 have a distance quoted in FO7.

eterFsollrs';?)(z Ige-rr?bgibados (1990) suggested a period of 96 e ratio of the distance quoted in Table 5 and that in Table 6
e A : of finally adopted parallaxes in FO7 is 1.820.11 (minus one
days which is largely confirmed. Although clearly more Rvalat tlier, X Lac). The absolute difference in distance be

are needed to better determine the orbital parameters,\ihetWO estimates is 1.1 times the combined error bar. Regattling
curve was corrected using the parameters listed in Eblem’vhabsolute magnitudes quoted in their Table 7, one differer

have been derived for zero eccentricity. }he values in Tablg]5 is due to the fact that FO7 use published

Finally, for Y Oph the suggestion in Evans & Lyons (1986 : g
that there is little evidence for orbital motion is confirmest ntensity-mean values, while in the present paper these iesn

ing significantly more data than they had at their disposa. I:derlved in a self-consistent way from the Fourier fit to theada

LS Pup, Szabados (1996) suggested it to be a binary but no new

RV data have been published for this star in the last ten ye&(s pr,(z) relations

and no correction for binary motion has been attempted. For Y

Sgr, Szabados (1989) suggested a binary period of orde0100Bigures 3 and14 show th& L-relation in theV-band andk-
12000 days (and longer could not be excluded). Assuming zdrand assuming the Nardetto et al. calibration ofittfactor, and
excentricity, several oribital periods longer than 100@¥sl in the bottom panel the residual plotted against metaflidihe
were tried, but no convincing solution could be found. For Bfirst and second error bar quoted for the magnitudes in Tdble 5
Oph, Szabados (1989) suggested a binary period of 4480 have been added in quadrature. The period is the fundamental
days. After pre-whitening the RV curve with the pulsation peone, and the classification into fundamental and first onerto
riod, a Fourier analysis using Period04 indicates a perid@®85 pulsator is taken from FO7. Four stars in the sample are awvert
days with a velocity amplitude near 3 km's The least-squares pulsators (DT Cyg, SU Cas, SZ Tau, X Lac) and their period is

Results
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Table 4. Derived orbital parameters of binary Cepheids. Quantigisout error bar have been fixed.

Name K (kms 1) e w (degr) To (JD-2400000) Period (d)
FFAql 4.91+0.07 0.0277051% 319+ 45 45437+ 178 1432.4+ 1.1
SMus 14.78:0.10 0.086750%2 194+ 4 48575+ 5 505.15+ 0.08
SNor  253+0.35 0 0 45639: 67 35844+ 33
SSge 15.62-0.06 02387500 202.7+1.1  48010.74 1.9  675.72+0.04
SUCas  0.98:0.08 0 0 50279 6 406.76+ 0.04
SUCyg 29.83:0.15 0.350700%; 223.85+0.85 43766.2- 1.1  549.24+ 0.02
TMon 842+0.19 0.4147)°1 204+ 3 49300+ 143 32449+ 726
UWul  3.64+ 0.44 0.675ig;g§§ 353+ 4 44800+ 16 2510+ 2.8
V350 Sgr  11.210.12  0.40570 %15 27942 47594+ 9 1482+ 2.4
V496 Aq| 3.0 0 0 45606+ 25 1331+ 6.5
VZCyg 3.464+0.19 0 0 45002+ 50 2092+ 21
WSgr 1.43+0.06 0.1537094¢ 331+ 16 48380+ 79 1651+ 8.8
XSgr  2.30+0.27 0 0 48208t 19 573.6+ 0.6
XX Cen  4.47+0.28 0 0 44864 8 924.1+ 1.1
Zlac 10.44+0.10 0.0257512 344+ 21 46582+ 22 382.63+ 0.10
[P} ﬁ L _
i 7 °
= ©
& E
E ° 1
> o =
| | | * | | | | | |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 —<0 —-10 0 10 <0

AR (solar radii)

T T T T T
AQPup

0.45

K magnitude
0 (mas)

0.4

Phase

Fig.2. For AQ Pup, the top panel shows the linear-bisector fit
to the angular diameter as a function of radial displacenidre
bottom panel shows the angular diameter against phasesésros
represent datapoints not considered in the fit. The fits tetailb

in the sample are available from the author upon request.

Radial Velocity (km/s)

fundamentalised using an iterative procedure using thadt
(Alcock et al. 1995)

Py /Py =0.720 — 0.027 log Py 9)

Phase

Fig.1. The phased curves if, K and RV are shown for AQ The metallicity dependence has been determined in two
Pup. Data points are shown with errors bars and the line sho@ys. one by first fitting a lineaP L-relation, and fitting the

the harmonic fit. The fits to all stars in the sample are avilagesidual with a linear relation against [Fe/H] (as shownigsit3
from the author upon request. and4), and secondly by making a linear-fit in the two variable

log P and [Fe/H], as quoted below. The results are essentially
the same.
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Table 5. Distances, radii and absolute magnitudes from the BW-aisly

Name FE(B-V) Period(d) »p d R (Ro) My My
AQ Pup 0.518+0.010 30.0980 1.281 3292280.0+ 125.8 1494 3.7+ 6.0 -5.51+ 0.06+ 0.09 -7.44+ 0.05+ 0.09
BB Sgr 0.281+ 0.009 6.637111 1.323 7684 25.0+ 25.7 46.9+-1.5+ 1.5 -3.40+0.08+ 0.08 -5.00+ 0.07+ 0.07
BF Oph 0.235+ 0.010 4.067677 1.337 7274H 32.6+ 28.9 319414413 -2.72+ 0.10+ 0.09 -4.20+ 0.10+ 0.09
BG Lac 0.300+ 0.016 5.33192 1.329 1700924.3+ 38.5 39.9£ 0.6+ 0.9 -3.24+ 0.064+ 0.08 -4.704+ 0.03+ 0.05
BN Pup 0.416+ 0.018 13.67243 1.303 3773#494.64+ 145.9 80.2+ 2.0+ 3.2 -4.30+ 0.084+ 0.11 -6.08+ 0.05+ 0.09
CDCyg 0.493+0.015 17.07406 1.297 233647 64.1+ 60.5 88.3- 2.4+ 22 -4.46+0.0840.08 -6.31+ 0.06+ 0.06
CV Mon 0.722+ 0.022 5.378662 1.329 1475460.74+ 53.9 36.74154+1.3 -2.92+0.11+0.12 -4.48+ 0.09+ 0.08
DT Cyg 0.042+0.011 2.499189 1.351 6038875.7+ 66.5 34.9- 4.4+ 39 -3.26+0.264+0.29 -4.48+ 0.26+0.28
etaAgl 0.130+ 0.009 7.176813 1.321 26106.7+ 7.1 49.3+ 1.3+ 1.3 -3.59+ 0.06+ 0.07 -5.144 0.05+ 0.06
FM Aqgl 0.589+4 0.012 6.114274 1.326 11414238.84+ 37.4 55.1£ 1.9+ 1.8 -3.93+0.084+ 0.09 -5.404+ 0.07+ 0.07
FN Agl 0.483+0.010 9.48163 1.313 1217528.8+ 25.9 522412411 -3.62+0.06+ 0.06 -5.214+ 0.05+ 0.04
KN Cen 0.797+ 0.091  34.0498 1.278 3973:593.44+161.9 177142445 -5714+0.30+0.35 -7.74+ 0.06+ 0.11
KQ Sco 0.86% 0.021  28.6958 1.283 2655256.4+ 105.8 160.9+ 3.4+ 6.2 -5.13+0.084+ 0.12 -7.43+ 0.05+ 0.09
LS Pup 0.46140.015 14.14725 1.302 49194891.3+ 157.8 85.4+ 1.6+ 2.7 -4.49+ 0.06+ 0.09 -6.24+ 0.04+ 0.07
RS Pup 0.45% 0.009 41.457 1.272 17654 33.94+ 65.2 1742+ 3.4+ 6.8 -5.67+ 0.05+0.09 -7.714+ 0.04+ 0.08
RU Sct 0.921+0.012 19.7032 1.293 2043578.3+ 60.9 107.6£ 4.1+ 3.2 -5.044+ 0.09+ 0.08 -6.76+ 0.08+ 0.07
RY Sco 0.718t 0.018 20.32134 1.292 1185426.0+ 56.8 9414 2.1+ 4.4 -4.68+0.08+0.13 -6.44+ 0.05+ 0.11
RY Vel 0.5474+0.010 28.1240 1.283 2178528.14+ 95.3 118.6£ 1.5+ 5.0 -5.084+0.04+ 0.10 -6.92+ 0.03+ 0.09
RZ Vel 0.299+0.010 20.3996 1.292 1472817.9+ 27.1 103.8+1.3+1.8 -4.67+0.04+ 0.06 -6.61+ 0.03+ 0.04
SMus 0.212£0.016 9.65997 1.313 7874 29.5+ 24.2 59.0£ 2.2+ 1.8 -4.03+0.104+0.09 -5.534+ 0.08+ 0.07
S Nor 0.179+0.009 9.75425 1.313 819821.9+ 23.7 60.0+1.64+1.8 -3.71+ 0.06+ 0.07 -5.46+ 0.06+ 0.06
S Sge 0.106: 0.010 8.38207 1.317 662917.1+ 14.0 55.5+1.4+1.2 -3.80+0.064+0.06 -5.37+ 0.06+ 0.05
SS Sct 0.325: 0.010 3.671331 1.340 9594 90.6+ 71.7 30.74294+24 -2.76+ 0.20+ 0.18 -4.15+ 0.20+ 0.17
SUCas 0.259 0.010 1.949329 1.357 356818.84+ 22.9 23.9+£1.3+16 -2.65+0.12+0.16 -3.71+0.11+0.15
SUCyg 0.098t 0.014 3.845552 1.339 8424 62.0+ 39.0 329424415 -3.05+£0.16+0.11 -4.34+ 0.15+ 0.10
SWul 0.727+ 0.042 68.714 1.258 44304 147.7+ 205.7 304.8+10.2+ 12.7 -6.65+ 0.16+ 0.19 -8.85+ 0.07+ 0.10
SVwul 0.461+ 0.022 45.028 1.270 24490 57.8+ 58.2 2111+ 5.0+ 7.8 -6.21+ 0.094+ 0.10 -8.15+ 0.05+ 0.06
SW Vel 0.344+0.010 23.4395 1.288 228546 25.54+ 54.9 104.1£ 1.2+ 2.5 -4.73+£0.04+ 0.07 -6.65+ 0.02+ 0.05
SX Vel 0.236+0.012 9.55042 1.313 1788970.4+ 121.5 545+ 21+ 3.7 -3.74+0.094+ 0.15 -5.33+ 0.08+ 0.15
SZ Agl 0.537+0.017 17.13977 1.297 19604224.34+ 47.3 96.44+ 1.2+ 2.3 -4.54+ 0.06+ 0.09 -6.46+ 0.03+ 0.06
SZ Tau 0.295-0.011 3.148921 1.344 5258312.1+ 21.6 33.9£ 0.8+ 1.4 -3.05+0.064+0.10 -4.384+ 0.05+ 0.09
TMon 0.1814+0.011 27.0318 1.284 1239020.0+ 19.6 1254+ 2.0+ 1.8 -4.88+ 0.05+ 0.06 -6.98+ 0.03+ 0.04
TT Agl 0.438+0.011 13.75502 1.303 1025#122.14+ 27.2 82.0£ 1.8+ 2.1 -4.32+0.064+ 0.07 -6.12+ 0.05+ 0.06
T Vel 0.289+ 0.010 4.639811 1.333 942R29.2+ 27.5 33.9+-0.3+1.0 -2.78+ 0.04+ 0.07 -4.31+ 0.02+ 0.06
UCar 0.265+0.010 38.8229 1.274 1684251.9+ 42.8 170.0£ 5.3+ 4.5 -5.66+ 0.07+£ 0.07 -7.68+ 0.07+ 0.06
U Nor 0.8624+ 0.024 12.64418 1.305 14384826.0+ 32.0 78.3+1.44+1.6 -4.37+0.09+0.10 -6.05+ 0.04+ 0.05
U Sgr 0.403+0.009 6.745306 1.323 5416023.94+ 22.4 42.94-19+1.8 -3.28+0.10+ 0.10 -4.83t+ 0.09+ 0.10
UU Mus 0.399+ 0.015 11.63613 1.308 29064163.2+ 112.0 64.6+ 1.4+ 25 -3.79+0.07+ 0.10 -5.60+ 0.05+ 0.09
UWul 0.603+0.011 7.99074 1.318 6384 23.6+ 21.3 50.6+£ 1.9+ 1.7 -3.86+ 0.094+ 0.08 -5.25+ 0.08+ 0.07
V340 Nor 0.321+ 0.018 11.2884 1.309 1782:4101.6+ 131.9 70.5+ 4.0+ 5.2 -3.90+0.13+0.18 -5.76+ 0.12+ 0.17
V350 Sgr 0.299+ 0.010 5.154248 1.330 8074818.9+ 38.0 354+ 0.8+ 1.6 -3.02+0.064+ 0.11 -4.46+ 0.05+0.10
V496 Agl 0.397+ 0.010 6.80702 1.323 937080.0+ 81.7 455+ 3.9+ 4.0 -3.40+£0.184+ 0.21 -4.94+ 0.18+ 0.20
V Car 0.169+ 0.011 6.696707 1.323 908+528.94+ 47.0 38.2£1.2+ 20 -2.96+0.0840.12 -4.56+ 0.07+0.12
VCen 0.292+ 0.012 5.494010 1.329 6724616.5+ 20.7 40.2+ 1.0+ 1.2 -3.25+ 0.074+ 0.08 -4.72+ 0.05+ 0.07
VW Cen 0.428+0.024 15.03733 1.301 37014466.8+ 120.1 87. M+ 16+2.7 -3.96+£0.09+ 0.12 -6.15+ 0.04+ 0.07
VY Car 0.237+0.009 18.9050 1.294 145541 34.2+ 36.6 81.6+1.94+20 -4.11+0.06+0.06 -6.07+ 0.05+ 0.06
VZ Cyg 0.266+ 0.011 4.86440 1.332 1773251.24+54.5 374+ 1.1+1.2 -3.13+£0.07+ 0.08 -4.57+ 0.06+ 0.07
VZ Pup 0.459+ 0.011 23.17494 1.289 43154686.7+ 162.2 99.4+ 2.0+ 4.0 -4.98+0.06+ 0.10 -6.63+ 0.04+ 0.09
WzZ Car 0.3704+0.011 23.01521 1.289 36004950.8+ 55.7 101.4+ 1.4+ 1.8 -4.66+ 0.05+ 0.06 -6.59+ 0.03+ 0.04
WZ Sgr 0.431+ 0.011  21.8501 1.290 175441 29.8+ 26.8 117.6+ 2.0+ 1.7 -4.55+ 0.05+0.06 -6.77+ 0.04+ 0.04
XCyg 0.228+0.012 16.3856 1.298 1081025.3+ 22.7 92.8£ 2.2+ 19 -4.49+0.064+ 0.07 -6.39+ 0.05+ 0.05
XLac 0.336+0.011  5.44453 1.329 1507883.0+ 70.9 44,3+ 2.4+ 2.1 -3.59+0.124+ 0.12 -4.95+ 0.12+ 0.11
XPup 0.402+0.009 25.9657 1.285 2779#448.0+ 133.1 117.0:2.0£ 5.8 -4.95+ 0.05+ 0.11 -6.90+ 0.04+ 0.10
XX Cen 0.2664+ 0.011 10.95351 1.309 14124532.94+ 31.9 58.0+1.44+1.2 -3.77+ 0.06+ 0.06 -5.424+ 0.05+ 0.05
Y Lac 0.207£0.016 4.323760 1.335 2523974.1+ 86.0 41.8+1.2+1.4 -3.52+0.08+ 0.10 -4.85t 0.06+ 0.07
Y Oph 0.645+ 0.015 17.12614 1.297 5944175+ 21.0 85.8+ 254+ 3.0 -4.84+ 0.08+0.10 -6.33+ 0.06+ 0.08
YZ Sgr 0.281+0.010 9.55376 1.313 11024 53.9+ 90.8 57.2£2.8+48 -3.77+0.11+0.19 -5.41+ 0.10+0.19
Zlac 0.370+0.011 10.88569 1.310 18774537.44+ 40.1 68.4+ 1.4+ 15 -4.144+ 0.06+ 0.07 -5.78+ 0.04+ 0.05

For the adopteg-factor dependence on period the.Z- andinkK

relation inV becomes

My = (—3.38 £ 0.08) log P + (—2.19 % 0.09)

My = (—2.60 % 0.09) log P + (—1.30 & 0.10)

+ (4+0.27 4+ 0.30)[Fe/H], (10)

+ (—0.11 £ 0.24)[Fe/H]. (11)
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Table 6. Absolute magnitudes for the Cepheids with an HST basedlparal

Name E(B-V) ™ My My
beta Dor 0.076: 0.015 3.14-0.16 -4.01+£0.12 -5.58t0.11
del Cep 0.070t 0.010 3.66+0.15 -3.43£0.09 -4.87+0.09
FFAgl 0.194+0.018 2.18+0.18 -3.02+0.15 -4.32+-0.14
|Car 0.158+0.018 2.01+0.20 -5.25+0.22 -7.43£0.21
RT Aur  0.061+ 0.024 2.40+0.19 -2.82+£0.18 -4.194+0.17
Twvul 0.103+0.018 1.90+0.23 -3.18+0.26 -4.43+0.25
W Sgr 0.112+0.009 2.28:0.20 -3.90+0.19 -5.43+0.18
XSgr 0.176+0.030 3.00+0.18 -3.62+£0.16 -5.14+0.13
Y Sgr 0.203+0.012 2.13:£0.29 -3.26+0.28 -4.80+0.28
zetaGem 0.018& 0.010 2.78+0.18 -3.94+0.14 -5.65+0.14

For a constanp-factor of 1.33 this would have become more or less uniform idog P (both in FO7 and in the present
study), while the majority of OGLE fundamental mode Cephkeid
My = (=2.72+0.09)log P + (~1.23 £ 0.10) has alog P between 0.4 and 0.7 and a tail to longer periods

(Udalski et al. 1999). In addition it has been demonstrated t

+ (+0.24 £ 0.30) [Fe/H], (12) the PL-relation in the LMC is non-linear iy (e.g. Ngeow et al.

and ink 2008 and references therein). Both effects make that thge slo
based on a least-square fit to the sample of calibrating Galac
My = (—3.50 £ 0.08) log P + (—2.09 & 0.09) Cepheids cannot be compared directly to the slope derived fo

the LMC sample.
+ (=0.10 £ 0.24)[Fe/H]. (13) To investigate this further we made use of the data kindly
. - , made available by Dr. Soszyhski which consists of an OGLE
Ignoring the metallicity dependence resultsih-relations that sample of 701 fundamental mode Cepheids whereby the opti-
have slopes and zeropoints that differ in the third decimahf light curves have been used to transform the singlefepoc
the ones quoted above. , 2MASS data into intensity-mean values following the prigscr
Ignoring RS Pup, SV Vul and S Vul which have the longesfy, in Soszynhski et al. (2005). This is a slightly improvest-
periods, and hence limiting the period4@0 days results in - gjon of the dataset that Dr. Soszyhski made available ta FO7
. The meanl/ magnitude andZ(B — V) values are taken from
My = (=2.50 £ 0.10) log P + (~1.40 + 0.11) the original OGLE data (Udal(ski otal 1999). The 2MASS data
+ (+0.14 £ 0.31)[Fe/H], (14) Were transformed to t_he SAAO system_following Eq. 10 in Koen
et al. (2007). Removing outliers with iterativer Zlipping the

andink slope in the LMCV -bandP L-relation becomes-2.72740.033
based on 664 stars.
My = (—3.29 £ 0.08) log P + (—2.28 & 0.10) In a Monte Carlo simulation a random valuelof P was

drawn between 0.45 (the lower limit of the Galactic Cephgids
+(=0.01 4+ 0.26)[Fe/H]. (15) and 1.6. From the OGLE sample the object close&tgnP was
selected and it§” and K magnitude taken. In this way samples
of 66 stars were generated, andPd-relation fitted. This was
My = (—2.60 £ 0.10) log P + (—1.33 £ 0.11) repeated a large number of times. The mean slope and the dis-
persion in the slope is2.69 &+ 0.06.
+ (4+0.11 £ 0.31)[Fe/H], (16) In the K-band, after removing outliers, theL-relation
) based on 672 stars has a slope-&.193 + 0.027. Using the
and inK Monte Carlo method with samples of 66 stars the mean slope is
—3.23 £0.05.
FMy = (=3.4140.08) log P + (~2.18 4 0.10) The conclusion is that, within the errors, the distributafn
+ (—0.02 £ 0.25)[Fe/H]. (17) period_ and/or a non-linearity effect does not bias the @eriv
slope inV and K.
The effect of the negativieg P dependence op compared In V the observed slope in the LMC agrees within ith
to a constant value is to flatten ti&L-relation. The size of the the one derived for the Galactic sample both for a congtant
effect is expected to be aboutdg (1 + 0.064/1.33) 0.10 and factor and for the one with a mild period dependencexlithe
this is indeed reflected in the fitted slope. This change ipesle  agreement is less good, in the sense thaptfector with a de-
about equal to thedlerror bar derived in the slope. pendence on period agrees more closely.
FO7 quotes slopes 6f2.77 £+ 0.08 in}V and—3.37 &+ 0.06
in K based on 58 stars. For the LMC they combine data for t ; ;
OGLE Cepheid sample (see below) with data from Perssonl%(e?tsummary and discussion
al. (2004). They find a slope 6f2.73+£ 0.03 inV, and—3.23+ The period-luminosity in theV and K-band and the de-
0.03 in K. The conclusion by F07 is that Galactic and LM(Gendence on metallicity are investigated for a sample of 68
slopes are in good agreement. Galactic Cepheids with an individual metallicity deteratiion
There are some issues however that may make a direct cdrom high-resolution spectroscopy. Distances are denigiag
parison between the LMC and the Galaxy less obvious. The dise Baade-Wesselink technique using the most recent surfac
tribution of the Galactic Cepheids that define the calibrais  brightness relation and estimates for the projection facto

For a constanp-factor of 1.33 this would have become
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The difference in slope between a constadfictor (consis-
tent with available interferometric data) and a mild deperc
on period (following theoretical work by Nardetto et al. Z00
results in a difference in slope in thf&l.-relation which is of the
same magnitude as the error in slope.

The slope of the LMCP L-relation inV and K is derived
taking into account the difference in period distributiciween
the Galactic sample and the LMC sampleVinhe slope for the
LMC sample agrees with the galactic one for both assumptions
regarding the dependencebn period. InK the comparison
of the slopes favours the mild period dependence optfector
on period.

The metallicity dependence of thBL-relation is investi-
gated and no significant dependence is found. A firm resutitis n
possible as the range in metallicity spanned by the curemt s
ple of galactic Cepheidsis 0.3-0.4 dex, while previous vaany-
gested a small dependence on metallicity only (typically2
mag/dex, see the introduction).

It would be extremely valuable to analyse a sample of LMC
and SMC Cepheids in a similar way. Unfortunately, the sam-
ple of Cepheids with adequate optical, NIR and RV light carve
(see e.g. Storm et al. 2004, 2005) for which a Baade-Wesselin
distance has been derived (Gieren et al. 2005) and the sample
of Magellanic Cloud Cepheids for which a metallicity hasiee
derived from high-resolution spectroscopy (Mottini et2008)
have no overlap. High-resolution spectroscopy of MC Ceghei
with Baade-Wesselink distances would therefore be extseme
valuable.
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