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ABSTRACT

Aims. The aim of this work is a detailed analysis of transit lightvas from TrES-1 and TrES-2, obtained over a period of thoee t
four years, in order to search for variabilities in obserggd-transit times and to set limits for the presence of agidi third bodies.
Methods. Using the IAC 80cm telescope, we observed transits of TrRBITrES-2 over several years. Based on these new data and
previously published work, we studied the observed ligvesi and searched for variations in th&elience between observed and
calculated (based on a fixed ephemeris) transit times. Teehpmssible transit timing variations, we used polynomdlslifferent
orders, simulated O-C diagrams corresponding to a pengriiird mass and sinusoidal fits. For each model we calcliliey?
residuals and the False Alarm Probability (FAP).

Results. For TrES-1 we can exclude planetary companicng M) in the 3:2 and 2:1 MMRs having high FAPs based on our transit
observations from ground. Additionally, the presence dfhtltime dfect caused by e. g. a 0.09,Mnass star at a distance of 7.8
AU is possible. As for TrES-2, we found a better ephemeris 0f P 453 95763512(28)+ 2.4706101(18%Epoch and a good fit for

a sine function with a period of 0.2 days, compatible with amaround TrES-2 and an amplitude of 57 s, but it was not a ehjqu
low y? value that would indicate a clear signal. In both cases, T¥B8d TrES-2, we were able to put upper limits on the presence
of additional perturbers masses. We also conclude thatiaogadal variations that might be indicative of exomoorega to be
confirmed with higher statistical significance by furthesetvations, noting that TrES-2 is in the field-of-view of tepler Space
Telescope.

Key words. planetary systems — Methods: N-body simulations — Teclasigphotometric

1. Introduction can learn about perturbations on strict orbital perioglidite to

] a possible companion object which has not been detected yet.
In 1992, the first exoplanets around the pulsar PSR B2237 \jotivated by the possible detection of low-mass companions
were discovered by detecting anomalies in the pulsatiolger around transiting planets, we started a long-term campiaign
(Wolszczan & Frail 1992). Similarly, by studying variat®n gpserve transits of the exoplanets TrES-1 (Alonsoét al4P00
in the time of transit occurrence, transiting exoplanetgegiang TrES-2[(O’Donovan et dl. 2006) over several years. Here
another possibility to find additional companions, even Wowye present the results of our observations and a study of the
to Earth masses. There ardfdient mechanisms causing thesgansit timing variations that were found.
variations. For one the gravitational influence of a perurlgearches for planet-mass objects from the light tiffiece were
ing body can alter the orbital period of the transiting plangirst proposed for low-mass eclipsing binaries by Doyle Et al
(Holman & Murray [2005;| Agol et al._2005). Thisffect is (1998) and have been performed in-depth on the system CM-
particularly sensitive to detect additional bodies in meastion  praconis, with ambiguous results to date (Deeg et al. |2000,
resonances with the transiting planet or to detect moonsnaro 2008{ Morales et al. 2009). They were soon followed by sdvera
that planet. For another, a perturbing mass in an orbit targgdies of timing fects in transiting planet systems: TrES-1
than the transiting planet can cause the “star - transitiaget”  (Stefen & Agol(2005), HD 189 733 (Miller-Ricci et &l. 2008b),
system to wobble around the barycenter and alter the oliberyfh 209 458 [(Agol & Stéfen[2007] Miller-Ricci et all 2008a),
periodicity, something that is known as the light-timffeet G 436 [(Alonso et all_2008; Bean & Seifafirt 2008) and for
(Irwin' 1959; | Schneider & Doyle 1995; Doyle & Deeg _2004CoRoT-1b [(Bedn 2009). In all cases the authors could only
SChﬂEIdGEI' 2005) These anoma|IeS are l‘eﬂeCted N the t”Té%ﬁstrain the parameters Ofa potentia' Second p|anet.
of the transit occurrence. Hence, using a linear ephemetige first search for variability in the transit times of TrES-
and several observations of transits, it is possﬂ_ale to bet tyas conducted Hy Sien & Agol (2005). They fitted perturbing
difference 'O-C’ between the observed transit times and thfynets in diferent orbits, using transit timing observations
calculated ones from the ephemeris. From thi§edénce we from [Charbonneau et al! (2005). Sen & Agol (2005) did
not find any strong evidence of a third object. Winn et al.
(2007) observed three additional transits of TrES-1; thteayntl
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that the transit times of these three observations occurmgiden by the range where thé residuals increases by 1 over the
progressively later. However, as mentioned by the authominimum value. We also calculated the timing precision aftea
these three measurements were not enough to make any findividual light curve g;, by propagating their respective photo-
conclusions. Recently, Raetz et al. (2009b) reported asitrarmetric precisiong, , using the equation (Doyle & Deleg 2004):
timing analysis of TrES-1 with the only result of being an im- )
proved ephemeris. Previous studies of transit timings f&ISF2 N L(ti_1) - L(ti1) 2172
have been performed by Holman et al. (2007) and Raetz et&l= 6|_[ ( ) } ,
(2009a), neither finding evidence for an unseen perturbing i 2At

planet. Very recently Mislis & Schmitt (2009) analysed s#@n

time durations between 2006 and 2008, indicating a possil‘tﬁgerel‘(t‘) is the Ste”%r _br#{;htness f‘t At |§[;hetrc]:ader|!ce atgd
change of inclination, e sum goes over all brightness values within the eclipsatev

In Sectior 2 we describe the procedure to fit our observat'unnscompalrlng the estimated error, based on the ibterval, with

a transit model and to obtain the observed mid-transit tiamek mgn?r[)cgtﬁzlrcrzlra\jgﬁjgssgr% E%T:;E& i:rL1 %’_V:m];g:g%r? d%ocgﬁag:ee—
their error estimates. These values are then used in S&timn ’ - \atn

; : : ; the estimated &= errors are higher than the propagated errors,
interpret the O-C diagram by means offdrent models. Finally . ; ;
we discuss the results in Sectidn 4. but in four cases the error based on the 68 % confidence ihterva

were lower. Our timing errors are possibly underestimatgel d
to correlated noise. However, we do not modify them in order
to stay consistent with the timing measurements and agedcia
2. Light curve fitting errors that we took from the literature.
Finally we subtracted the observed mid-transit times from

(1)

All observations reported here were performed with the IAC
80cm telescope (IAC-80) at the Teide Observatory, Tenaife
used the same observing and analysis procedure for both TrE&ble 1. Comparison between best-fit values of this work and
1 and TrES-2. For further investigation described here, mg 0 parameters from Southworth (2008) for transit light curvedm

used observations where a complete transit light curve was 8ls of TrES-1 (upper values) and TrES-2 (lower values).
quired. A detailed description of the analysis leading fritra

telescope images to the light curves can be found in Rabus et a
(2009), where a study of flux variations during transits due t

Parameter  This work _ Southworth (2008)
TrES-1

starspots or additional transiting planets for TrES-1 wes p K 0.1350 0.138% 0.0014
sented. We decorrelated the light curves against the asrimas rr 0.1104 0.1097Z 0.0022
subtracting a quadratic polynomial fit. Due to a slight defoc i[°] 88.67 88.67+ 0.71
ing of the telescope during observations, the centroidsiate TIESD

well defined and de-correlation against the target’s deteud- K 0.1260 0.1268 0.0032
sition is not applicable. However, the de-focusing and e rr 0.1462 0.146@ 0.0042
the flux over several pixels will lower the noise correlatethw i[°] 83.70 83.71+ 0.42

the target’s detector position.

For TrES-1 we obtained eight useful transit observatioabi@
[2) over a period of three years and for TrES-2 five observatiotie calculated ones, obtaining the O-C values. The catadlat
(Table[3) over a period of two years. In order to measure the gpid-transit times for TrES-1 were obtained from the ephésner
served mid-transit times, we first created a template ofrtrestt

event from a folding in phase and by binning (6-point binghwi . , o

a mean size of 66 s for TrES-1 and 90 s for TrES-2) of all obser@P!e 2. Overview of TrES-1 transits used in this work.

vations of the respective transiting planet (Figure 1). $tam-

dard deviations inside the individual bins were1.63 mmag Epoch observed O-C &  Calculated  Source
for TrES-1 and~ 1.79 mmag for TrES-2, whereas the stan- transittime ~ [s] error  timing

dard deviation outside the transit part of the binned lighe HJD-2 450 000 [s] _precision[s]

is 0.7 mmag for TrES-1 and 0.8 mmag for TrES-2. ‘ll g%gg?gg %% 4312 1
We used these phased and binned light curves to create a modef) 3186.8061 9 26 ] 1
of the transit light curve, using the formalism fram _Giméne 5 3247 4075 2 35 N 1
(2006) and the simplex-downhill fitting algorithrm_(Presskt 124 3562.5352 14 20 13 2
1992). We fitted for the planetary and stellar radii rakipthe 126 3568.5952 -6 22 25 2
sum of the projected radirr, and orbital inclinationj, while 234 3895.8430 -24 16 - 3
we kept the eccentricity fixed at zero and the limb darkensygc 235 3898.8734 8 12 - 3
efficient fixed, as obtained by the tables of Claret et al. (1995),236 3901.9037 28 16 - 3
assuming quadratic cficients. The best-fit models are plotted 254 3956.4445 15 14 20 2
over phased data in Figl 1 and the best-fit parameters arenshow?>> 3959.4760 107 17 23 2
in Table[1. We can see that our light curve model parameters ar gg; igg?g%g :gg i?’ ié g
consistent with the parameters from Southwarth (2008) éthb 354 4274.6028 32 18 17 2
TrES-1and TrES-2. _ , _ 386 4356.4142 24 9 - 4
We then shifted in time our model with the fixed best-fit param- 3g7 4359.4443 18 13 - 4
eters against each individual observed light curve anditatied 388 4362.4742 31 17 - 4
they? residuals for each shift. The fit with the minimurhvalue 490 4671.5412 56 26 29 2

gave us the observed mid-transit time. We estimated th@@miSources: 1) Charbonneau et al. (2005), 2) This work, 3) Wirat. e
error within a 68 % (1s7) confidence interval of thg? values, (2007), 4) Hrudkova et al. (2009)
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Fig. 1. Phased and binned light curve of all IAC-80 observationsr&SF1 (top) and TrES-2 (bottom) transits with the solid jred
line being the best-fit model light curve.

Table 3. Same as Tabld 2, for TrES-2. ported byl Raetz et all (2009a,b), respectively, and for T2ES
byMislis & Schmitt (2009), but we did not include these in our
Epoch observed O-C & Calculated Source Study,sincethey had individual errors and an internatecagv-
transit time [s] error timing eral times larger than the data included in this study. The-tr
HJD-2 450 000 [s] precision [s] sit mid-time corresponding to Epoch 0 of TrES-2, reported by
4 3967.5180 92 37 22 1 O’Donovan et al.[(2006) has also been removed due to its high
13 3989.7529 0 25 - 2 error of>60 s. We obtained for TrES-1 an O-C diagram spanning
15 3994.6939 -5 27 - 2 four years, with 16 points (Figuté 2) and for TrES-2 a diagram
34 4041.6358 -10 26 - 2 spanning two years, with 8 points (Figie 3).
140 4303.5209 -72 26 20 1
142 4308.4613 -169 39 22 1
274 4634.5828 -184 26 24 1
276 4639.5232 -257 27 21 1

3. Transit timing analysis
Sources: 1) this work, 2) Holman et al. (2007) )
Two mechanisms have been brought forward that may cause

deviations of transit times from strict periodicity. Foreothe
T. = 24531868060+ 3.030073% Epoch (Winn et al. 2007) light time efect and for another the influence of a third body on
and for TrES-2 we used. = 2 453 9576348+ 2.47062 Epoch  the transiting planet’s intrinsic periodicity.
(Holman et al. 2007).
In the following transit timing analysis we included seugrab-
lished mid-transit observations, by Charbonneaulet al0520 : :
Winn et al. (2007) and HrudkovA et dl. (2009) for TrES-1 (Gab o~ S¢&/ch for the light time effect
[2), and for TrES-2 by Holman etal. (2007) (Table 3). We cont/e first consider the light timeffect, where the barycenter of the
sidered only O-C times with errors below 60 sec, which lebinary system, in our case the system “star - transitinggifais
to the rejection of some O-C values froam_Charbonneaulet affset against the barycenter formed by an additional thirg/bod
(2005%). In the O-C residuals of TrES-1 we also removed twbhis will cause the light to travel a longer or shorter dis&io
outliers at Epoch 255 and 358 which have been identified Hye observer and hence the observer will seeff@mint period,
Rabus et al.[ (2009) as transits with possible starspotser8levwhere the intrinsic period is unknown.
further transit times of TrES-2 and TrES-1 were recently réor the analysis of the O-C times, we fitted three polynomials
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making a type | error. Therefore, we first calculated the ks
according to equation:

T

100, .
i ] e 0i-x3)/(v1—v2) @
- (3/v2) ’

50|

O-C[g]
o

Where)(i are residuals from the lower order ﬁg% are residu-
als from the higher order fit, and , are the corresponding de-
grees of freedom (Tablg 4). We then used the F-value to calcu-
; ] late the significance using the IDL-routi®FTEST from the
-100 ] Markwardt IDL library, which gives the probability for a wad
150} ] drawn from the F-distribution to equal or exceed the given F-
_1‘00 (‘) 1(‘)0 2(‘)0 3(‘)0 4(‘30 200 value. For TrES-1, FAPs were calculated against the o.r1|g|na
Epoch ephemeris, against thefset-only case and against the linear
polynomial. We see that the original ephemeris is unlikelpé

Fig. 2. Difference between calculated (based on ephemeris friif best solution with the linear and quadratic fits beingniost
Winn et al. (2007)) and observed mid-transit times for TAES-likely descriptions, having low? residuals and a low FAP. For
Filled dots are O-C values obtained with the IAC-80, squares TrES-2 a linear trend in the O-C residuals (Fib. 3) is apparen
taken from Charbonneau et &l. (2005), triangles from Wirailet The statistical analysis shows no clear preference betaéan
(2007) and asterisk are from Hrudkova et al. (2009). Theslin€ar or a quadratic polynomial (Taljle 4). The distributiorthaf
show diferent polynomial fits, where the solid black line indiobservations of TrES-2 into three groups, acting as pivottpp
cates a linear fit, the long-dashed (red) line a quadratictamd does not support fits of orders higher than the quadratic one.
short-dashed (blue) line a cubic polynomial. The dotted)(reTherefore, we fitted no cubic polynomial to the TrES-2 data.

lines show the fits Corresponding to the variation of the qam As for the linear COﬁiCientSKo a.ndK]_ these are without relevant
term within 1o confidence limits. physical meaning, but indicate a slightlyfl@rent ephemeris

than used, wherg, is an dfset of the mid-transit time at epoch
0 and«; a correction to the period of the ephemeris. However,
we can give a physical meaning to the quadratidiocient. The
guadratic term«), gives the system’s acceleration along the line
of sight by using the equation (Deeg el al. 2008):

50}

200

100F .

Cko

q = ZE’

®3)

O-C [s]

wherec is the speed of light anB is the observed period.

In order to estimate the error of the quadratic term, we sdpp

through diferent values o#,, fitting for ko andk;. Thek; values

which increased the best-fif residuals by 2.3 gave thed con-

§ fidence limits (see Tablé 4); dotted lines in FIgs. 2[@nd 3 sthew

T A corresponding fits at these limits. Our best fit parabola riode

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 TrES-1 gave a quadratic termaf = —3.6+3.4x10™*s. Solving

Epoch Eq.[3 we obtained an acceleratiorepf= —3.2+3.0x10°® m s72

, o _ _ ndd = -1.1+1.0x 104 s%. The cubic ternks would indi-

Fig.3. Similar as Figure[12 (based on ephemeris fromaie, constant change in acceleration; however the culisc fit

Holman et al. |(2007)) including only polynomials fits and-cory|sq |ess Jikely than the quadratic one and will not be furthie-

responding 1r confidence limits, but for TrES-2. Filled dots,ssed.

are O-C values obtained with the IAC-80 and squares are takgf} ihe quadratic solution of TrES-2 we obtained a best-fitea

fromiHolman et al..(2007). of k» smaller than its error. This high error is consistent with
a low significance of the quadratic solution, therefore we-su
port the linear case, with a &-upper limit for accelerations of

, , a <32x10°ms2

of different orders to the O-C values, namely a lin€Zsit = Considering the clear linear trend of O-C times in Figs. 2@nd

ko + Ex1, a parabolicOCrit = ko + Ex1 + E%;, and a cubic and using the cdBcients from the linear fit, we indicate here an

polynomial,OCyit = ko + Ex1 + E?k, + E3«s, whereE is the improved ephemeris for TrES-1, given by:

Epoch number and the fitted polynomial coicients. We also

analyzed the case of fixed original epheme@€(; = 0) and _

the case of maintaining the original period and fitting ordy d Te =245318680611(16)+ 3.0300728(6) Epoch @)

constant ffset in O-C OCyi; = xo). Table[4 shows the obtained . L . .

best fit codficient for TrES-1 and TrES-2 respectively, and Fig vyheag 'g?e va:::l;es_I[nEpSa_rzgnthess give the uncertainty inabe |

and3 show a plot of the respective polynomials. In orderigo Igits and for 1t '

quantify the improvement of the fiiérent fits, we calculated the

False Alarm Probability (FAP), which is the significancedkev

of the fit quality improvement and indicates the probabitify Tc = 2453 95763512(28) 2.4706101(18x Epoch ()

-100+

200+

-300F
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Fig. 8. Simulated O-C diagram of TrES-2 and the best fit perturben witnass of 18 M and an orbit of 0.051 AU. The red dots
correspond to the observations and the squares to the pongisg simulated O-C values.

3.2. Search for a perturbation of the intrinsic period with a phase shift towards the transiting planets betwéeand
315 in steps of 45. We advanced the simulations in orbital steps

The other cause for transit timing variations could be a péﬁ 0.001 AU and used 100 mass steps from .t 100 Ms for
turbation of the intrinsic planet perio® due to the grav- the perturblng object. We simulated 1000 transits, cooedp
itational influence of a third body on the transiting planefd 0 approximately eight years coverage for TrES-1 anéisev
Regarding such perturbations, there exist no analyticaheqY€ars coverage for TrES-2. We used a mass of 0.610MITES-
tions that describe the gravitational influence on a trans 2nd @ mass of 0.88 Mfor its host starl(Torres etal. 2008),
nd a mass of 1.2 Mfor TrES-2 and 0.98 M for its host star

ing planet due to an undetected third body. Generally, M : . : .
body simulations are used, iterating over a large orbital pgiSozzettl et all_2007). After obtaining the simulated O-@-di

rameter space for a maximum possible mass range, see €3'/gMS, We applied a Fourier transformation to the synti@c
Holman & Murray {2005)] St&en & Agol (2005); Agol et al. diagrams/(Miller-Ricci et al. 2008a,b) and derived the maxin

2005); [Agol & Stéfen [2007):[ Miller-Ricci et al. [(2008a,b); obtained O-C amplitudes as a function of the perturber’'s-sem
?\Iesv:))rn\’/é Morbidellil {2008).) ! el (20084,b) major axis; showing them for masses of 10, 20 and 40riVFig.

In order to find the parameter space of third bodies compﬂ'-where also the MMRs are indicated_ by verti_cal lines. FEps.
ble with the observed transit times, we created a numerical 346 show some examples of synthetic O-C diagrams for TrES-

dimensional simulation of a three body system by integegatin-

over the equations of motion. We considered the problemiﬁ'—o establish potential third body orbital parameters, wedit

two dimensions, assuming that the orbits of the exoplapet ﬁreach perturber distance the observed O-C diagram tgrail s

system and its respective perturber are co-aligned. Wadurt netic ones that had been generated for masses of 1 - 300 M
considered the problem in a helio-centric frame, with ttee st(Fi9-[2). We left three parameters open in the fits: one param-

in the center of the coordinate system, meaning that we aeglBter t shift the O-C diagrams in Epoch, corresponding to find
the light-time dfect in this context. To integrate the equation df’€ Pest moment for the first real observatios-(f within the
motion we used the Burlisch-Stoer algorithm (Press ket &12)9 Simulated data, and two parameters describing linear tevi
with a 1 second time step and an accuracy of40 between simulated and modelled O-C diagrams, which have no

We considered the problem for an inner and an outer p&f/€vant physical meaning.

turber separately and neglected the 1:1 mean motion resenaffr:Pr the best-fit masses, we see a general trend to highersnasse

(MMR). Each simulation started with a perturber 0.005 AU gwalOf Perturbers closer to the host star and at larger sembma
from the transiting planet, with an initial zero eccenticand 2XiS, and we can also identify the mean-motion resonances,
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Fig.6. Same as Fid.l5, but for a perturber distance of 0.062 AU
(2:1 MMR).

where the best fit for a consistent perturber indicates lower

masses (vertical lines in Fig] 7). At larger orbits for the-pe . )
turber, the best-fit perturber's mass increases and it dses O-C models were below the one of the linear fit, but based on

more steeply for TrES-2 than for TrES-1. This is due to TrES8€ available data, we can exclude the case of 2:3 and 2:1 MMR
having a higher mass than TrES-1 and being closer to the c&-Planets more massive than 1sMith high FAPs. We found
tral star. The higly? peaks at the 2:3 and 2:1 MMRs for TrES-12 Pest-fit for a perturber with a mass of 2,Mnd a semi-major
reveal that a1 My, planet in that configuration might have bee§XiS of 0.05 AU’ZbUI this peak is not outstandingly low. Samly,
detected in our data set. or TrES-2, ally< values for the O-C models are below the one

Again, in order to quantify the improvement of the simula@d from the linear fit. We can identify some loy# peaks, with the
C fits in the lower MMRs and the best-fit simulated O-C again'lii""est at 0.049 AUX® = 0.3) for a perturbing mass of 18 M
the linear polynomial, we calculate the FAPS. In these cases '8 shows for TrES-2 the O-C simulation for the lowest
better not to use E@J 2 to calculate the F-value, since thia-eq"/th the observed O-C residuals over-plotted. Given thateno
tion is better suited for cases where one expects small mangf the simulated perturbers indicate a uniquely lgf we do

for additional parameters, whereas for the simulated Ot@ega 1Ot find support for any of them. . _
W2 In order to calculate an upper mass limit above which we can

we expect big changes. Therefore, we ubed ()(E;V;; to caleu- reject perturber masses due to a high increasé,imve first set
late the F-value for th®PFTEST-routine. In Tablé ¥, we show a y? threshold to 50.2 for TrES-1 and 28.5 for TrES-2. These
the y? and FAPs for some special cases of our simulated Otfiresholds correspond to a 90 % FAP against the linear fit us-
values. ing theMPFTEST-routine. We then increased the masses for each
For TrES-1 we found that most of the values for the simulated semi-major axis until thg? residuals reached the previously es-
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Fig.7. Masses of third bodies with the lowest (solid black Fig. 9. Results of the/? sine fitting as function of trial frequen-
line), based on the best fit of the observed O-C values to thies. The red shaded areas show possible frequencies which
synthetic O-C values for each semi-major axis, and uppesmasight have been introduced by a moon. Top: TrES-1, bottom:
limits resulting in a FAP of 90% (dashed-dotted black linéghw TrES-2.

respect to the linear fit for each semi-major axis. Red litess

the lowesty? values (dashed red line) corresponding to the best- ,
fit masses and thg? value of the linear fit is indicated by aqtays (10 cygH) in steps of 0.00001, 0.0001, 0.001, 0.01 and 0.1

horizontal dashed-dotted red line. The upper plot is forSrrE cycl/d. For each trial period we then logged téresiduals at

) . e best fitting amplitude and phase.
i:h ;ggttehdeblg\(/vsrrtiggtdfg& eTJ Iﬁr? ei' Mean motion resonances altgreom Fig[9, showing the result of the sine fit, we see that we

lack outstanding peaks of loy? values for TrES-1 and TrES-

2, being it very unlikely that a real sinusoidal signal hasreno
than one period. However, we also calculated the FAPs of the
tablished threshold, which gave us the upper mass limitskts best sinusoidal fit against the linear polynomial, as dbsdrin
above the threshold can be rejected with a FAP higher than 903¥ct[ 3.2 and show the results in TdHle 4 for comparison. \We no
(Fig.[d). that the best sinusoidal fit for TrES-1 with a period of 16.ysla
and an amplitude of 25 s (Fig.J10, upper graph) does not give
a significant improvement against the linear polynomiajg

a lowery? residual but a high FAP, but for TrES-2 we found a
In order to search for any sinusoidal periodicity in the deita 9000 Sinusoidal fit with a FAP of 1 % for a period of 0.2 days
periods on the order of the campaign duration and shorter, fd an amplitude of 57 s (Fig.110, lower graph).

fitted amplitude and phase of a sinusoidal function to the O-C

residuals after subtracting the linear fit with the paramsetd 4. Discussion

Table[4. A sinusoidal transit timing variation might be cediby

an exomoon around the transiting planet (Sartoretti & Sihae For TrES-1 we obtained eight new O-C values and made use of
1999;| Doyle & Deeg 2004; Simon etlal. 2007; Kipping 2009010 previously published values of which we removed two ob-
For this fit we stepped throughftirent trial periods between servations with a high probability of containing star spdtse
1500 days (6.6 10~* cycl/d) and 0.1 days (10 cyel) for TFTES- standard deviation of the O-C values+83 s and the maxi-

1 and for TrES-2 between 600 days (k@02 cycl/d) and 0.1 mum O-C deviation from the established ephemeris (Winnlet al

3.3. Search for a sinusoidal transit timing variability
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Table 4. Comparison of dferenty? residuals for TrES-1 (upper values) and TrES-2 (lower \&@lue

Fit ¥ Ko K1 Ko K3 y False Alarm Probability vs.
S s 10%s 10°%s original ephemeris fiset linear polynomial
TrES-1
original ephemeris 50.6 0.0 0.0 - - 15 - - -
offset 39.3 -134 0.0 - - 14 0.065 - -
linear 28.0 95 -01 - - 13 0.021 0.039 -
guadratic 23.7 6.3 0.1 -3634 - 12 0.024 0.048 0.17
cubic 23.5 9.3 0.0 1.7 -0.7 11 0.058 0.12 0.38
simulated best-fit O-C 8.7 - - - - 11 - - 0.05
simulated 1:2 MMR 18.0 - - - - 11 - - 0.32
simulated 2:3 MMR 20.0 - - - - 11 - - 0.39
simulated 3:2 MMR 46.0 - - - - 11 - - 0.85
simulated 5:3 MMR 19.9 - - - - 11 - - 0.39
simulated 2:1 MMR 158.4 - - - - 11 - - 0.999
best-fit sinusoidal fit 21.5 - - - - 12 - - 0.38
TrES-2
linear 13.1 289 -0.9 - - 5 - - -
guadratic 126 248 -1.0 28217 - 4 - - 0.72
simulated best-fit O-C 0.3 - - - - 3 - - 0.011
simulated 1:2 MMR 53 - - - - 3 - - 0.39
simulated 2:3 MMR 1.7 - - - - 3 - - 0.11
simulated 5:3 MMR 4.0 - - - - 3 - - 0.30
simulated 2:1 MMR 7.1 - - - - 3 - - 0.49
simulated 3:1 MMR 3.9 - - - - 3 - - 0.30
best-fit sinusoidal fit 0.7 - - - - 4 - - 0.011

2007) is~60 s. Similarly, for TrES-2 we observed five transit®.09 M, in order to cause the previously mentioned acceleration
and made use of three additional published mid-transitsime% = —-1.1+ 1.0 x 10'%. The angular separation of 0/05
(Holman et all 2007). The transit timing estimation at epBchtranslates into an orbit for a third object of 7.8 AU, corrasg-

for TrES-2 had an error greater than 60 s and was hence ireg to a period of 21.8 years. This stellar object would have
moved. After correcting the ephemeris, the standard dewiat caused a semi-amplitude in the radial velocity measuresnent
of this O-C diagram is-43.9 s and the maximum O-C deviationpf 1.0 km s®. However, the observation span of the available
is 66.5s. radial velocity measurements is only 49 days (Alonso et al.
In order to search for a light timefect, we fitted difterent poly- [2004;| Laughlin et al. 2005), which is 0.6 % of the exemplary
nomials. Assuming the validity of the quadratic function fothird object’'s period. Therefore, this object would not dav
TrES-1, we can use the quadratic term to estimate a possibézn detected in existing radial velocity measurements Th
acceleration and its corresponding-lerror of% =-11+1.0x example also shows that the obtained value for the accilerat

107** 571, the negative value indicating a decelerating systen§.reasonable.

Comparing this deceleration to the acceleration for tharsyls- A second approach has been assuming perturbing objects at
tem of a few 10 s'! (Zakamska & Tremaine 2005) and CMnearby orbits. Then for TrES-1, perturbers with a massiebl,
Draconis 0f~10"1" st (Deeg et all_2008), the acceleration ofit the 2:3 and 2:1 MMRs are very unlikely due to the hjgh
TrES-1 could be several order of magnitudes larger, but is rgsidual with a high FAP against the linear fit. However, none
well constrained given the current data. Following Deedlet &f the simulated perturbers indicated a uniquely Jpvpeak.
(2008), the minimum mass of a third body causing a given atherefore, we do not find support for any perturber, but we

celeration in dependence of its lateral distancés given by established upper mass limits above which we would obtain a
FAP of 90 % against the linear fit. For TrES-2, we obtained
al
= >
M~ > 43826

re\? some lowy? peaks; none of them in a low-order MMR. For
o m sz)(m) : the best-fit simulated O-C we obtained a perturber of 18 M
and 0.049 AU. Due to thg? residuals below the one from the
We note that this is independent of the mass of the accealgratiinear fit, none of the perturbers could be excluded and again
system. Using the distance to TrES-1 of 157 [pc (Sozzetti et ale established upper mass limits for perturbers in the T2ES-

2004) and above value fay, we obtain the minimum mass of system.
a possible third body as a function of angular separatiom fraStefen & Agol (2005) did an analysis of transit times of TrES-1,

= ( ©®)

TrES-1 of but they found no convincing evidence for a second planet.
2 We also found generally a highg? near to the low-order

ms 34( 4 () _ (7) MMRs.[Stefen & Agol (2005) gave upper limits for additional

Mo arcse planets in the system TrES-1, whereas we give additionally

the best-fitting mass for any orbital distance. In genefrairt

This relation allows the identification of nearby objectsifid pper mass limit for additional planets decreases closéneio
in any future high-resolution imaging; that is, any possiblyansiting planet, similar to our findings in Fig. 7. We alsaifid
found object has to fulfill EqL]7 in order to be a potentiahat additional planets with masses above 10 &fithe MMRs

source of the observed acceleration. For example, for @ thifre very unlikely, which is consistent with the results from
object at a distance of 0.03he object’s mass has to be at least
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period of the planet. A moon around the transiting planetikho
have a semi-major axis which is between the Roche ligit,e

100 - 1 and the Hill radius i) (Kipping2009). The Roche limit is given
i ] by:
PP 3
I'Roche = Rp (2_) » ()]
Pm

wherep,, is the density of the planet angl, the density of the
moon. As can be seen from Kd|. 9if > 2p,, the Roche limit is
inside the planet. This is most likely the case for a rocky moo
around a gas giant planet. Therefore, we do not further densi
1 the Roche limit as lower orbit limit, but the planetary rasli®n
1 the other hand, the Hill radius is given by:

O-C [s]

'100 [ L L L 1 L L L 1 L n n 1 n n n n n n 1/3
M
00 02 04 06 08 10 . _ ap(_P) , (10)

Phase 3M.

whereM., is the mass of the star. Using the radius of the transit-
ing planets, i. eRpres-1 = 1.081 Ry or Rpyres—2 = 1.272 Ry
100 i and Eq[ID, we obtain possible orbital periods for a moonradou
i 1 the transiting planets of 4.2h P, < 15 h for TrES-1 and 3.9 h
- 1 < Pm < 12 h for TrES-2. If we consider only the corresponding
50 4 period ranges in Fidl]9 (red shaded areas), we also find no clea
— i 1 peak there for TrES-1, but for TrES-2 the best peak of 0.2 days
L2 is in the range for an exomoon. Using Ef. 8 we obtain a possible
Q ok . moon mass of 52 Mfor the best-fit amplitude of this peak.
o i 1 We note that Barnes & O’Brien (2002) gave an analytical ex-
i 1 pression for an upper mass limit of possible moons. Gernerall
-50 - . the more massive the moon the shorter its lifetime. Lubow.et a
i 1 (1997) estimated that close-in orbiting planets spin down
i 1 into synchronous rotation very quickly. Therefore we use th
1000 procedure from Barnes & O'Brien (2002) to estimate the upper
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 mass limit of a moon around TrES-1 and TrES-2. We obtain
Phase an upper mass limit around TrES-1 on the order@D® Mg
and around TrES-2 on the order 107 Mg, similar to one
Fig. 10. Best fit sine function (solid line) and observed O-C valobtained for HD 209458b by Barnes & O’Brien (2002). This

ues with error bars for TrES-1 and TrES-2, phased with periddeans that moons with masses greater thai? M, will not
of that fit. This period is 0.06 cyclggay or 16.7 days for TrES-1 have survived until now. This upper mass limit is clearly way
and 4.8 cycleslay or 0.21 days for TrES-2. below our detection limit for masses causing transit timing
variations in the system TrES-1 and TrES-2. The closest moon
v L at this upper mass limit would cause a timing amplitude of the
Steffen & Agol (2005), indicating that at the low-order MMRsgrder of 10° s, which is not detectable even from space by
and near zero eccentricity, the mass of the additional plaa®  several orders of magnitude.
to be below 10 M. o o Transit duration investigations on TrES-2 performed by
Assuming sinusoidal transit timing variations, we notetthe |\islis & Schmitt (2009) indicated a decrease of 3 min. betwee
find a good O-C fit for TrES-2 with a FAP of 1.1 %. Howeverpooe and 2008 in the duration. However, in our transit timing
since we find several good periods beyond the best one of Qalysis, we do not find non-linear deviations of O-C times
days, we conclude that we need more observations and mayfd@ ‘a similar magnitude. While we can not provide any firm
with higher precision in order to confirm any one of them as getection, we can put upper mass limits which are consistent
possible exomoon. Whereas for TrES-1, we found no evidengfh our observations for TrES-1 and TrES-2, respectively.
that a smusmqlal function improved the fit significantly it However, due to the gaped data, it might have been possible
respect to the linear one. that we missed important points in the observed O-C diagram,
Sartoretti & Schneider 1 (1999), |_Doyle & Deeg |_(2004)jike e. g. a transit timing measurement at the highest aosit
Simon et al. 1(2007) and recently Kipping (2009) discusseg the mean-motion resonances. We need at least about 3 years
the possibility to detect moons around extrasolar plane§s continuous transit observations and with several ttansi
using a timing dset induced by the wobble of the planeppservations per year in order to avoid the missing of wirglow
around the planet-moon barycenter. For a given timifiged of high-amplitude O-C deviations from perturbing bodiegthw
ot the mass of the possible modf, can be estimated usingthe maximum amplitudes being observable only during a few

(Sartoretti & Schneider 1999): transit events, see Figl. 6. But even for low-mass perturhers
rapMp amplitudes should be easily measurable from ground at mean-
Mm ~ 2P ot, (8) motion resonances. On the other hand, outside the meamoti
MPFp

resonances, we need higher precisions than obtainable from
whereap is the semi-major axis of the planéilp the mass of ground to detect the small amplitudes caused by a perturbing
the transiting planegy semi-major axis of the moon afp the body of planetary mass, something that may be expected from
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the current satellite missions in operation. Any trangititig
variation in TrES-2 may be expected to be confirmed in the near
future by observations done with the Kepler Space Telescope
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