arxiv:1011.2338v1 [astro-ph.EP] 10 Nov 2010

Astronomy & Astrophysicsnanuscript no. vmain © ESO 2018
October 2, 2018

Astrometric search for a planet around VB 10*

P. F. Lazorenkb, J. Sahlmanf D. Ségransah P. Figueir&®, C. Lovis?, E. Martir®, M. Mayor?, F. Pepé, D. Quelo?Z,
F. Rodlef, N. Santo%6, and S. Udry

1 Main Astronomical Observatory, National Academy of Scesof the Ukraine, Zabolotnogo 27, 03680 Kyiv, Ukraine
2 Observatoire de Geneve, Université de Geneve, 51 Cheéesivaillettes, 1290 Sauverny, Switzerland

3 INTA-CSIC Centro de Astrobiologia, 28850 Torrejon de ézgMadrid, Spain

4 Instituto de Astrofisica de Canarias, \@ia Lactea g/, E-38200 La Laguna (Tenerife), Spain

5 Centro de Astrofisica, Universidade do Porto, Rua dasBsty4150-762 Porto, Portugal

6 Departamento de Fisica e Astronomia, Faculdade de Gi&ridniversidade do Porto

Received ; accepted

ABSTRACT

We observed VB 10 in August and September 2009 using the F@RS2ra of the VLT with the aim of measuring its astrometric
motion and of probing the presence of the announced planetOBWe used the published STEPS astrometric positions c1¥B
over a time-span of 9 years, which allowed us to compare thea®d motion of VB 10 due to parallax and proper motion whith t
observed motion and to compute precise deviations. Theaathisingle-epoch precisions of our observations are dbbuhas and
the data showed no significant residual trend, while thegmes of the planet should have induced an apparent prop@miatger
than 10 mas y*. Subtraction of the predicted orbital motion from the olserdata produces a large trend in position residuals of
VB 10. We estimated the probability that this trend is causgdandom noise. Taking all the uncertainties into accoumat @sing
Monte-Carlo resampling of the data, we are able to rejecexigence of VB 10b with the announced mass of 6 Alh the false
alarm probability of only 5107. A 3.2 M; planet is also rejected with a false alarm probability o23.0
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1. Introduction can achieve astrometric precision of individual measuremef
The detecti f lanet ion 1o th .05-0.1 masl(azorenko et al. 2009 Despite the short obser-
€ detection of a planetary-mass companion fo the neafpy;,, period of two months, we obtained dat#isiently good

M8 ultracool dwarf VB 10 (GJ 752B) was announced b : ; : ;
Pravdo & Shaklar{2009. Using ground-based astrometric 0b¥o verify the hypothesis on the possible existence of VB 10b.

servations with the STEPS camera of the 5 m Palomar telescope

obtained over nine years, the authors derived a full astidene ;

solution of the system that suggested the presence of atat@mez' Observations

companion with a 271 day orbital period and a 64 mass. Observations were made with the FOR@Z camera

Even though the VB 10b astrometric signature is large with(Appenzeller et al. 1998in imaging mode during five nights

peak-to-peak value of 8 mas, the detection is debatablealudrom 2 August to 25 September 2010. The images cover a

imperfect orbital sampling and comparably low astromediie 4.2 x 4.2'field of view with a pixel (px) scale 0f£0.1”/px. For

curacy of the individual measurements. each night, we obtained 21 to 72 frames of 7 s exposures with
Zapatero Osorio et al.(2009 presented high-resolutiontheRspecialfilter. Seeing varied from 0.3%o 0.9”. To reduce dif-

near-infrared observations of VB 10 obtained between 2001 aferential chromatic refraction (DCR) of the atmospheresesb

2008 with the NIRSPEC instrument on the Keck |l telescopeations were made near meridian.

They emphasized on the necessity to have a better sampling ofBecause the observed motion of VB 10 in the sky is large

the orbital phase to precisely constrain the orbital patarse (over 2 px), we had to know the precise pixel scale to convert

and the individual masses of the systddean et al(2010 used pixel to arcsec units without loss of accuracy. From CMC1d an

the near-infrared CRIRES spectrograph and did not detect ROMAD catalogue positions of stars in our reference frame, w

planet’s signature in radial-velocity (RVAnglada-Escudé et al. derived acceptably precise scales dfZ538+ 0.00007”/px and

(2010 performed a joint analysis of precise RV observatior12567+ 0.00005”/px in RA and Decl, respectively.

over 175 days with MIKEMagellan and ESPaDOWSFHT

spectrographs, RV measurements Bwapatero Osorio et al.

(2009, and astrometric data Byravdo & Shaklarf2009. They 3. Data reduction and analysis

showed that the observed astrometric motion is not due to an ) )
unseen companion. Our null hypothesis was that the planet VB 10b exists. To test

We present results of the astrometric search for the plaf@i hypothesis, we computed the residuals of our measuisme

using the FORS2 camera of the VLT, the only instrument whicgPmpared to the position of VB 10 expected from the combina-
tion of proper, parallactic, and orbital motions. By detarimg

* Based on observations made with ESO telescopes at the lza Sille probability that the measured residuals are compatitie
Paranal Observatory under programme ID 283.C-5024 the expected mean value of zero, we could confirm or reject the
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null hypothesis. We also performed the corresponding céaapy .~
tions assuming that the planet does not exist. /
In all cases, we considered that the astrometric sighall-
in VB 10 position induced by the planet is defined by the__
orbital elements of VB 10b given in the discovery paper by " *
Pravdo & Shaklaif2009. The predicted orbital motion over the| . 60 —te
measurement timespans of 17 and 54 daysis 0.48 and 1.95 mal k=6..14 1 b ke6.14 c k=4...16
in RA and 0.92 and 3.28 mas in Decl, respectively. Compared

to the astrometric precision of FORS2 of about 0.1 mas p

: ; g. 1. Circular reference fields increasing in size with incregsin
epoch, these displacements are large and should be demc'[ér?odal numbek in the field of view of FORS2 in the case @}

this study. )
y the full data set when an area unavailable on 2 Aug frames was
cut away at all nightsy) the same but the problem area cut only
3.1. Photocentre determination at 2 Aug framesg) the short data set not using 2 Aug frames.

Raw images were flat-fielded and bias-subtracted to exclude

pixel-to-pixel variations of the CCD sensitivity. To inage the ) )
number of reference stars, we measured all star images vilifiPersion compensator (LADC) of the VLA(ila et al. 1997.

R = 14-21. At this faint end, the star field is very crowded! his displacement also depends on the star colour via tzempar
This forced us to improve our procedure of photocentre coffite’d ~ —p. Bothp andd are free model parameters and their
putation, which initially was developed for isolated stellm- computation does not require external colour data. The LADC
ages Lazorenko 2006 We scanned images obtained under vai$ @utomatically adjusted to the average zenith distapawer
ious seeing conditions and made a detailed census of star p§iven series of frames by setting a distahdeetween its two
sitions at subpixel precision, of fluxes, and of the poimespl PriSms tob ~ tanz . Finally, ¥(t) represents the induced or-
function variation across the CCD. This information wascusdital motion of VB 10 if the planet exists. For reference star
to accurately model and subsequently subtract the congamitt () = 0. ) i ) ) )
tion of background counts caused by distant stars. Wingtaof s~ Equationl defines a system of equations in the combined
profiles at distances up to 50 px were approximated by expd- ¥, ti-domain for which the unique solution is derived under
nential function with free parameters smoothly varyingrahe the condition that the model parameters of reference stars a
CCD. The photocentres andy were computed by fitting star 0rthogonal to each basic function . It is solved iteratively
profiles in a 11x 11 px window with a model with 12 free for all reference stars available in a circular region ofiuadR,
parameters and an auxiliary oscillating function in thetean Which increases witk and is centered on the target VB 10. The
5 x 5 px window (Lazorenko 200p Computations based on theoptimal field sizeR is the size at which the noise from a refer-
Levenberg-Marquardt numerical algorithm of the least segia €Nce field is equal to the noise from atr_nosphe_rlc image motion
fit were found to give sfliciently good results for stars of ap- T he number of reference stars dependingoaries from a few

proximately equal brightnesses at separations largerabant dozens to 500. Due to the large number of reference stars, the
10 px. function® accurately reproduces the coordinate grid distortion

introduced by image motion. Solutions o, at each modé&
. are then used to form equations for the target in the time doma
3.2. Astrometric model only. The solution of this new set of equations yields the tar

Reductions were based on the method previously appligﬁtyS _model parameters and position deviations from theehod

to FORS12 observationsL@azorenko et al. 20072009. The e final output is the average obtained from the solutioad at

method was shown tofiéciently mitigate atmospheric imagemModesk.

motion, geometric field distortion, DCR, and othdieets, thus

ensuring precision stable over time scales of a few dayseéwa f3 3. comparison of STEPS and FORS2 reference frames

years. For every star in the field, i.e. VB 10 and the reference

stars, the measured photocenter positigparidyy, in framem Because of dferent zero-points, STEPS proper motion cannot

at timet were represented by the model be directly applied to FORS2 astrometry. The STEPS referenc
frame is given by 15 bright stars. For the FORS2 reference

(X, Y) + uxt + py + ptanzsiny + dtanz_siny 1) frame, we use both these (except STEPS star Nr. 10 which is a

= Xm — Y(1). binary) and a number of much fainter stars. The system ofgrop

. . motions is defined under the conditidhww, = 0 where sum-

The left side contains the free model parameters and thelmog@ion is taken over all reference stavéith weights w; approx-

function®(x, y). The expression foy-data is similar but con- imately proportional to their brightnessdzorenko et al. 2009

tains coy Instead of siry. Here,xo is a zero pointk is the mode  |n particular, this condition is valid for the proper motiof the

(arbitrary even integer, usually from 4 to 1@:{% is a polyno- STEPS stars which, due to their high brigthness (they dmurtti

mial in x andy of orderk/2 — 1 that models the sum of atmo-to over 40% of the total light flux), are the basis of the FORS2

spheric image motion and geometric distortion for each &ameference frame. Hence, one may expect fatwi/ >, w; (the

m. The parameteuy is the proper motiony is the parallax, and weighted mean proper motion in the system of FORS2 proper

px is the parallax factor irx. The displacement of the star im-motions) taken over these stars, is nearly zero. The compute

age due to DCR is modelled by a term with leading parametealue of this sum (which is the fierence of proper motion zero-

p, which depends on the star’s colour, and containing thetlzenpoints) was found to be smal0.1+1.0 and+0.3+1.0 mas yr*

distancez and the angler between a direction to zenith ayed in RA and Decl. Due to the low precision, we did not apply it but

axis. The next term describes an image displacement oppositluded it in the error budget assuming that the uncesgtamt

to that of DCR and introduced by the longitudinal atmospherihe proper motion zero point is1 mas yr. Thus, both proper

{x}
km

X0 + O
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motion systems are well consistent, however at time scdles o
~ 0.1 yronly.

0.5
3.4. Short and full dataset

The data reduction of the first epoch (2 Aug) was problematic 0 F
because of incorrect telescope pointing, owing to whicistalls &

in a 300 px wide area just below VB 10 (Fitg) were imaged g

to another CCD chip and could not serve as reference at tffis -0.5 . R
particular night. We dealt with this problem in two ways. het W I T TR Y- S T}
first version, we put aside all stars within this area fronmfes = ) : . L .
of all nights, using only stars outside of this area as refege «» ’ 5
objects. The sizes and shapes of the reference fields inatbés ¢S ’ " T
are shown in Figla by five circular segments, each corresponds 05 |
ing to k increasing from six (small radius) to 14 (large radius)&
Alternatively, we used circular reference areas, whichtlfier 2 § .
Aug night were of the samB size but with the lower half vi- 2 0 fomnos
gnetted (Figlb). We also examined a short dataset without the

2 Aug epoch with circular reference area (Fig). The asym-

metry of the first two cases degraded the obtained precisioni -0.5 |-
comparison to the symmetric configurations of the shortssta
We have obtained a solution for all three cases presented in 1 | .
Fig. 1. For the final result, we present two solutions. One is ob- 2100 50 0 50 100

tained from the short dataset (case 'c’, MID between 55082 an
55099 days), and the second one is obtained as the average of

the results in case 'a’ and 'b’. The latter solution is redeto as ; PR, - ; :
obtained from the full dataset (MJD between 55045 and 550%%’{32 ' Ot?l(sjtf?grtje't:]c;nt;;;pgg hapfzﬁgggnri??gﬂ?ﬁgfﬁ:&zﬁ:r
days). nights and linear dependencesyfond (lines of diferent type)
for each nightUpper panel with initial LADC separations.
Lower panelthe same with recoverdalvalues. Size of dots is
proportional to the star brightness.
VB 10 is very red and diers much in colour from the reference
stars. Therefore, the DCR displacement of this star is \argel
and about 30 mas in Decl and 10 mas in RA. This is taken ing Treatment of colour-dependent terms
account by the free model parametgrandd, but their adjust-
ment requires knowledge of the LADC separatinn An essential drawback of the above procedure is that the re-
Information orb was not part of the obtained fits headers arepvery ofb introduces small colour-dependent terpigd) and
was not accessible to us. Therefore we had to solve the ivef§(d), which are similar to proper motion and parallax. This is
problem of recovering LADC separations from the observetio because the above iterations do not garantee convergetiee to
Becauseb is fixed for a series of frames of a single night, wéctual values ob ~ tanz . For example, the restored value of
had to determine a small number of values for b (one value panz. may diter from its actual value by a term which progres-
night). Our approach is based on the observation that iacorrsively changes in time agt farr* z (siny)™*, whereyis an arbi-
values ob bias the average night position residuadsand(y) of  trary constant an¢siny) is the average value of sjnduring the
field stars. According to EdL, this bias linearly depends on thegiven night. Hence the terhtanz_siny in Eq. 1 generates the
star colour parameterduring one given night. This is illustratedterm dit siny(siny)~* ~ djit linearly dependent od and which
by Fig. 2 which shows the distribution and linear dependencidiserefore can be treated as an extra image maoti¢) = ad.
of {y) ond for field stars in the case of the short dataset (thEhe termy’(d) compensates for the linear change of zain
effect is largest iry). time. Similarly, we may assume that the restored valuesf ta
Because all observations were made at small hour angk@sitain terms proportional fo, andpy. In this case, the solution
within +0.7 h, we initially assumed that LADC was always set t6f Eq. 1 for parallax should contain the compensating colour-
the separation corresponding to the meridian. By applymnalls dependent term’(d).
corrections to these initial values bf we iteratively reached a ~ When recovering values, we cannot control the ampli-
solution without dependence ¢f) on colours (lower panel of tude of and of the equivalent parameterélated to parallax.
Fig. 2). For these computations, we used all stars within the efowever, they can be detected as proper motion and paradtax d
tire field of view of FORS2, processing them tasget objects pendence on colours (i.e. djwhich we model as a linear trend
relative to their own subsets of reference stars. Beingdbare in proper motions of field stars and statistically correctifo
field stars only, this procedure produced a much smaller disper- The strong correlation betweénpy, andpy does not allow
sion of (y) values for VB 10 and for reference stars with larges to determine separatel§(d) and=’(d). However, this is not
colours. Corrections td were small and withint4% of the required because for short timpg~t, we can approximate the
initial values and were found with precision corresponding sum of the proper motion and parallax displacem&nt 7" py
+0.025 mas error ify) for VB 10. For the full dataset, precisionby u/t, wherey’ is the new &ective quantity that substitutes for
degraded ta:0.068 mas because we could not use stars in thethy” andz’. Thus processing the short dataset, we find and use
problematic 300 px area below VB 10 (Fitp). only a single colour term’(d). The treatment is similar for the

DCR parameter d (mas / air mass)

3.5. Recovering LADC positions
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components. Subtraction pft from the measured positions thus —
simultaneously eliminates the colour tern(see next section). 1 precision
The value of this correction for VB 10 in Decl jg = 29+ § o0 R
4.5 mas yr! for the full andy’ = 27 + 2.9 mas yr? for the g i o W=0]
short dataset, respectively. In RA, the corrections arerderof g ° ~
magnitude smaller. £ 1 oot 0, C
. . 12}
For the full dataset, the above approximationugf + 7’ px s 8 Sep 18 Sep 22 Sep 25 Sep
by wt is still valid for reference stars, most of which have modg | | IS 6’% 0 ° o0 ® ° o M#0 |
erated and therefore very small colour-induced parallaxés & o G- RPN %%Oo%?@ CZ@@%@
But it is not suficiently precise for VB 10, because of its large -1 | ® Oég%,@?o % o S8 |, TF 0 o 1
colour termd. Consequentlyy’ is not accurately eliminated by frame sequence

applying the correctiop’(d) as in the case of the short dataset.
Therefore, we had to treat the terrhof VB 10 as a free model Fig.4. Frame-to-frame deviations in Decl of VB 10 from its
parameter. model motion at zero¥ = 0, filled circles) and non-zero plan-
etary signal¥ # 0, open circles), the epoch average deviations
, , (large diamonds), and the single-frame precision$asterisks)
3.7. Subtraction of parallax and proper motions for the casesa’, 'b’, and 'c’ of reference field configurations

Since the FORS2 observations cover a small fracd20(%) of shown in Figl.

the orbital period¥(t) can be approximated as a linear function
oft: 3.8. Position residuals of models with and without planet

Subtracting the contributions of parallax and proper nrofiom
Fa(t) ~ Qut, Fs(t) ~ Qot, (2) the measured positions of VB 10 resulted in great simplificat
of Eg. 1, which for VB 10 took the form
where Q, = d¥,(t)/ot and Qs = d¥s(t)/ot. With the or- ) )
bital elements given bfravdo & Shaklar{2009, we obtained o + ptanzsiny + dtanz_siny + {7’ py}

Q.(PS) = 134 and Qs(PS) = 224 mas yr! (Fig. 3). = Km — pixt — TPy — it — O (X, y) — Py(t) 3
Astrometric acceleration terms (deviations from the liitgp o + p tanzcosy + dtanz_cosy + {7’ py} ®)
are smaller than.@ mas for the full dataset, thus are negligible. = P — pyt — Py — it — @L{L(X, y) — Py(1)

For the short dataset, they are even smaller than 0.02 mas.

In addition, ¥(t) is approximately a linear function of thewith only four free parameters, yo, p, andd in the case of
para”ax factor$x(t) and py(t)’ which themselves have an aplhe short dataset. FOI’I the full dataset, it Incorporateset_hm
proximately linear time-dependence. This causes a stromg-c Parameter’ (the term in curly braces, see Segt6). The right
lation between parallax, proper motion, and orbital mattbns ~ side of Eq.3 contains the measured coordinaxgsandym, the
makes Eql degenerated. Therefore, we subtracted parallax aindplate solutionsbl{(’;’q(x, y) andd)L{L(x, y) derived from the refer-
proper motion from the measured positions of VB 10. Precisaice stars, and all other corrections.
values of these parameters were found based on the publishedlhere is a correlation between the orbital signal and thietnig
STEPS astrometric measurements which cover a 9 years lengg@eerage anglesiny) which are not zero and tend to increase in
riod. The best fit of STEPS data yieldegdcos@) = -5868+0.2 time. Because of this correlation, the model Edjlters out any
mas yrl, us = —13610+ 0.2 mas yrt, andr = 1680+ 1.2 component of the signal (e.¥f), which is linearly dependent on
mas. These values are very close to the estimates giventland enters the right side of Efj. Therefore, the output posi-
Pravdo & Shaklari2009 andAnglada-Escudé et a12010. tion residuals contain only a part of the initial signal aityule.
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Fig.5. Measured in-frame positions—®™, y — @ (squares) Fig.6. Astrometric residuals in the scenario with planet (open
of VB 10, the model motion (solid line) over the CCD betweeplue symbols) and without planet (filled black symbols) toe t
8 and 25 Sept (short dataset) defined primarily by properanotishort dataset@p pane) and the full datasebpttom panélas a
and parallax, and the magnified DCR signature for a singletnigunction of time. Circles and triangles mark residuals in &l
(right upper corner). Decl, respectively. For clarity, only one errorbar cori@sging
to osumis shown at each epoch, but the uncertainties for the four
respective measurements are identical.

However, this does not hamper our statistical analysisghvivie

performed after the subtraction 8f(t) from the observed po-
sitions, thus assuming zero input signal and consequeetty z
output signal. In this way, the impact of correlations is imin

mized. If the planet does not exist but the subtractioW@® fiiing of the model Eq3. This introduced a strong correlation

was applied, we should detect the inverse signg(t) reduced betweenp,, py, and¥, which reduced the amplitude of the de-
in amplitude because of the correlation betwégny) and¥(t).  ected signal.

This is the case corresponding to the last row of T2lfleect4),
where the measured signal (expressed by the paraQgtess
about half its expected valueQ(PS). o ,
Fig. 4 shows the results in terms of model deviations in Dec].2P!€ 1. Epoch deviationgx) and(y) in RA and Decl of VB 10
where the expected signal is largest. The single-framegioec ©F the models with = 0 and¥ # 0 (Eq.3).
o1 includes errors of photocentre measurements, the referenc
frame noise, and the atmospheric noise. It varies from 0.4 ta
0.7 mas depending on seeing. THeeet of the vignetted ref-
erence field of the 2 Aug epoch (configurations 'a’ and ’'b’)
seen as a degradation @f to over 1’m,as. At other epoch$;  —=ren—6556— 0161 099 0411 019 064 032
is larger compare.d to configuration 'c’ because of a laRyer 82032| 020 019] 015 035/ 010 018 0.16
Clear conclusions can be drawn from the short dataset whep 993 | -0.09 -0.06| -0.06 0.11] 0.08 0.11 0.10
the model (Eq3) is most simple and does not require incorpo97.014| -0.00 0.18| 0.03 0.08| 0.07 0.11 0.09
ration of parallax (Sect. 3.6). We considered the casestwéh 99.011| -0.01 -0.25| 0.03 -0.38| 0.07 0.12 0.10
predicted orbital motion subtracte® (# 0) and with¥ = 0. Short dataset, 8-25 Sept 2009
The epoch average deviatiofi$ and(y) are very smallandran- 82.032| 0.07 -0.09] 0.33 0.43]| 0.11 0.19 0.16
domly scattered when assumilg= 0, but display a negative 92.993| -0.02 -0.04| -0.12 -0.09| 0.09 0.09 0.06
trend in time if¥ # 0. Note that small position deviations do not97.014| 0.03 ~ 0.07} 0.02 -0.00| 0.07 0.08 0.05
correspond to a 'zero’ measurement. Instead, they denasestr99:011| -0.06 -0.01] -0.09 -0.15] 0.08 0.09 0.07
very precise position measurements, which track the projer
tion and parallax displacement at the daily rate of 2.7 mak an
5.0 mas in RA and Decl, respectively. The motion of VB 10 over Tablel and Fig.6 summarise the results for the epoch residu-
the CCD surface (Figh) for the measurement timespans of 1als(x) and(y). The astrometric precision is described by a nom-
days is 46 mas in RA and 86 mas in Decl, and is dominated mal precisionoy based on errors in photocentre determination,
parallax and proper motion. DCRtects induce a small-scalethe reference frame noise and atmospheric nefsg, also in-
scatter in the measured positions of one night with an aog#it cludes error components which dominate at long time spaths an
of about 2 mas. Their structure for a typical night is shown iariginate from the uncertainties In i/, pixel scale, and proper
5-fold magnification in Fig5. motion of VB 10. For the full dataset, it also includes theemc
Similar computations were performed for the full datasetainty in the parallax of VB 100+ is the mathematical expec-
where we had to account for the parallax correctitf) (see tation of the root-mean-square ¢f) and(y), derived from the
Sect.3.6), thus used the five parametegs Yo, p, d, andn’ for least squares fit (E®).

¥Y=0 Y0
MJD RA  Decl RA  Decl ON Osum Ojiit
i§50000— (mas) (mas)| (mas) (mas)| (mas) (mas) (mas)
- Full dataset, 2 Aug—25 Sept 2009
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4. Discussion After fitting the data with the model E®, we searched
. ) the residuals for linear trends in time and estimated their ¢

Because the signa¥ was subtracted in EcB, the epoch de- efficientsQ*. The false-alarm probabilitieB(Q) that a random
viations (x) and(y) should have an expectation value of zergqjse produce®- values larger than the observed ones are given
and a random scatter irrespective of the model (with or withojn Taple2. In the case of the short dataset aihet 0, we find that
planet). A small dispersion df) and(y) values indicates that the opserved linear trends can be explained by Gaussiaa nois
the tested hypothesis is correct. The data shown in@&nd \ith a probability ofP(Q) = 5- 104, which does not support the
Table 1 is more consistent with = 0 (the hypothesis of no existence of the planet. For the full dataset, we f(@) = 0.02,
planetary companion), while incorporating a non-zeroetary \hich is not sticient to draw definite conclusions. In spite of
signal'¥’ # 0 increases the scatter of data points, which does Rgk |onger timespan and therefore seemingly better camditi
support the existence of the planet VB 10b. We estimated techaracterise a planetary signal, the full dataset doepnoe
probability P that the planet exists in two ways. vide a better contraint because of the uncertainty’inwhose

The first estimateP(y?) was based on the values gt = contribution increases with time. Besides, the planetigryas is
SLO0?/08um+ (V)2 /0 3un], Where the sum is taken over epochssubstantially damped because of its strong correlatioh thig
The number of degrees of freedom (D.o.F.) is equal to the nugwblour correctiom’ used in Eq. 3) as a free model parameter.
ber of epochs minus the number of model parameters (there are
two and three free parameters for the short and the full dgtas )
respectively). The probabilitieB(y2) corresponding to thg? 5. Conclusions
values are given in Tabl@. For both the short and the full

. We conclude that the presence of the announced planet around
dataset, they are at the equally small at the 2% level if théeho b P

VB 10 is not supported by astrometry. Even assuming half the
. X lanetary mass (i.e. 3.2 jy) simulations give a low false alarm
Iar_ge scatter o{x) and(y) is unlikely to be caused by random%robabili):y P(Q) (= 0.023{Mwhich does s?ill not support the ex-
noise in the observations. istence of VB 10b. Our result obtained from astrometry alone
is in agreement with the conclusion Bean et al.(2010 and
Anglada-Escudé et 12010 based on RV data.
This study is the first application of the FORS2 camera for
) 5 o F0) the sear_ch of exoplan_ets by means of optical astrometryuiec
—616 0 607 5 355 036 of the high astrometric precision of_FORSZ, the availapitit
002| 414 538 002 external STEPS-based proper motion and parallax of VB 10,
0.93| -2.06 247 021 and the large expected orbital signal, it was possible ttopar
002| -782 -11.32 5104 the verification of the planetary companion hypothesis with
the extremely short observation period of 17 days, whichis u
usual for astrometric works of this type. The successfulafse
the STEPS data for the reduction of FORS2 observationstis jus
fied only because we verified thatthe STEPS and FORS2 proper
otion reference frames are consistent within 1 maSyncer-
ty.
We have demonstrated a mean nominal precision of 0.09

Table 2. ProbabilitiesP(y?), P(Q) and linear trend® (mas yr?)

Dataset] ¥ | x* D.
full 0| 10.6
full | #0 | 18.0
short 0 1.9
short| #0 | 14.8

oo~ ~0O

Secondly, we noticed that the observed residpgland(y)
show a linear trend instead of a random distribution. This ¢
be caused by random errors in the observations, but also
indicate a wrong value of the sign#(t) subtracted in EQ@. In

the latter case, we would expect that the residgaisand (y) m .
X X as per epoch of FORBA.T observation for data of reason-
show a linear dependene®t opposite to¥(t) (see Eq2). able quality, despite problems caused by the uncertaintigen

A large negative trend is seen for the short dataset residughpc position. This precision is dficient for astrometric de-
computed with¥ # 0 (Fig.6), whereas they should be near zergation of planets around ultracool dwarfs.

to support the planetary hypothesis. In contrast, a muchiesma

trend is observed when assumifg= 0 (no planet). For in- Acknowledgementswe thank Dr. G. Anglada-Escudé whose comments have
stance, the measured values@fjiven in Table2 for the short helped to improve the paper. PF and NCS would like to thankstigport by
dataset and¥ # O are -7.82 and -11.32 masw}rin RA and the European Research Coufieilropean Community under the FP7 through

. . . a Starting Grant, as well as the support from Fundacao pa@éncia e a
Decl, respectively. If the null hypothesis # O is correct, their Tecnologia (FCT), Portugal, in the form of a grant with refete PTD@CTE-

expected values are 0 and 0 mas'yand -13.4 and -22.4 MasAST/0985282008. NCS would further like to thank the support from Furéiac
yr~tif the hypothesis is wrongl = 0). In the last case, the mea-para a Ciéncia e a Tecnologia (FCT), Portugal, througheaé 2007 contract-
suredQ values are always smaller than the val@¢BS) induced funded by FCIMCTES (Portugal) and PORRSE (EC).

by the orbital motion, because their magnitude is dampeaby c
relations betweeW(t) and model parameters (cf. SeBi18).

Because thg? criterion is not the mostf@cient one for the
powe.rfUI approach '[0_ thalﬂ an. "’?ltemat"’? estlmatePoWe Appenzeller, 1., Fricke, K., Furtig, W., et al. 1998, The $8enger, 94, 1
considered) as quantities describing the dispersion(xfand  aila, G., Rupprecht, G., & Beckers, J. M. 1997, in SPIE, \z871
(y) better than,? and performed Monte Carlo simulations to seBean, J. L., Seifahrt, A., Hartman, H., et al. 2010, ApJ, 1118
if the observed features can be explained by random noiseLiﬁorenI;o, :Z. E zhc/l)oe,A%AA, é49,_1_2k71M . 2007 AGA LTL0E7
H H renko, P. ., Mayor, V., Dominik, M., et al. y , 4,
the ob_servat!ons. We simulated each data frame by a rand@i‘grenko’ PE Mazor, M. Dominik. M.. et al. 2000, AZA 5B03
Gaussian noise with root-mean-square-gfand added compo- paydo, s H. & Shaklan, S. B. 2009, ApJ, 700, 623
nents modelling the errors jif, b, and in the proper motion and zapatero Osorio, M. R., Martin, E. L., del Burgo, C., et £109, A&A, 505, L5
parallax of VB 10. In addition, we included a 1 masYerror to
account for the uncertainties in the zero point of properiomot
(cf. Sect.3.3).
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