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ABSTRACT

Context. We study the relation between the known binary fraction and spectral absorption feature index to judge whether (and
potentially which) spectral absorption feature indices are suitable for determining the binary fraction.
Aims. The determination of the binary fraction is important in studies of binary star formation, evolutionary population synthesis
models, and other works. The number of binary stars is difficult to determine for nearly all stellar systems because the individual stars
are need to be resolved photometrically or spectroscopically. By comparison, their integrated spectra or spectral absorption feature
indices are relatively easy to obtain.
Methods. We used Galactic globular clusters (GCs) as our sample since they have relatively accurate binary fraction measurements
and spectroscopic observations along the radial direction. When studying the relation between binary fractions and the spectral
absorption feature index, we used three types of binary fractions: one with a mass ratio of q>0.5 ( f (q>0.5)) and two with a total
binary fraction (the methods of counting ( f (tot)mf) and fitting ( f (tot)mc)), calculated and obtained the equivalent widths or magnitudes
of 46 spectral absorption feature indices at three spectral resolutions (FWHMLick/IDS, 5, and 15 Å). Since the regions for the binary
fraction measurements (photometric) and the spectroscopic observations are different, we used the method of constructing the radial
binary-fraction profile to get the binary fractions corresponding to the regions in the spectroscopic observations. The construction of
the radial binary-fraction profile was obtained by using the python curve_fit module to fit the measured and analytic binary fraction
values. The analytic value was expressed by taking advantage of the King surface-density profile and the assumed forms with respect
to the radial binary-fraction profile (linear, quadratic, exponential, and Gaussian).
Results. We find that the low-resolution (15 Å) spectrum is not suitable for this study and the binary fraction type would affect the
results: f (q>0.5) and f (tot)mc exhibit better correlations with the spectral absorption feature index than f (tot)mf and the difference
in metallicity would significantly affect the above relationship. Finally, to eliminate the effects of metallicity, age, and dynamical
evolution, we only used those GCs with multiple spectra observed among different regions. We find that OIII-1, OIII-2, HγF, HδF,
HγA, HδA, Hβ, Ca4455, C24668, and TiO1 indices have strong correlations with binary fraction. The two OIII indices are the most
sensitive to the binary fraction, followed by four Balmer indices – the two narrower central bandpass Balmer indices (∼20Å, F-
definition) are more sensitive than the wider two (∼40Å, A-definition) and, lastly, the Ca4455, C24668, and TiO1 indices. Using the
binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature indices in combination with the age- and metallicity-sensitive spectral absorption
feature indices, we can determine the ages or metallicities first. Then we can go on to obtain the binary fractions for those stellar
systems in which the individual stars cannot be resolved (e.g., dense or distant stellar systems). Furthermore, we are then able to carry
out further studies of binary star formation and improve evolutionary population synthesis models.

Key words. binaries: general – globular clusters: general – stars: formation – galaxies: stellar content – galaxies: fundamental
parameters – galaxies: evolution

1. Introduction

The determination of the amount of binary stars present in var-
ious stellar systems is vital in helping shape our understanding
the formation of binary stars. If we have determined the binary
fractions for different stellar systems (e.g., star-forming regions
and stellar clusters), it can also help improve our understanding
the formation of binary stars. Second, it is important in the evo-
lutionary population synthesis models. Zhang et al. (2004), Li &
Han (2007), Hernández-Pérez & Bruzual (2013), Eldridge et al.
(2017), Götberg et al. (2017), and Stanway & Eldridge (2018)
have included binary stars in the population synthesis models
and found that the inclusion of binary stars would affect the inte-
grated spectral energy distributions, spectral absorption feature
⋆ zhangfh@ynao.ac.cn

indices, and colors of stellar populations. Based on the above re-
sults, the amount of binary stars would influence the theoretical
results of stellar populations. Using the results of stellar popula-
tions comprising 50% binary stars, the derived age and metallic-
ity would rise by at least 20% (Zhang et al. 2004) and the star
formation rate by 0.2 dex (Zhang et al. 2012, 2013). The spectral
absorption feature indices mentioned above are calculated from
the spectral energy distributions according to their definitions.
Finally, the amount of binary stars would affect the predicted
number of double compact objects, thereby influencing various
predictions about gravitational wave events.

Up to now, binary fraction determinations for stellar systems
mainly uses three techniques (see the description of Milone et al.
2012, hereafter M12): 1) obtaining the number of binary stars by
measuring the radial velocity variability of each star; 2) getting
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the number of binaries by searching for photometric variables;
and 3) determining the number of stars located on the red side
of the main-sequence fiducial line in an image. In this paper, we
do not list the references for the above methods and we refer
instead to the paper of M12 for these details. All of the above
binary fraction determination methods require that the telescope
is able to (photometrically or spectroscopically) resolve the in-
dividual stars, which is difficult for almost all stellar systems,
even when using the Hubble Space Telescope (HST). There-
fore, binary fractions have only been determined for a few stellar
systems, such as Milky Way (MW) field stars as well as open
and globular clusters (GCs). Abt (1983) summed up the binary-
frequency for stars with normal and abnormal compositions as
well as stars with special astrophysical or kinematic character-
istics or locations. Mathieu (1994) collected the pre-main se-
quence binary frequency from many researches. Duchêne &
Kraus (2013) summarized the companion multiplicities (aver-
age number of companions per target in a population) of main
sequence stars, both old and young stars. They further studied
the companion-frequency (from 22% to 130%) as a function
of the primary mass for Population-I main sequence stars and
field brown dwarfs (including very low-mass stars and brown
dwarfs, M-, FGK-, A-, early-B, and O-type stars) and found that
it increases with the primary mass. Moreover, they studied the
companion-frequency of visual companions as a function of age
for solar-type stars, low-mass stars, and overall populations of
young stars (including embedded protostars, pre-main-sequence
stars, young-association members, open-cluster members, field
Population I and field Population II stars) and found that it de-
creases with age (decreases from 28% to 10% and then 11% to
2% for solar-type and low-mass stars, respectively). Although
Abt (1983) mentioned the binary frequency for GCs, there was
few results at that time. Duchêne & Kraus (2013) excluded the
GCs from their analysis. M12 summarized the Galactic GCs’ bi-
nary fraction from many works in the literature (see references
therein), reporting the measurement as typically lower than 10%.
For most stellar systems, the integrated properties (integrated
spectral energy distributions and the spectral absorption feature
indices and colors) are relatively easy to achieve.

Therefore, we wonder whether the spectral absorption fea-
ture index can be used in the determination of binary fractions.
Of course, the first reason we would consider using spectral ab-
sorption feature index is that it does not require us to resolve
the individual stars and does not need very high spectral reso-
lution in comparison with the spectral line to obtain it. The re-
quirement for telescopes is lower (even the ground-based and
small-aperture telescopes can be used). The second reason is that
the spectral absorption feature index achievement does not need
repeated observations. The telescope time needed is less. The
above two facts make it possible for more stellar systems to de-
termine the binary fraction. Worthey (1994) have concluded that
some spectral absorption feature indices can help to break the
degeneracy between age and metallicity. This conclusion is es-
sential to the binary fraction determination and has been widely
accepted, making the third reason for its use in this work. Fur-
thermore, we chose not to use the color (or magnitude) of stellar
populations in this work.

Instead, we chose the Galactic GCs as a sample, studying
the relations between their binary fractions and spectral absorp-
tion feature indices and judging whether the spectral absorption
feature index is correlated to the binary fraction. If we find the
answer is affirmative, we go on to obtain those binary fraction-
sensitive spectral absorption feature indices. If we can draw a
conclusion that spectral absorption feature index is suitable for

the binary fraction determination and we have found out those
binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature indices, we
can extend the research on measuring the binary fraction to the
system in which the individual stars cannot be resolved, such as
dense or distant stellar systems. So far, there is no such a study
based on integrated observables (spectral absorption feature in-
dices) to determine the amount of binary stars.

The reason we chose the Galactic GCs as a sample is that
they have relatively appropriate binary fraction measurements
and spectroscopic observations, especially along the radial di-
rection. The research results on binary fraction measurements
and spectroscopic observations are as follows.

With the main-sequence fiducial line method and the HST
Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS) F606W and F814W fil-
ters, Sollima et al. (2007), hereafter S07 presented binary frac-
tions for 13 low-density MW GCs, M12 and Milone et al. (2016),
hereafter M16 have used the ACS/WFC image to give the binary
fractions for 67 GCs, and Ji & Bregman (2015), hereafter J15
used the ACS image to give the amount of binary stars for 35
GCs.

Furthermore, using the 2.3m-, 4m- and 2.3m-telescopes,
Puzia et al. (2002), hereafter P02, Schiavon et al. (2005), here-
after S05 and Usher et al. (2017), hereafter U17 have given the
integrated spectral energy distributions for 12, 41, and 86 GCs,
respectively. Among 86 GCs of U17, 64 are MW GCs.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we de-
scribe the data on the GCs’ binary fraction and integrated spec-
tral energy distribution. In Section 3, we describe the methods
of transforming the integrated spectral energy distribution to ab-
sorption feature indices and obtaining the GCs’ binary fraction
corresponding to the spectrum observed region, followed by the
results on spectral absorption feature indices and binary frac-
tions. In Section 4, we study the relation between the spectral
absorption feature index and the binary fraction, determine the
binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature indices, ana-
lyze the reasons, and give the suggestions for the binary fraction
determination. Finally, we present a summary in Section 5.

2. Used data

For the Galactic GCs studied in this work, we used the binary
fraction data from S07, M12, J15, M16, and references com-
piled in M12 (collectively referred to as R12, by excluding S07),
along with the integrated spectral energy distribution data from
P02, S05, and U17. These integrated spectral energy distribution
data will be used to calculate the spectral absorption feature in-
dices in the next section. In Section 2.1, we first introduce the
binary fraction data, followed by the integrated spectral energy
distribution data in Section 2.2 and the sample of GCs built by
matching the binary fraction with integrated spectral energy dis-
tribution data in Section 2.3. For readability, we list the important
variables used in this paper in Table 1.

2.1. Binary-fraction of the Galactic GCs

In Table 2, we give the main characteristics of the used binary
fraction data. The first column is the reference (l=S07, M12, J15,
M16 and R12). The second to fifth columns are the correspond-
ing number of GCs (NP

GC(l)), maximal number of radial bins
(nlbin(l)), the radial bin, and binary fraction type, respectively.
We note that nlbin(l) is irrelevant of GC and binary fraction type
(almost) because the number of observed regions is the same for
all GCs, within each region, all types of binary fraction values
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Table 1. List of the important variables used in this paper. In each part,
the first line is the common meaning and purpose for the variables in
each part. The second to the last lines give the variables and their mean-
ing.

Number of GCs
NP

GC(l) : with binary fraction data in the l−reference
NS

GC(l′): with spectrum data in the l′−reference
NM

GC(l′): matched between binary fraction and spectrum data
in the l′−reference

S M
GC : the sum of NM

GC(l′) for all references
Number of spectra
Nspe(l′) : in the l′−reference
NM

spe(l′): matched with binary fraction data in the l′−reference
S M

spe : the sum of NM
spe(l′) for all references

Number of bins for binary fraction data, to determine the
binary fraction profile (Eq. 3), used in Eqs. 4-7

nlbin(l): in the l−reference
nbin : for all references
Number of bins for spectrum data, to calculate fdev, used in Eq. 8
nl′bin(l′): in the l′−reference
n′bin : for all reference
Number of matched spectra for the i−GC
nlMspe(l′, i): in the l′−reference
nM

spe(i) : for all reference
Radius in common use
RC : core radius
RHL: half-light radius
RHM: half-mass radius
RT : tidal radius
Radius related to binary fraction data
RWFC: HST’s ACS/WFC radius
RWFV: J15’s whole field of view
R1,2,3: J15’s the 1st to 3rd radius
Radius related to calculations in Eqs. 4-6
Rl(i, j): the lower radius for the i−GC and j−bin
Ru(i, j): the upper radius for the i−GC and j−bin
Radius related to spectrum data, to calculate fdev, used in Eq. 8
RS,equ(i, j′): equivalent radius for the i−GC and j′−bin
Binary-fraction type
f (q>x) : binary fraction by using a mass-ratio of 0.5,0.6,0.7
f (qH) : binary fraction by using a high mass-ratio
f (tot) : the total value
f (tot)qf : f (tot) by using a q distribution of Fisher et al. (2005)
f (tot)qr : f (tot) by using a q distribution of random associations
f (tot)mc : f (tot) by using the counting method
f (tot)mf : f (tot) by using the fitting method
f (tot)min: the minimum of f (tot)
f (tot)max: the maximum of f (tot)
Analytic binary fraction
fa(i, j, kf , kff ): for the i−GC, j−bin, kf−type binary fraction,

kff−fitting function
Binary-fraction to calculate χ2

fav(i, j, kf , kff ): the value of fa(i, j, kf , kff ) after fitting calculation
f (i, j, kf ) : the observed value for the i−GC, j−bin,

kf−type binary fraction
Binary-fraction derived
fder(i, j′, kf ): for the i−GC, j′−bin, kf−type binary fraction
Binary-fraction derived in three cases
fder(q>0.5) : in the case of f (q>0.5)
fder(tot)mc : in the case of f (tot)mc

fder(tot)mf : in the case of f (tot)mf

(except for several GCs) are given. For situations where a cer-
tain type of binary fraction value is not given within a region, we
set it negative to neglect it in the calculations (see Section 3.2.2).
However, the observed radius is related to GC (i.e., related to its
characteristic radius, e.g., RC), and the bin, R(i, j). These binary
fraction data, which are not presented in this paper for the sake
of brevity, are available on request from the first author. For the
binary fraction data, the following points need to be explained.

The first refers to the radii in the fourth column of Table 2.
Their definitions are given in the caption of Table 2. We used the
values of RC, RHM and RHL from the Harris (1997) catalogue,
used RWFC= 4.65′ (rows 2 and 5), the values of RWFV (∼ 2.2′),
R1, R2 and R3 from Tables 2 and 5 of J15 (row 3), and the values
for various radii of R12 from Table A3 of M12 (row 6).

The second one is about the binary fraction type in the col-
umn 5 of Table 2. Their meanings are given in the caption of
Table 2.

The last one is about the duplicated GCs studied by these au-
thors and the multiple binary fraction values for a GC in a given
work. The 13 GCs analyzed by S07 and the 34 of 35 GCs by
J15 (except NGC2808, i.e., the second-to-last GC in Table 5) are
included in the M12 and M16 work, respectively. In Table A3
of M12, 30 GCs are collected. Among them, 13 GCs are in the
S07 work, for the remaining 18 GCs (NGC288 is studied by both
S07 and R12), 16 GCs are included in the M12, M16, and J15
works

(
except for NGC5139, i.e., the last GC in Table 5, and

NGC6792
)
. For these duplicated GCs, the observed regions are

different. Moreover, from Table 2, we see that the binary frac-
tion measurements are usually made within several regions for a
given work

(
except f (tot) by S07 and f (qH) by J15

)
. Both facts

can help us to determine the GC’s radial binary-fraction profile
(Eq. 3). At last, we thus obtain a binary fraction sample of 70
GCs.

2.2. Integrated spectral energy distribution of the Galactic
GCs

In Table 3, we simply describe the used integrated spectral en-
ergy distribution data for the MW GCs. The first column is
the reference (l′=P02, S05 and U17), columns 2-6 are: the cor-
responding number of GCs (NS

GC(l′)), maximal number of ob-
served regions/bins (nl′bin(l′)), size on the sky, wavelength range
(∆λ), and total number of integrated spectral energy distributions
(Nspe(l′); We note that sometimes there are several integrated
spectral energy distributions for a GC). Finally, the spectral res-
olution is given in column 7. The data provided by U17 refer
to the spectra in the UBRI bands. Similarly, for the situation,
the integrated spectrum is not given within a region or the in-
tegrated spectrum is not matched (see Section 2.3), we set the
flux negative or the region zero in the calculations of spectral in-
dices (Section 3.1) and the derived binary fraction values (Sec-
tion 3.2.3), respectively. The radius is related to GC (irrelevant
for P02 and U17) and the bin. In addition, several points need to
be explained.

The first one refers to the observed region (the 4th column
of Table 3) and equivalent radius. In order to connect the bi-
nary fraction measurement with the integrated spectral energy
distribution observation, we need to transform the rectangle re-
gion in the integrated spectral energy distribution observation to
the circular one corresponding to the binary fraction photometric
observation. The radius of this circular region is the equivalent
radius.

– For P02, there is one observed region. Any integrated spec-
tral energy distribution is constructed based on three long-
slit spectra: one spectrum of the nuclear region and two
spectra of the adjacent fields. The spectra of adjacent fields
are obtained by shifting the telescope a few arcseconds
to the north and south (∼2 slit widths). The slit width is
3.0′′ (see Table 3). Therefore, we use equivalent radius of
7.5′′(=2.5×3.0′′).
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Table 2. Main characteristics of the binary fraction data for the Galactic GCs used in this study. The first column is the reference (l), columns 2-5
display the corresponding number of GCs (NP

GC(l)), the maximal number of radial bins (nlbin(l)), the radial bin, and the binary-fraction type. In
column 4, RC, RHL, RHM, RWFC, RWFV, R1, R2, and R3 mean the core-, half-light (HL), half-mass (HM), HST’s ACS/WFC, J15’s whole field of view
(WFV), along with the first, second, and third radii, respectively. Column 5 uses the superscript of f , indicating the method. f (tot)min, f (tot)qf ,
and f (tot)qr in the S07 work are the minimum of the total binary-fraction, the total binary fraction obtained by using the mass ratio q distribution
from Fisher et al. (2005) and by using the q distribution from random associations; f (q>0.5), f (q>0.6) and f (q>0.7) in the M12 and M16 work
are the binary-fraction by using q>0.5, q>0.6 and q>0.7, and f (tot) is the total binary-fraction; f (q>0.5) in the J15 work has the same meanings
as M12/M16, f (tot)mc, and f (tot)mf are the total binary-fraction with the methods of counting and fitting, and f (qH) is that of using high q value;
f (tot)min (7 values, of which two GCs have ’q>0.5’) and f (tot)max (4 values) for R12 are the minimum and maximum of total binary-fraction, and
f (tot) (21 values) has the same meanings as in M12 and M16.

Reference(l) NP
GC(l) nlbin(l) Radial bin Binary fraction type

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
S07 13 1 <RC f (tot)min, f (tot)qf , f (tot)qr

M12 59 4 <RC, RC∼RHM, <RWFC, >RHM f (q>0.5), f (q>0.6), f (q>0.7), f (tot)
J15 35 5 <RHL, <RWFV, <R1, R1∼R2, R2∼R3 f (q>0.5), f (tot)mc, f (tot)mf

25 1 <RC f (qH)
M16 8 4 <RC, RC∼RHM, <RWFC, >RHM f (q>0.5), f (q>0.6), f (q>0.7), f (tot)
R12a 18 4 <RC, RC∼RHM, <RHM, >RHM f (tot)min, f (tot)max, f (tot)

aFor R12, we made some approximations, as their radial bins and binary fraction types are so different, we grouped them into four
bins and three binary fraction types.

Table 3. Main characteristics of the integrated spectral energy distribution data for the Galactic GCs used in this study. The first column is the
reference (l′), columns 2-7 are the corresponding number of GCs (NS

GC(l′)), the maximal number of observed regions or bins (nl′bin(l′)), the size on
the sky corresponding to the slit size, the wavelength range (∆λ), the number of the integrated spectral energy distributions (Nspe(l′)), and spectral
resolution. The data provided by U17 is the spectra in the UBRI passbands (last four rows).

Reference (l′) NS
GC(l′) nl′bin(l′) Sky size ∆λ (Å) Nspe(l′) Spectral resolution

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
P02 12 1 4.5′ × 3.0′′ 3400−7300 12 6.7Å
S05 41 3 (8−170)′′ × (19−170)′′ 3360−6430 63 FWHM=3.1∼3.6Å
U17 86a 1 38.′′ × 25.′′ 3270−9050 ...b FWHM=0.8Å

3270−4350 (U) 94 0.27 Å/pix.
4170−5540 (B) 94 0.37 Å/pix.
5280−7020 (R) 93 0.44 Å/pix.
6800−9050 (I) 94 0.57 Å/pix.

aAmong them, 64 are MW GCs.
bThe total number of UBVI spectra is 385.

– For S05, the maximal number of observed regions is three.
They are different from the others. Within all regions, the
integrated spectral energy distribution is obtained by drift-
ing the spectrograph slit across the core diameter of the
cluster. The width of the j′s observed region is the dis-
tance over which the spectrograph slit is trailed (lW(i, j′s)),
length of the observed region is the used slit height. We
note that sometimes, the slit is symmetrically about the
cluster center, the displacements between the cluster cen-
ter and the slit top and bottom boundaries are lH1(i, j′s) and

lH2(i, j′s). We use RS,equ(i, j′s)=
√

(l′W(i, j′s)2 + lH(i, j′s)2) as the

equivalent radius, in which l′W(i, j′s)=
1
2 lW(i, j′s) and lH(i, j′s)

=MAX(|lH1(i, j′s)|, |lH2(i, j′s)|). S05 listed the values about the
observed region for each GC in the columns 5-9 of their Ta-
ble 2 (for the used GCs in this work, we give the l′W(i, j′s),
lH1(i, j′s) and lH2(i, j′s) values in Table 6). The observations
by S05 mainly focus on the core region.

– For U17, there is one observed region. The field of
view is 38′′×25′′. We use an equivalent radius of 22.74′′

(=
√

([38/2]2 + [25/2]2)).

The second point refers to the spectral resolution (the col-
umn 7 of Table 3). The full width at half maximum (FWHM) of
the integrated spectral energy distribution by S05 is 3.1∼3.6Å.
We use FWHM=3.1Å in the integrated spectral energy distribu-
tion degradation calculations from high to low resolutions, as by
Vazdekis et al. (2010, hereafter V10) and U17.

The last point refers to the integrated spectral energy dis-
tribution processing, which includes the integrated spectral en-
ergy distribution stitching, flux averaging within the overlapped
wavelength region, and the processing in the case that a GC
has several integrated spectral energy distributions (involving the
columns 5-6 of Table 3). (i) When using the U17 data, we need
to stitch the spectra in the UBRI bands. If there is a spectrum
in each band for a GC, we only need to join the UBRI spec-
tra. If there are two or more spectra in each band, we need to
join them according to the observational time. Using the exam-
ple of NGC7099, it has three spectra in each band and these
three spectra were observed over three nights; we get its ev-
ery integrated spectral energy distribution by joining the UBRI
spectra observed on the same night. The initial 385 UBRI spec-
tra form 98 integrated spectral energy distributions. (ii) Within
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Table 4. Summary of the matched results. Top: Rows 1-2 are the num-
ber of GCs in the spectroscopic observations of P02, S05, and U17
(NS

GC(l′)) and their number of GCs matched with the binary-fraction
sample (NM

GC(l′)), and row 3 is the number of the matched undupli-
cated GCs (S M

GC). Bottom: Rows 1-3 are the number of the observed
integrated spectral energy distributions (Nspe(l′)), the number of the in-
tegrated spectral energy distributions for the matched GCs (NM

spe(l
′)),

and the total number of integrated spectral energy distributions for the
matched GCs (S M

spe). All numbers in the bracket correspond to those be-
fore averaging the multiple integrated spectral energy distributions of a
GC.

Variable P02 S05 U17
NS

GC(l′) 12 41 86
NM

GC(l′) 7 24 42
S M

GC 44

Nspe(l′) 12 63 86 [98]
NM

spe(l′) 7 37 42 [49]
S M

spe 86 [93]

the overlapped wavelength region for the UBRI spectra, we use
the average flux. (iii) Sometimes, a GC has multiple integrated
spectral energy distributions. In the observations of S05, these
integrated spectral energy distributions are obtained within dif-
ferent regions, so we need not to deal with them, on the con-
trary, these integrated spectral energy distributions are necessary
in this work. In the observations of U17, the integrated spectral
energy distributions are obtained within the same region (this
differs from S05), we average the fluxes of several integrated
spectral energy distributions and, finally, we get 86 integrated
spectral energy distributions from the above 98 integrated spec-
tral energy distributions. In the left panel of Fig. 1, we plot the
integrated spectral energy distributions of NGC6637 observed
by U17 and S05 (within the first observed region).

2.3. Sample of GCs built by matching the binary fraction with
integrated spectral energy distribution data

Matching the 70 GCs in the binary fraction sample (see the last
paragraph of Section 2.1) with the GCs in the spectroscopic ob-
servations by P02, S05, and U17, we obtain the number of GCs
(NM

GC(l′)) is 7, 24, and 42, the number of integrated spectral en-
ergy distributions for the matched GCs (NM

spe(l′)) is 7, 37, and 42
(there are 49 integrated spectral energy distributions before av-
eraging several integrated spectral energy distributions of a GC:
three GCs have two integrated spectral energy distributions and
two GCs have three integrated spectral energy distributions), re-
spectively. Removing the duplicated GCs, the total number of
matched GCs (S M

GC) and the number of integrated spectral en-
ergy distributions for the matched GCs (S M

spe) is 44 and 86, re-
spectively. In Table 4, we present a summary of the matched
results.

For the sake of brevity, in Table 5, we only give the infor-
mation of the matched 44 GCs, which constitute an initial sam-
ple of GCs. The first column is the name, columns 2-4 are the
corresponding binary fraction reference (l), the number of inte-
grated spectral energy distributions in the l-reference (nlMspe(l′, i),
l′=P02, S05 and U17), and its total number of integrated spec-
tral energy distributions (nM

spe(i)). The sample of GCs is different
among the P02, S05, and U17 data, so each GC has different
nM

spe(i). Summing the number in column 4, we can get the num-

Table 5. Information on the GCs in an initial sample (S M
GC=44). Col-

umn 1 gives the name (i) and columns 2-4 give the corresponding ref-
erence for the binary-fraction data (l, ’S’, ’M’, ’M’, ’J’, and the num-
bers in the parentheses, in turn, represent S07, M12, M16, J15, and
the reference listed below this table), the number of integrated spec-
tral energy distributions in the l′ reference (nlM

spe(l
′, i), l′=P02, S05 and

U17), and the total number of integrated spectral energy distributions
(nM

spe(i)=
∑

l′ nlM
spe(l

′, i)). Also, all numbers in the bracket of columns 3-
4 correspond to those before averaging the multiple integrated spectral
energy distributions of a GC. The dots represent that no corresponding
information is provided.

ID:Name Binary fraction reference nlM
spe(l

′, i) nM
spe(i)

i l (P02,S05,U17)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
3: NGC104(47Tuc) .. M .. J (1,9,3) .. 1 1 2
5: NGC362 .. M .. J (11) .. .. 1 1
6: NGC1261 .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
7: NGC1851 .. M .. J .. .. 1 1 2
8: NGC2298 .. M .. .. .. .. 2 .. 2
9: NGC3201 .. M .. .. (7) .. 2 1 [2] 3 [4]
10: NGC4147 .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
11: NGC4590(M68) S M .. J .. .. .. 1 1
12: NGC4833 .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
13: NGC5024(M53) .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
15: NGC5272(M3) .. M .. J (13,16,21,21) .. .. 1 1
16: NGC5286 .. M .. .. .. .. 3 1 [2] 4 [5]
19: NGC5904(M5) .. M .. J .. .. 2 1 3
20: NGC5927 .. M .. J .. 1 3 1 5
21: NGC5986 .. M .. .. .. .. 1 1 2
22: NGC6093(M80) .. M .. J .. .. .. 1 1
24: NGC6121(M4) .. M .. J (5,17) .. 1 1 2
26: NGC6171(M107) .. M .. .. .. .. 2 1 3
28: NGC6218(M12) .. M .. J .. 1 1 1 3
29: NGC6254(M10) .. M .. .. .. .. 1 1 2
31: NGC6352 .. M .. J .. .. 1 1 2
32: NGC6362 S M .. J .. .. 1 1 2
34: NGC6388 .. M .. .. .. 1 1 1 3
35: NGC6397 .. M .. J (4,8,8) .. .. 1 1
36: NGC6441 .. M .. .. .. 1 2 1 4
39: NGC6541 .. M .. J .. .. .. 1 1
40: NGC6584 .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
41: NGC6624 .. M .. J .. 1 2 1 4
42: NGC6637(M69) .. M .. J .. 1 1 1 3
43: NGC6652 .. M .. J .. .. 2 1 3
44: NGC6656(M22) .. M .. J (6) .. .. 1 1
45: NGC6681(M70) .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
46: NGC6723 S M .. J .. .. 1 1 [3] 2 [4]
47: NGC6752 .. M .. J (18,14,18,14) .. 1 1 2
49: NGC6809(M55) S M .. J .. .. .. 1 1
50: NGC6838(M71) .. M .. .. (20) .. .. 1 1
51: NGC6934 .. M .. .. .. .. .. 1 1
52: NGC6981(M72) S M .. J .. 1 .. .. 1
53: NGC7078(M15) .. M .. J (12) .. 2 1 3
54: NGC7089(M2) .. M .. .. .. .. 1 1 2
55: NGC7099(M30) .. M .. J (2) .. .. 1 [3] 1 [3]
63: NGC7006 .. .. M .. .. .. .. 1 1
68: NGC2808 .. .. .. J (2,15) .. 2 1 [2] 2 [4]
69: NGC5139(ωCen) .. .. .. .. (10) .. .. 1 1

(1) Albrow et al. (2001); (2) Alcaino et al. (1998); (3) Anderson et al.
(1997); (4) Cool & Bolton (2002); (5) Cote & Fischer (1996); (6) Cote
et al. (1996); (7) Cote et al. (1994); (8) Davis et al. (2008); (9) de
Marchi & Paresce (1995); (10) Elson et al. (1995); (11) Fischer et al.
(1993); (12) Gebhardt et al. (1994); (13) Gunn & Griffin (1979); (14)
Milone et al. (2010b); (15) Milone et al. (2010a); (16) Pryor et al.
(1988); (17) Richer et al. (2004); (18) Rubenstein & Bailyn (1997);
(19) Veronesi et al. (1996); (20) Yan & Mateo (1994); (21) Zhao &
Bailyn (2005).
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Table 6. Three observed regions for the 24 GCs (37 integrated spectral
energy distributions) from the binary fraction sample matched with the
S05 work. Columns 2-4 are for the first through third observations of
each GC.. For these columns, each one includes three numbers: the first
number l′W(i, j′s) =

1
2 lW(i, j′s), lW(i, j′s) is the width of the observed re-

gion (i.e., the angular distance over which the spectrograph slit is trailed,
see column 5 of their Table 2), the second and third numbers, lH1(i, j′s)
and lH2(i, j′s), are for the length of the observed region and are displace-
ments between the cluster center and the slit boundary (column 9 of
their Table 2). The dots indicate that there is no corresponding observa-
tion.

ID Name (l′W, lH1,lH2) (l′W, lH1,lH2) (l′W, lH1,lH2)
( ′′, ′′, ′′ ) ( ′′, ′′, ′′ ) ( ′′, ′′, ′′ )

i ( j′s=1) ( j′s=2) ( j′s=3)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
3 NGC104 24.0 -25.0 25.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
7 NGC1851 4.5 -9.0 9.0 .. .. .. .. .. ...
8 NGC2298 18.0 -24.0 20.0 18.0 -20.0 20.0 .. .. ..
9 NGC3201 85.0 -85.0 85.0 85.0 -85.0 85.0 .. .. ..
16 NGC5286 18.0 -20.0 20.0 18.0 -20.0 20.0 18.0 -20.0 23.0
19 NGC5904 27.0 -27.0 30.0 22.5 -27.0 30.0 .. .. ..
20 NGC5927 25.0 -29.0 29.0 25.0 -29.0 29.0 23.0 -25.0 25.0
21 NGC5986 38.0 -32.0 42.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
24 NGC6121 50.0 -50.0 50.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
26 NGC6171 32.0 -32.0 36.0 32.0 -32.0 37.0 .. .. ..
28 NGC6218 45.0 -45.0 45.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
29 NGC6254 54.0 -54.0 54.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
31 NGC6352 49.5 -50.0 50.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
32 NGC6362 80.0 -80.0 80.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
34 NGC6388 9.0 -10.0 10.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
36 NGC6441 6.0 -10.0 10.0 6.0 -18.0 18.0 .. .. ..
41 NGC6624 4.5 -7.0 5.0 4.5. -11.0 11.0 .. .. ..
42 NGC6637 18.0 -20.0 20.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
43 NGC6652a 4.5 -7.0 7.0 4.5 -7.0 7.0 .. .. ..
46 NGC6723 54.0 -54.0 54.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
47 NGC6752 9.0 -13.0 11.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
53 NGC7078 4.5 -5.0 5.0 4.5 -20.0 20.0 .. .. ..
54 NGC7089 18.0 -22.0 22.0 .. .. .. .. .. ..
68 NGC2808 15.0 -20.0 20.0 15.0 -17.0 15.0 .. .. ..

aFor NGC6652, two integrated spectral energy distributions are provided but
only a observational log is given in their paper, from their FITS files, we find
that both observed regions are the same.

ber of integrated spectral energy distributions for the matched
GCs (S M

spe=
∑

nM
spe(i)=86).

In Section 2.2, we mentioned that l′W(i, j′s), lH1(i, j′s), and
lH2(i, j′s) of GCs studied by S05 are given in their paper. In Ta-
ble 6, we list the observed regions for the matched 24 GCs.
Columns 2-4 correspond to the first through third observations
of a given GC. These data are used to calculate the equivalent
radius RS,equ(i, j′).

3. Maths and the results about spectral absorption
feature index and binary fraction corresponding
to the integrated spectral energy distribution’s
observed region

The GC’s binary fraction is measured within a circular or annular
region, while the integrated spectral energy distribution usually
is obtained within a rectangle region, and their observed regions
are different. If we want to construct the relation between binary
fraction and spectral absorption feature index, we need to get
the binary fraction corresponding to the equivalent region (see
Section 2.1). Moreover, we need transform the integrated spec-
tral energy distribution to spectral absorption feature indices. In
Section 3.1, we give the calculation method and the results on the
spectral absorption feature indices. In Section 3.2, we introduce

the calculation method and give the result for the binary-fraction
within the equivalent region.

3.1. Calculation method and results of spectral absorption
feature indices

3.1.1. Spectral absorption feature indices used in this work

Intrinsically, spectral absorption feature index is the average flux
within the narrow passband and usually expressed in equivalent
width (EW) or magnitude (MAG). To find a spectral absorption
feature index or spectral absorption feature indices, which are
correlated to the binary fraction, we collected various spectral
absorption feature indices that are within the region from the
near-ultraviolet to the near-infrared. In total, we used 46 spec-
tral absorption feature indices, in which 25 Lick/IDS indices
(Worthey et al. 1994; Worthey & Ottaviani 1997; Trager et al.
1998) are included.

For the Lick/IDS indices, their definitions can be found in
the above papers, they span the wavelength range of 4000-
6400 Å (Worthey et al. 1994). For the other 21 spectral absorp-
tion feature indices (including CaII, MgI, OIII, NH, NaI, and the
4000-Å break indices), the name, passband, and references are
listed in Table 7.

For most spectral absorption feature indices, they have two
continuum and one absorption feature passbands. However, CaT,
Ca1, Ca2, Ca3, Paschen (PaT), and CaT* indices (indices 38-
43) have five continuum passbands, CaT, PaT and CaT* indices
have three or six feature passbands. For the 4000-Å break in-
dices, they are the ratio of the average flux density within the
left and right continuum passbands.

3.1.2. Degradation of spectral resolution

The EWs or MAGs of spectral absorption feature indices are
obtained from the integrated spectral energy distributions ac-
cording to their definitions. The integrated spectral energy dis-
tributions mentioned in Section 2.2 always are at different spec-
tral resolutions. This would affect the spectral absorption fea-
ture index values. The indices in the Lick/IDS system are de-
fined at a special spectral resolution. Therefore, we need to
first degrade the observed integrated spectral energy distribu-
tions to the same resolution. We chose three resolutions in this
work: FWHM=FWHMLick/IDS and 5 and 15 Å. FWHMLick/IDS
is a function of wavelength, it is about 11.5, 9.2, 8.4, 8.4 and
9.8 Å at 4000.0, 4400.0, 4900.0, 5400.0, and 6000.0 Å, respec-
tively (Worthey et al. 1994; Trager et al. 1998). The choice of
these resolutions is because V10 has given the spectral absorp-
tion feature index values at these spectral resolutions. The com-
parison in the results at three resolutions can tell us whether
the low-resolution integrated spectral energy distributions can be
used in this study. For the GCs in from the P02 work, we used
the spectral absorption feature index values from V10.

The spectral resolutions for the S05 (FWHM∼3.1 Å) and
U17 (0.8 Å, see Table 3) observations are higher than those cho-
sen in this work, the flux at the chosen low resolution Fλ,L can
be obtained via the below Gaussian broadening function,

Fλ,L =
1

δ
√

2π

∫ +∞
−∞

Fλ,Hdλ′e
(λ−λ′ )2

2δ2 ,

where Fλ,H is the flux at a relatively high resolution, δ2 =
1

2.35 (FWHM2
L − FWHM2

H), and FWHML and FWHMH are the
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Table 7. Name, wavelength and reference for the spectral absorption feature indices, which do not belong to the Lick/IDS system. Column 2: if
there are six wavelength values (26-29, 34-37, and 44-46), they refer to the passbands of the left pseudo-continuum, feature, and right pseudo-
continuum. For those 4000-Å break indices (the 30-33), the four values are for the passbands of the left and right continua in turn. For the indices
38-43, they are CaII or Paschen (PaT) indices and they have five passbands for the pseudo-continuum (the first 10 values). For Ca1, Ca2, and Ca3,
there is a absorption feature passband (the last two values). For CaT (=Ca1+Ca2+Ca3) and PaT, there are three absorption feature passbands (the
last 6 values, for CaT, they are the combination of the last two values of the indices 39-41 ). For CaT* (=CaT−0.93PaT), there are six absorption
feature passbands.

No:name Wavelength (Å) Reference
26:CaII8498 8447.500 8462.500 8483.000 8513.000 8842.500 8857.500 Diaz et al. (1989)
27:CaII8542 8447.500 8462.500 8527.000 8557.000 8842.500 8857.500 Diaz et al. (1989)
28:CaII8662 8447.500 8462.500 8647.000 8677.000 8842.500 8857.500 Diaz et al. (1989)
29:MgI8807 8775.000 8787.000 8799.500 8814.500 8845.000 8855.000 Diaz et al. (1989)
30:B4000GC 3750.000 3950.000 4050.000 4250.000 Gorgas & Cardiel (1993)
31:B4000VN 3850.000 3950.000 4000.000 4100.000 definition via S Charlot
32:B4000 3750.000 3950.000 4050.000 4250.000 Bruzual (1983); Hamilton (1985)
33:B4000SDSS 3751.000 3951.000 4051.000 4251.000 Stoughton et al. (2002)
34: NH3360 3320.000 3350.000 3350.000 3400.000 3415.000 3435.000 Davidge & Clark (1994)
35: NH3375 3342.000 3352.000 3350.000 3400.000 3415.000 3435.000 Serven et al. (2011)
36: NH3334 3310.000 3320.000 3328.000 3340.000 3342.000 3355.000 Serven et al. (2011)
37: NaI8200 8164.000 8173.000 8180.000 8200.000 8233.000 8244.000 Vazdekis et al. (2012)
38: CaT 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8484.000 8513.000 8522.000 8562.000 8642.000 8682.000
39: Ca1 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8484.000 8513.000
40: Ca2 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8522.000 8562.000
41: Ca3 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8642.000 8682.000
42: PaT 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8461.000 8474.000 8577.000 8619.000 8730.000 8772.000
43: CaT* 8474.000 8484.000 8563.000 8577.000 8619.000 8642.000 8700.000 8725.000 Cenarro et al. (2001)

8776.000 8792.000 8484.000 8513.000 8522.000 8562.000 8642.000 8682.000
8461.000 8474.000 8577.000 8619.000 8730.000 8772.000

44: OIII-1 4885.000 4935.000 4948.920 4978.920 5030.000 5070.000 Gonzalez (1993, p116)
45: OIII-2. 4885.000 4935.000 4996.850 5016.850 5030.000 5070.000 Gonzalez (1993, p116)
46: Hβ,p 4815.000 4845.000 4851.320 4871.320 4880.000 4930.000 Gonzalez (1993, p116)

full width at half maximum at relatively low and high resolu-
tions, respectively.

3.1.3. Transformation method of the integrated spectral
energy distribution to spectral absorption feature
indices and results

Using the calculation code of Bruzual & Charlot (2003, here-
after BC03), we calculate and obtain the EWs or MAGs of these
spectral absorption feature indices. To avoid mistakes, we carried
out two tests. One is to use the BC03 code to transform the P02
integrated spectral energy distribution to spectral absorption fea-
ture indices and compare them with the results of V10. We find
the differences are small. Another is to use our code to calcu-
late these spectral absorption feature indices and compare them
with the results via the BC03 code. Similarly, the differences are
small.

In the right panel of Fig. 1, we present the EWs or MAGs
of the Lick/IDS indices for NGC6637. By comparisons, we find
that the EWs of Fe4531 and Fe5015 (indices 7 and 10) from
the integrated spectral energy distribution by U17 are significant
smaller than those from S05. The reason is the absorption line
strengths within these two feature passbands for the U17 inte-
grated spectral energy distribution are smaller (see the left panel
of Fig. 1). Therefore, we made the following modification. Us-
ing the integrated spectral energy distributions of NGC6637, be-
cause the first observed radius of S05 (26.9′′, see Table 6) and the
observed radius of U17 (22.74′′, see the text in Section 2.2) are

similar (see Fig. 2), we get the offset for each spectral absorption
feature index, then apply these offsets to each GC.

3.2. Calculation method and result for the binary-fraction
within the equivalent region

We use the method of constructing the radial binary-fraction
profile (Eq. 3) to obtain the binary-fraction within the equiva-
lent region. Before the description of the construction method
of radial binary-fraction profile (Eq. 3) in Section 3.2.2, in Sec-
tion 3.2.1 we will first introduce the used binary-fraction data,
which will be used in the construction process of radial binary-
fraction profile (Eq. 3). In Section 3.2.3, we will present how to
get the binary-fraction within the equivalent region (Eq. 8) by
the advantage of radial binary-fraction profile (Eq. 3) and give
the derived results.

3.2.1. The binary-fraction data used to get the radial
binary-fraction profile

Different types of binary-fraction values are different for a given
GC (see Table 2). Most references present the binary-fraction
in the cases of q>0.5 and total binary-fraction. Considering that
we need the binary-fraction along the radial direction as much
as possible, and the number of GCs studied by M12, M16, and
J15 is relatively large, we choose three types of binary-fraction
in this work: the binary-fraction with q>0.5

(
f (q>0.5)

)
, the total

binary-fractions by using the methods of fitting
(
f (tot)mf) and
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Table 8. Derived binary-fractions, fder(q>0.5), fder(tot)mf and fder(tot)mc (see Eq. 8; columns 2-7, 8-13, and 14-19), and the corresponding FF
indicator kf

ff
for the final binary fraction profile (see the text below Eq. 7). For each type, there are six columns, with the first five columns are the

binary fraction within the equivalent region of the P02, U17, S05-1, -2, and -3 observations, and the last column is kf
ff
. In this table, ’..’ indicates

that GC has no spectroscopic observations (see column 3 of Table 5 and Table 6); ’x’ indicates that GC has nbin≤2 (see the text below Eq. 4). The
GC name ending with a star refers to the new GC sample.

No: Name (i) fder(q>0.5), kf
ff

fder(tot)mf , kf
ff

fder(tot)mc, kf
ff

P02 U17 S05-1 S05-2 S05-3 P02 U17 S05-1 S05-2 S05-3 P02 U17 S05-1 S05-2 S05-3
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19)
3: NGC104* ........... 0.0425 0.0412 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0989 0.0973 ........... ........... 3 ........... 0.0267 0.0374 ........... ........... 1
5: NGC362 ........... 0.0507 ........... ........... ........... 3 ........... 0.0597 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0478 ........... ........... ........... 1
6: NGC1261 ........... 0.0247 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0496 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0496 ........... ........... ........... 1
7: NGC1851* ........... 0.0354 0.0358 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0282 0.0227 ........... ........... 1 ........... -.0029 -.0164 ........... ........... 1
8: NGC2298* ........... ........... 0.0810 0.0818 ........... 1 ........... ........... 0.1619 0.1635 ........... 1 ........... ........... 0.1619 0.1635 ........... 1
9: NGC3201* ........... 0.0663 0.0618 0.0618 ........... 0 ........... 0.1336 0.1245 0.1245 ........... 0 ........... 0.1336 0.1245 0.1245 ........... 0
10: NGC4147 ........... 0.0422 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0843 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0843 ........... ........... ........... 1
11: NGC4590 ........... 0.0726 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.1023 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0763 ........... ........... ........... 1
12: NGC4833 ........... 0.0365 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0731 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0731 ........... ........... ........... 0
13: NGC5024 ........... 0.0269 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0528 ........... ........... ........... 2 ........... 0.0528 ........... ........... ........... 2
15: NGC5272 ........... 0.0602 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0628 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0915 ........... ........... ........... 1
16: NGC5286 x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
19: NGC5904* ........... 0.0564 0.0515 0.0522 ........... 1 ........... 0.0312 0.0327 0.0325 ........... 1 ........... 0.0329 0.0340 0.0339 ........... 1
20: NGC5927* 0.0577 0.0516 0.0461 0.0461 0.0476 0 0.0260 0.0375 0.0479 0.0479 0.0451 1 -.0168 0.0063 0.0278 0.0278 0.0220 1
21: NGC5986* ........... 0.0041 0.0042 ........... ........... 2 ........... 0.0092 0.0095 ........... ........... 2 ........... 0.0092 0.0095 ........... ........... 2
22: NGC6093 ........... 0.0626 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0261 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0358 ........... ........... ........... 1
24: NGC6121* ........... 0.0725 0.0554 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.1707 0.1445 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0010 0.0013 ........... ........... 3
26: NGC6171* ........... 0.0990 0.0852 0.0849 ........... 1 ........... 0.1981 0.1706 0.1699 ........... 1 ........... 0.1981 0.1706 0.1699 ........... 1
28: NGC6218* 0.0478 0.0454 0.0398 ........... ........... 1 0.1073 0.1005 0.0891 ........... ........... 0 0.0419 0.0456 0.0542 ........... ........... 1
29: NGC6254* ........... 0.0405 0.0337 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0819 0.0680 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0819 0.0680 ........... ........... 1
31: NGC6352* ........... 0.0776 0.0702 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.1502 0.1356 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0222 -.0024 ........... ........... 1
32: NGC6362* ........... 0.0634 0.0471 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.1408 0.1024 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.1118 0.1007 ........... ........... 3
34: NGC6388 x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
35: NGC6397 ........... 0.0378 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0690 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... -.0117 ........... ........... ........... 1
36: NGC6441 x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
39: NGC6541 ........... 0.0485 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0228 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... -.0089 ........... ........... ........... 1
40: NGC6584 ........... 0.0441 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0891 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0891 ........... ........... ........... 1
41: NGC6624* 0.0113 0.0114 0.0113 0.0114 ........... 1 0.0084 0.0251 0.0093 0.0134 ........... 1 0.0452 0.0485 0.0456 0.0468 ........... 1
42: NGC6637* 0.0428 0.0382 0.0374 ........... ........... 1 0.0707 0.0673 0.0667 ........... ........... 1 0.0101 0.0198 0.0223 ........... ........... 1
43: NGC6652* ........... 0.0468 0.0519 0.0519 ........... 1 ........... 0.1089 0.1122 0.1122 ........... 1 ........... 0.0440 0.0456 0.0456 ........... 1
44: NGC6656 ........... 0.0236 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.1051 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... -.0279 ........... ........... ........... 1
45: NGC6681 ........... 0.0264 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0538 ........... ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0538 ........... ........... ........... 0
46: NGC6723* ........... 0.0537 0.0443 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0746 0.0627 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0530 0.0638 ........... ........... 1
47: NGC6752* ........... 0.0087 0.0093 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0236 0.0256 ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0083 0.0105 ........... ........... 1
49: NGC6809 ........... 0.0311 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0002 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.2622 ........... ........... ........... 1
50: NGC6838 ........... 0.1583 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.3176 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.3176 ........... ........... ........... 1
51: NGC6934 ........... 0.0319 ........... ........... ........... 3 ........... 0.0638 ........... ........... ........... 3 ........... 0.0638 ........... ........... ........... 3
52: NGC6981 0.0749 ........... ........... ........... ........... 1 0.0875 ........... ........... ........... ........... 1 0.0716 ........... ........... ........... ........... 1
53: NGC7078* ........... 0.0438 0.0455 0.0440 ........... 1 ........... 0.0168 0.0183 0.0170 ........... 1 ........... 0.0161 0.0171 0.0162 ........... 1
54: NGC7089* ........... 0.0390 0.0381 ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0790 0.0771 ........... ........... 0 ........... 0.0790 0.0771 ........... ........... 0
55: NGC7099 ........... 0.0274 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0272 ........... ........... ........... 1 ........... 0.0036 ........... ........... ........... 1
63: NGC7006 x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x
68: NGC2808* ........... 0.0091 0.0091 0.0091 ........... 3 x x x x x x x x x x x x
69: NGC5139 x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x

counting
(
f (tot)mc). For convenience, these three types are in-

dicated by kf=0,1,2, respectively. Each type of binary-fraction
constitutes a set of preliminary data.

– The first set of preliminary data corresponds to the f (q>0.5)
type (kf=0). It includes the f (q>0.5) values of M12 and M16
within four regions (<RC, RC∼RHM, <RWFC and >RHM) and
those of J15 within five regions (<RHL, <RWFV, <R1, R1∼R2
and R2∼R3).

– The second set corresponds to f (tot)mf (kf=1). It includes the
f (tot) values of M12 and M16 within four regions, f (tot)mf

of J15 within five regions, all values of S07 within a region
of R<RC, and all values of R12 within several regions (only
used in the comparisons).

– The last set is for the type of f (tot)mc (kf=2). It is similar
to the second set of preliminary data, in which f (tot)mf is
replaced by f (tot)mc of J15.

The meanings of various radii (such as RC and RWFV) are
given in the caption of Table 2. In this work, we neglect the neg-
ative binary fraction in the J15 work. In each panel of Fig. 2,
taking an example of NGC6637, we present the measured binary
fraction and the derived binary-fraction profiles and the equiva-
lent radii (Eqs. 3 and 5) for these three sets of preliminary data.

3.2.2. The construction method for the radial binary-fraction
profile

For each GC, the radial binary-fraction profile (Eq. 3) is con-
structed by fitting the measured binary fraction mentioned above
to the analytic binary fraction (Eq. 4), which is expressed by the
advantage of the GC’s radial surface-density and the assumed
radial binary fraction profiles (Eqs. 2 and 3).
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Fig. 1. Normalized flux, Fλ, as a function of wavelength (λ, in Å, left panel) and the EWs (in Å) or MAGs (in mag) of the Lick/IDS spectral
absorption feature indices with the number (no., right panel) for NGC6637. Left panel: All fluxes have been degraded to the resolution of
FWHMLick/IDS (see Section 3.1). The U17 (red line) spectrum is limited in the range of 3500-7500 Å. The spectral flux of S05 (blue line, within
the first observed region) has been multiplied by a const (equal to the ratio of the average flux within 4600-4800 Å of U17 to S05). The absorption
feature passbands of the Balmer indices (spectral absorption feature indices 9 and 22-25 ) and the other Lick/IDS indices are expressed by grey
and cyan graded regions, respectively. The number to the right of each graded region is the spectral absorption feature index number. Right panel:
All spectral absorption feature indices are obtained at the resolution of FWHMLick/IDS. The spectral absorption feature indices from the U17 and
S05’s integrated spectra are in red and blue solid points. The two vertical cyan lines are for Fe4531 and Fe5015 indices (7 and 10). The names of
spectral absorption feature indices are given at the bottom of this panel.

For the GC’s radial surface-density profile, we use the King
(1962) model,

Psd =
[ 1

[1 + (R/RC)2]
1
2

−
1

[1 + (RT /RC)2]
1
2

]2
, (1)

where RC and RT are the core and tidal radii, respectively. Be-
cause the King model central concentration c = log(RT/RC), the
above formula becomes as follows:

Psd =
[ 1

[1 + (R/RC)2]
1
2

−
1

[1 + (ec)2]
1
2

]2
, (2)

where the values of RC and c are from the Harris (1997) catalog.
In this work we assume four fitting functions (FFs) for the

radial binary-fraction profile: exponential, quadratic, linear, and
Gaussian. The choice of the linear and quadratic functions is
due to their simplification. The choice of the exponential and
Gaussian functions is to produce special binary-fraction profiles,
which are similar to the density profiles of "central cusps" (the
M15 GC) and post-core-collapse GCs (the maximum appears at
the intermediate area), respectively. The assumed radial binary-
fraction profile is as follows:

Pf(kff) =


aebR (a0, b0) = (0.30,−1.00), kff = 0,
aR2 + bR + c (a0, b0, c0) = (0.05, 0.05, 0.00), kff = 1,
aR + b (a0, b0) = (0.05, 0.05), kff = 2,
aebR2

(a0, b0) = (0.30, 0.00), kff = 3,

(3)

where the numbers in parenthesis after equal sign are the set of
initial coefficients in the fitting computations, and the FF indi-
cator, kff=0-3, corresponds to exponential, quadratic, linear, and
Gaussian functions, respectively.

Assuming that stars at different radii of a GC satisfy the same
mass function, the radial number profile γ equals to the surface-
density profile (Eq. 2), i.e., γ=Psd. Therefore, using the King
(1962) profile and the assumed radial binary-fraction profile ex-
pression (Eq. 3), the analytic binary fraction fa(i, j, kf , kff), for the

i-th GC, within its j-th radial bin, and the kf-th binary fraction
type, can be given by,

fa(i, j, kf , kff) =

∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) Pf(kff) γ dR∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) γ dR

=

∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) Pf(kff) Psd dR∫ Ru(i, j)

Rl(i, j) Psd dR
(i ≤ S M

GC;

j ≤ nbin; kf = 0, 1, 2; kff = 0, 1, 2, 3),

(4)

where Rl(i, j) and Ru(i, j) are the lower- and upper-radii,
S M

GC=44, and nbin is the sum of radial bins
(
=
∑3

l=1 nlbin(l),
l=M12, J15 and M16, see Table 2). In the calculations of Eqs. 4-
7, we set the binary fraction value as negative when it is not
given. When we adopt the linear function for the radial binary
fraction profile (i.e., kff=2 and Pf(2) = a R+b, see Eq. 3), Eq. 4
becomes,

fa(i, j, kf , 2) =

∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) Psd (aR + b) dR∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) (aR + b) dR

(i ≤ S M
GC;

j ≤ nbin; kf = 0, 1, 2; kff = 2),

(5)

where all variables have the same meanings as in Eq. 4.
For the i-th GC, the kf-th binary-fraction type, by comparing

the set of analytic binary-fractions within different bins under
the assumption of the kff-th binary-fraction profile

(
fa(i, j, kf , kff),

j≤nbin
)

with the set of measured binary-fractions within differ-
ent bins

(
f (i, j, kf), see Section 3.2.1

)
, we can get the set of

coefficients for the assumed kff-th binary-fraction profile Pf(kff)
(Eq. 3). In this work, we use the python curve_fit module to
get the coefficients. In the fitting computations, we consider the
observation error. In Fig. 2, the curves for the derived binary-
fraction profile (Eq. 3) of NGC6637 are given. For the data, be-
cause the binary fraction is measured within a circular or annular
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42 NGC6637

Fig. 2. Three sets of the measured binary fractions ( f (i, j, kf)) along the radial direction (R, in arcmin) and its corresponding derived binary-fraction
profile

(
Pf(i, j, kf , kff)

)
shown in each panel and including the equivalent radius (RS,equ(i, j′)) for NGC 6637. From the top-left to the bottom-right:

the four panels are for the exponential, quadratic, linear, and Gaussian binary-fraction profiles, i.e., kff=0,1,2,3. In each panel, the measured
binary fraction results are shown as symbols, with their observed regions are represented with the numbers to the right of the symbols, the fitted
binary-fraction profiles are in curves, its derived expressions and their χ2 results (Eq. 7) are given in the top-right corner, and the equivalent
radii are in vertical solid lines. A. On the measured binary fraction, (i) the data used in the fitting process is given as small symbols, the color
and shape of symbols representing the binary fraction type (black-circles: f (q>0.5), red-pentagons: f (tot)mc, cyan-triangles: f (tot)mf), whether the
symbol is filled stands for its reference (open: M12, solid: M16); (ii) the data for comparisons, relating to f (tot), is in large transparent symbols (no
comparison data for this sample), S07’s f (tot)min, f (tot)qf , and f (tot)qr are in black-circles, cyan-diamonds and red-pentagons, and R12’s f (tot)min,
f (tot)max, and f (tot) are in black-circles, cyan-diamonds and red-pentagons. B. On the observed region of binary fraction data, (i) the numbers
’0’-’3’, to the right of the symbol, indicate the M12’ and M16’s four regions

(
see row 2 of Table 2, we do not give the numbers ’0’-’3’ for f (tot)mf

(cyan) because the regions are the same as f (tot)mc (red)
)
; (ii) the numbers ’4’-’8’ indicate the J15’s five regions (see row 3 of Table 2); and (iii) the

number ’0*’ indicates the S07’s region of <RC, ’1*’-’4*’ are for four regions of R12 (see the last row of Table 2). 1*, 2* and 4* regions correspond
to 0, 1 and 3 regions, 3* region (<RHM) is similar to 4 region (<RHL), so we add the text ’(0), (1), (4), (3)’ after the text ’1*, 2*, 3*, 4*’ (for the
sake of comparison). C. On the fitted Pf(i, j, kf , kff), RS,equ(i, j′), RC and RHM, (i) the black-solid, red-dashed and cyan-dotted curves are the fitted
Pf(i, j, kf , kff) in the cases of f (q>0.5), f (tot)mc, and f (tot)mf , respectively; (ii) the vertical solid lines are the RS,equ(i, j′) of P02 (black), U17 (blue),
S05-1 (green), S05-2 (red), and S05-03 (cyan, not exist for this sample); and (iii) the vertical dotted lines are for RC (grey, left) and RHM (grey,
right).

region, the radius in this figure is expressed by:

R̃′(i, j, kf , kff) =

∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) Pf(kff) R dR∫ Ru(i, j)
Rl(i, j) Pf(kff) dR

(i ≤ S M
GC;

j ≤ nbin; kf = 0, 1, 2; kff = 0, 1, 2, 3).

(6)

where all variables have the same meanings as in Eq. 4. Here,
we should point out that the derived radial binary-fraction pro-
file curve (Eq. 3) in the figure only is used to illustrate and not
suitable to directly compare with the observational data.

Putting the expression and the derived coefficients for the
kff-th binary-fraction profile (Eq. 3), the lower- and upper-radii(
Rl(i, j) and Ru(i, j)

)
into Eq. 4, we can get the derived ana-

lytic binary fractions within all bins, fav(i, j, kf , kff), which are
not given by the python curve_fit module. By putting the set of
the derived analytic binary fractions for the kff-th binary-fraction

profile, fav(i, j, kf , kff) and the set of measured binary fractions
f (i, j, kf) into the following equation, we can get the χ2 value for
the kff-th binary-fraction profile,

χ2(i, kf , kff) =
1

nbin

nbin∑
j=1

[ fav(i, j, kf , kff) − f (i, j, kf)]2

σ2(i, j, kf)
, (7)

where σ(i, j, kf) is the measuring error of f (i, j, kf), the meanings
of nbin is given by Eq. 4. By choosing the minimal value from the
set of χ2(i, kf , kff), kff=0∼3, we can get the final FF indicator kf

ff

and binary-fraction profile Pf(kf
ff

) for the i-th GC and the kf-th
binary fraction type. The kf

ff
value is given in the last column of

each part in Table 8 for each GC and each binary fraction type.
We need to note, in the fitting process, we do not fit the data

of five GCs with nbin≤2, because the number of coefficients in the
radial binary-fraction profile expression (Eq. 3) is greater than
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or equals to 2. For these GCs, in Table 8, we mark them with
crosses. For the above case, the number of GCs S M

GC,not=5.

3.2.3. Calculation method of binary fraction within the
equivalent region and results

For the i-th GC, the j′-th radial bin (to differ the bins in the bi-
nary fraction data) corresponding to spectroscopic observation
and the kf-th binary fraction type, the derived binary fraction,
fder(i, j′, kf), can be obtained by inputting the equivalent radius
RS,equ(i, j′) and the final expression of radial binary-fraction pro-
file Pf(kf

ff
), which is a function of i and kf , into the following

equation:

fder(i, j′, kf) =

∫ RS,equ(i, j′)
0 Pf(kf

ff
) Psd dR∫ RS,equ(i, j′)

0 Psd dR
(i ≤ S ′;

j′ ≤ n′bin; kf = 0, 1, 2),

(8)

where RS,equ(i, j′) is the equivalent radius of the i-th GC and
the j′-th radial bin corresponding to spectroscopic observation,
S′=S M

GC − S M
GC,not=39, n′bin(=

∑3
l′=1 nl′bin(l′) , l′=P02, S05, and

U17; see Table 3) is the total observed regime number, the other
variables have the same meanings as in Eq. 4. In the calculation
of Eq. 8, we set the equivalent radius zero if the spectrum is not
given within a region. The derived fder(q>0.5), fder(tot)mf and
fder(tot)mc are presented in the left-, middle-, and right-columns
of Table 8, respectively.

4. Relation between binary fraction and spectral
absorption feature indices, analysis, and
application

In Section 3.2.3, we describe how we derived the binary fractions
within different regions

(
fder(q>0.5), fder(tot)mf and fder(tot)mc)

for the i-th GC (see Eq. 8). In Section 3.1.3, we obtain the corre-
sponding spectral absorption feature indices at the resolutions of
FWHM=FWHMLick/IDS, 5, and 15 Å. In this section, we study
the relation between the binary fraction and each spectral ab-
sorption feature index, search for the binary fraction-sensitive
spectral absorption feature indices and give suggestions for the
determination of the binary fraction.

4.1. Relation between the derived binary fraction and
spectral absorption feature index

Here, we analyze the relation between the derived binary fraction
and each spectral absorption feature index. Therein, three types
of binary fraction values

(
fder(q>0.5), fder(tot)mf and fder(tot)mc)

and the spectral absorption feature indices at three spectral reso-
lutions (FWHM=FWHMLick/IDS, 5 and 15 Å, see Section 3.1.2)
are included. Taking the example of Fe5335 (in Fig. 3), we
present the distribution of GCs on the derived binary fraction
versus Fe5335 plane. From it, the following results can be seen.

First, the location of GCs on binary fraction and Fe5335
plane would move upwards when increasing metallicity, but the
slope of Fe5335 with the binary fraction varies only slightly with
metallicity. Thus, we see there is a correlation between Fe5335
and the binary fraction within a given metallicity range. Taking
an example of fder(q>0.5) at the resolution of FWHMLick/IDS (see
the second and third items for the reasons given below), if we
study the correlation between the binary fraction and Fe5335 for

Table 9. Slope g(ix) of spectral absorption feature index with binary
fraction for NGC6121 (column 2) and the dominant species of the
Lick/IDS indices (column 3, which comes from Table 2 of Trager et al.
1998, species in parentheses control index in a negative sense, i.e., index
weakens as abundance grows).

ID: Name (ix) g(ix) species
(1) (2) (3)
1: CN1 −2.18 C, N, (O)
2: CN2 −1.08 C, N, (O)
3: Ca4227 −4.07 Ca, (C)
4: G4300 34.83 C, (O)
5: Fe4383 15.24 Fe, C, (Mg)
6: Ca4455 −6.91 (Fe), (C), Cr
7: Fe4531 −4.01 Ti, (Si)
8: C24668 −65.01 C, (O), (Si)
9: Hβ 17.22 Hβ, (Mg)
10: Fe5015 34.51 (Mg), Ti, Fe
11: Mg1 0.07 C, Mg, (O), (Fe)
12: Mg2 −0.74 Mg, C, (Fe), (O)
13: Mgb −23.24 Mg, (C), (Cr)
14: Fe5270 −29.83 Fe, C, (Mg)
15: Fe5335 −0.18 Fe, (C), (Mg), Cr
16: Fe5406 −7.77 Fe
17: Fe5709 −4.88 (C), Fe
18: Fe5782 −2.98 Cr
19: NaD 44.08 Na, C, (Mg)
20: TiO1 −1.28 C
21: TiO2 −1.07 C,V,Sc
22: HδA 88.07
23: HγA 62.55
24: HδF 72.34
25: HγF 68.97
30: B4000GC −3.22
31: B4000VN −2.87
32: B4000 −3.22
33: B4000SDSS −2.7
44: OIII-1 −47.04
45: OIII-2 −37.64
46: Hβ,p 14.28

all GCs, from Fig. 3, we only see a weak correlation. However,
if we divide the GCs into five groups according to their metal-
licity (represented by color), we can see that the distribution of
GCs on this plane would move upwards with metallicity, within a
given metallicity range, Fe5335 would almost linearly increase
with the derived binary fraction and the slope of Fe5335 with
the binary fraction only would slightly increase with metallicity;
that is to say, a significant correlation exists between the binary
fraction and Fe5335. The metallicity is from Harris (1997).

Next, the difference in the spectral resolution would affect
the relation between the derived binary fraction and Fe5335 (in
each column of Fig. 3, the panels from the top to the bottom
are for FWHM=5, 15 Å, and FWHMLick/IDS). It seems that the
correlation between the derived binary fraction and Fe5335 is
relatively strong when using FWHM=5 Å and FWHMLick/IDS,
the correlation is weak when using FWHM=15 Å. At 5 Åand
Lick/IDS resolutions, Fe5335 is within the range of 0-2.0 Å,
the differences in Fe5335 by the difference in the resolution are
small, while Fe5335 is within the range of 0-1.4 Å when using
FWHM=15 Å, the Fe5335 values of GCs are smaller than those
at the other two resolutions. Therefore, we are able to draw the
conclusion that the integrated spectral energy distributions or
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Fig. 3. Distribution of GCs on the derived binary fraction ( fder(q>0.5), fder(tot)mc, and fder(tot)mf , from the left to right columns) and Fe5335 (in
Å) plane. The rows 1-3 are for the resolutions of FWHM=5 Å, 15 Å and FWHMLick/IDS. In each panel, the color of symbols is for metallicity: blue,
green, black, cyan, and red are for the ranges of [Fe/H]=[-2.5, -2.0), [-2.0, -1.5), [-1.5, -1.0), [-1.0, -0.5), and [-0.5, 0.0), the shape of symbols is
for its spectrum region: circle, rectangle, diamond, and pentagon correspond to those in the V10 (P02), U17, S05-1, and S05-2 observations, and
the numbers to the right of symbols is the GC number.

Fig. 4. Metallicity [Fe/H] and core radius RC for the original matched
GCs (cyan, solid circles, 44, NGC6752 and NGC7006 overlap slightly,
[FeH]=−1.54 and −1.52]) and for the GCs in the new (red, stars, 21)
sample.

spectral absorption feature indices at low spectral resolution are
not suitable for studying the correlation between the binary frac-
tion and spectral absorption feature index and to derive the bi-
nary fraction.

Then, for three binary fraction types, the correlation of the
binary fraction with Fe5335 is different

(
in each row of Fig. 3,

from left to right, the panels are for the types of fder(q>0.5),
fder(tot)mc and fder(tot)mf). Within each metallicity bin, Fe5335

increases with fder(q>0.5) and fder(tot)mc, with a large disper-
sion; however, Fe5335 decreases with fder(tot)mf when metal-
licity −1.5<[Fe/H]<0.0 and then increases. By comparing the
distribution of GCs between in the middle and right panels
of the same row, we find that fder(tot)mc (middle) is signifi-
cantly greater than fder(tot)mf (right) within the metallicity of
−1.5<[Fe/H]<−0.5 (cyan and black). Therefore, another conclu-
sion we draw in this work is that fder(q>0.5) and fder(tot)mc are
more suitable for studying the correlation between binary frac-
tion and spectral absorption feature index and suitable to derive
the binary fraction.

Besides the factor of metallicity (see the first point above),
we know that the factors of GC’s age and dynamical evolution
also would affect the above relation. In order to eliminate the
effects of metallicity and age, we will restrict the GCs used in
the below analysis and adjust the analysis method. Moreover,
J15 said that their results about f (q>0.5) are relatively accurate.
In combination with the above analysis (second and third points
above), we go on to only use the results of fder(q>0.5) at the
resolution of FWHMLick/IDS in the analysis that follows.

4.2. New sample and the relation between the binary fraction
and spectral absorption feature index

In this sample, we only used those GCs for which the integrated
spectral energy distributions are given within different regions.
For each GC, its age, metallicity, and dynamical evolution within
different regions are thought to be the same. Therefore, if we
only analyze the trend of each spectral absorption feature index
with the derived binary fraction for a GC, it can avoid the in-
fluence of the GC’s age, metallicity, and dynamical evolution on
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Fig. 5. Distributions of GCs on the plane between the derived binary fraction fder(q>0.5) and the EW/MAG of spectral absorption feature index
(in Å or mag), which is obtained at the resolution of FWHMLick/IDS. In each panel, each GC in the new sample is connected by a line, blue, green,
and black symbols correspond to the equivalent radius in the U17, S05-1, and S05-2 observations, respectively. The name of each GC is given to
the right of the corresponding symbol. The remaining GCs in the original sample are given in grey points. The dotted lines in the background have
the same spectral absorption feature index versus the binary-fraction slope as for NGC6121.

the result. Finally we get a new sample comprising 21 GCs (see
Table 8, the GC with the name ending with a star). In Fig. 4,
we present the GCs on the plane of metallicity [Fe/H] versus the
core radius RC for the new and original samples. From this, we
see that most GCs in this new sample have relatively high metal-
licity ([Fe/H]>−1.7) and large core radius (the majority of GCs
with RC<0.5′are not included).

In this new sample, each GC must comprise several spectro-
scopic observations (P02, S05, and U17), the integrated spectral
energy distributions by S05 only cover the wavelength of 3360-
6430 Å (see Table 3), therefore, the spectral absorption feature
indices in the near-UV (34-36) and near-IR (the 26-29 and 37-
43) passbands cannot be used in the analysis below.

In Figs. 5 and 6, we give the GCs on the 32 spectral absorp-
tion feature indices versus the derived binary fraction fder(q>
0.5) planes. For these two figures, three points ought to be men-
tioned.

First, in each panel, to eliminate the effects of age, metal-
licity, and dynamical evolution, we focus on the trend (slope) of
spectral absorption feature index with the derived binary fraction
for each GC; therefore we connect all points of a GC by a line.
We do not plot the V10 results for the sake of clarity.

Second, in each panel, for the sake of comparison, we plot
dotted lines that have the same slope as NGC6121, in the second
column of Table 9, we list the slope of each spectral absorp-
tion feature index with binary fraction, g(ix), for NGC6121. The

choice of this GC is because the derived binary fraction range
is broad and the trend of each spectral absorption feature index
with the binary fraction always is in agreement with most GCs.
This GC has no obvious multiple population phenomenon (Pi-
otto et al. 2015). Another reason is the metallicity of NGC6121
[Fe/H]=−1.16, which is close to the mid-value of all [Fe/H] val-
ues in the new sample (see Fig. 4). Therefor, for any GC, the
slope of each spectral absorption feature index with the derived
binary fraction (it slightly varies with metallicity; see Fig. 3)
does not stray too far from that of NGC6121.

Third, at last, for the sake of analysis, in each panel (besides
the 21 GCs in the new sample), we plot those of the remaining
18 GCs, for which the radial binary-fraction profile (Eq. 3) has
been derived, in the original sample. This can help us to directly
estimate the effect of binary fraction in comparison with those
of metallicity and age. First, by comparing the vertical length
of each connecting line (blue, dashed) with the spectral absorp-
tion feature index range (y-axis) in each panel, we can estimate
the sensitivity of spectral absorption feature index to the binary-
fraction factor in comparison with that of metallicity. Moreover,
Worthey (1994) concluded that two stellar populations will ap-
pear almost identical in most indices if their percentage change
∆age/∆Z ≃ 3/2; therefore, we can also estimate the sensitivity of
spectral absorption feature index to the binary fraction in com-
parison with the age factor.
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Fig. 6. Same as Fig. 5, but for the other spectral absorption feature indices.

Moreover, before drawing the conclusions, we also need to
first analyze the possible characteristics of the binary fraction-
sensitive spectral absorption feature indices; this helps us to find
out them from Figs. 5 and 6. First, the binary fraction-sensitive
spectral absorption feature index should have a significant differ-
ence caused by the binary-fraction factor, namely, the connecting
line (blue dashed) should have a large vertical length. If the dif-
ference in a spectral absorption feature index is small, even if its
slope of spectral absorption feature index with binary fraction,
g(ix), is large enough, we still cannot derive the binary fraction.
Taking the example of G4300 (right panel of the first row in
Fig. 5), its difference in the binary-fraction factor for each GC
(the vertical length of each line) is far smaller than that of the
metallicity (the y-axis range) and age, it should not be a binary
fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature index. Second, the
slope of binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature in-
dex with the binary-fraction, g(ix), should be in agreement with
most GCs, when considering the observational evidence. For the
example of Fe5335 (third panel of the last row in Fig. 5), the
difference in the slope g(ix) is too large among these GCs; at
least in the case of this work, we cannot group it into the binary
fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature index.

From Figs. 5 and 6, we can see that the differences
in Ca4455, C24668, Mg1, Fe5270, TiO1, OIII-1, OIII-2, and
Balmer indices in the binary-fraction factor are relatively large,
they are comparable to those by the factors of metallicity and age
(the y-axis range) and the theoretical differences resulting from
the inclusion of binary interactions in the evolutionary popula-
tion synthesis models (Zhang et al. 2005). Meanwhile, for each

of these indices, the slope with binary fraction is relatively in
accordance for most GCs (except Mg1; see Fig. 7, where we
give the distributions of GCs on the slope and [Fe/H] plane
for the above 12 indices). In this work, we do not use the iron
line. Based on the above analysis, we conclude that Ca4455,
C24668, TiO1, OIII-1, OIII-2, and Balmer indices are possi-
ble binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature indices.
Among these spectral absorption feature indices, the two OIII
indices, which locate to the right of Hβ index, are the most sen-
sitive to the factor of binary fraction, the two narrower central
bandpass Balmer indices (∼20 Å, "F-definition", HδF and HγF)
are more sensitive to the binary fraction than the two wider cen-
tral bandpass indices (∼40 Å, "F-definition", HδA and HγA). The
fitting functions between the index change dx and fb are as fol-
lows.

fb =



fb0 − 1/1.30 ∗ dx, if ix = Ca4455,
fb0 − 1/76.87 ∗ dx, if ix = C24668,
fb0 − 1/2.08 ∗ dx, if ix = TiO1,

fb0 − 1/40.92 ∗ dx, if ix = OIII − 1,
fb0 − 1/35.14 ∗ dx, if ix = OIII − 2,
fb0 + 1/10.88 ∗ dx, if ix = Hβ,
fb0 + 1/125.64 ∗ dx, if ix = HδA,
fb0 + 1/108.58 ∗ dx, if ix = HγA,
fb0 + 1/101.35 ∗ dx, if ix = HδF,
fb0 + 1/94.57 ∗ dx, if ix = HγF,

(9)

In our evolutionary population synthesis models, CN1, CN2,
G4300, C24668, and five Balmer indices are sensitive to the bi-
nary fraction (Zhang et al., in prep.). Comparing the conclusion
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made in this work, they are different. The conclusions made in
this work, Ca4455 and TiO1 are binary fraction-sensitive spec-
tral absorption feature indices, has not been proven by our evolu-
tionary population synthesis models. Meanwhile, the conclusion
drawn in our evolutionary population synthesis models, namely,
that CN1, CN2, and G4300 indices are binary fraction-sensitive,
has not been confirmed by this semi-empirical work.

At last, for these two figures, there are some points that
need further explaination. First, the derived binary fraction cor-
responding to the observed region of U17 (blue points) is usually
greater than that of S05 (green points), which can also be seen
from the values in Table 8. The main reasons are that the ob-
served region of U17 (22.74′′) is always less than that of S05
(see Table 6, also can refer to Fig. 2) and that the binary fraction
always decreases from the core to the outskirts. Second, except
the Balmer indices, the slope of dotted lines for most spectral
absorption feature indices is negative, while for few spectral ab-
sorption feature indices it is positive, such as Fe4383 (sixth: in-
significant), Fe5015 (tenth), Mg1 (eleventh, insignificant, mixed
with Hβ line) and NaD (nineteenth: insignificant) indices. The
increase in age would raise these spectral absorption feature in-
dices, the inclusion of binary stars makes the stellar populations
seem younger. Therefore, the increase in the binary fraction is
expected to lower these spectral absorption feature indices, the
slope should be negative. The positive slope is possibly caused
by observations. Here, we again recall the fact that the observa-
tions lead that Fe5015 index has a significant difference between
from the U17 and S05 integrated spectral energy distributions (in
Section 3.1.3).

4.3. Analysis and recommendations

In this part, we analyze the binary fraction-sensitive spectral ab-
sorption feature indices. Then we give recommendations with
respect to obtaining the binary fraction by using these indices.
First, we recall their properties from the following three aspects:
1) the dominant species, 2) the sensitivity to the galaxy veloc-
ity dispersion, and 3) the sensitivity to the properties of stellar
populations (age and metallicity).

(I) Ca4455 index is dominated by Fe and C, C24668 index by
C and O, and TiO1 index by C (in the third column of Table 9,
we list the dominant species of the Lick/IDS indices, Trager et al.
1998).

(II) Ca4455 and TiO1 are Fe-like indices (correlate only
weakly with velocity dispersion, including Ca, the G band,
TiO1 and all Fe indices), the Balmer indices are Hβ-like (anti-
correlated with both velocity dispersion and the α indices),
C24668 is intermediate between the Fe and α-element groups
(correlated positively with velocity dispersion, hereafter denoted
as Fe-α-like, Trager et al. 1998).

(III) Ca4455 and C24668 two binary fraction-sensitive spec-
tral absorption feature indices are metallicity sensitive (Worthey
et al. 1994, sensitive to metallicity but not to gravity g), while
the Balmer and OIII indices are age sensitive (sensitive to tem-
perature).

From the above first item, we know the dominate species
of these binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption feature in-
dices are H, C, and O. From the above second item, we see that
Ca4455, TiO1 and C24668 are the Fe-like or Fe-α-like indices;
furthermore, they are the three indices dominated by C among
the Fe-like and Fe-α-like indices (combined with the conclusion
of Trager et al. 1998 about the dominate species; see the third
column of Table 9). Therefore, the possible reasons that these

spectral absorption feature indices are binary fraction-sensitive
are as follows.

First, the Balmer and OIII indices are sensitive to temper-
ature (Worthey et al. 1994). The most direct reason why they
would be sensitive to binary fractions in the GCs is that some
binaries would evolve to or through systems comprising high-
temperature and high-luminosity stars (e.g., blue straggler, BS,
and helium main sequence stars or extreme horizontal branch
stars, EHB) or these kinds of single stars during their evolution
processes. In a population, if the component stars in a binary sys-
tem were close enough, the primary would experience a stable or
unstable Roche lobe overflow (RLOF) process. If the RLOF pro-
cess is unstable, the binary will undergo the common-envelope
process. Thus, the two components would separate from each
other or merge (or collide). After the above-mentioned stable
and unstable RLOF processes, the binary would evolve to or
through a system comprising high-temperature component or
single stars. For an example, if the RLOF process occurs on the
giant branch, the primary will lose more material and its core he-
lium begin to burn, forming a high-temperature subdwarf B star
(stable RLOF channel, Han et al. 2002). For another example,
if two main sequence components in a binary system merge, a
higher-temperature BS would be formed (Pols & Marinus 1994;
Hurley et al. 2005). When the number of binary stars increases,
the number of binary systems comprising high-temperature com-
ponent or high-temperature single stars would increase. For BSs,
M12 found that its number increases with the binary fraction for
the Galatcic GCs. For EHB stars, there are no such observational
studies about the relation between its number and the binary-
fraction. However, observations have indicated that the propor-
tion of close binary stars among the EHB stars is 40-70 % in the
Milky Way and 4-25 % in some GCs (Moni Bidin et al. 2006,
2009, 2011; Latour et al. 2018). That is to say, observations have
confirmed the existence of binary stars among the EHB stars, and
the EHB stars are entirely or partially formed by binary star evo-
lution. Therefore, as the binary-fraction increases, the number of
EHBs would increase. Moreover, the EHB binary star model of
Han et al. (2002, 2003) has successfully reproduced the propor-
tion of EHB stars in the Milky Way and some GCs. Therefore,
Balmer and OIII indices would be sensitive to the binary-fraction
in the GCs.

Second, Ca4455, TiO1 and C24668 are the three indices
dominated by C among the Fe-like and Fe-α-like indices (see
the above analysis). A possible reason for which they would be
sensitive to the binary fraction in the GCs is that the secondary
would accrete the companion’s mass in some binaries, resulting
in the C overabundance. Specifically, the C abundance is mainly
dominated by C12. During the evolution of single stars, C12
is mainly produced during the below three phases: Wolf-Rayet
(type Ib/c supernovae), type II supernovae, and the thermally-
pulsing asymptotic giant branch (TP-AGB, specifically, via the
third dredge-up process, 1.5-4M⊙, see Fig. 77 and Chapter 6 of
Izzard’s PhD thesis, Izzard 2004). In the case of binary stars, if
the primary evolves to the giant branch, RLOF process is easy
to occur due to the increase in its radius, the secondary will ac-
crete material from the primary. The accreted material of the pri-
mary contains C12 produced during the third dredge-up process
of TP-AGB stars (extending down to region between the H shell
and He-burning shells), resulting in the C12 overabundance of
the secondary.

Similarly, N and O abundances are relatively high, and N14
is mainly produced during TP-AGB phase. We thus consider
why N and O abundances do not increase and posit that N14
is mainly formed during the hot bottom-burning process of TP-
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AGB stars (4-8M⊙, see Fig. 77 and Chapter 6 of Izzard’s PhD
thesis, Izzard 2004). In the evolution of binary stars, while the
primary is more prone to loss mass on the giant branch, N14 is
the product of hot bottom burning process (close to the bottom
of He burning shell or the surface of the degenerate core), the
primary’s lost material contains very little N14, the N14 abun-
dance of the secondary increases a little. On the contrary, more
AGB stars are destroyed by mass transfer (see Chapter 6 of Iz-
zard’s PhD thesis, Izzard 2004). In addition, the possible reason,
for the C12 overabundance and the N14 abundance decrease, is
that the evolution of binary stars leads to a thinner envelope for
the primary, the dredge-up process increases, which weakens the
hot bottom burning process (Marigo 2007).

The reason why the O abundance does not increase is that
O16 is mainly formed during the WC/WO phase (see Fig. 77 of
Izzard’s PhD thesis, Izzard 2004). Due to the high luminosity
of the WC-WO phase, the stellar wind would collide and the
secondary cannot effectively accrete material from the primary.

Third, the 4000-Å break indices are defined as the ratio of
the average flux density in the left and right continuum pass-
bands, so it is binary fraction-insensitive. Once we know which
spectral absorption feature indices are binary fraction-sensitive,
we can use these spectral absorption feature indices, in combina-
tion with the age- and metallicity-sensitive indices, to determine
the binary fraction. First, we can use the three kinds of indices
at the same time, to derive the binary fraction, via the advan-
tage of the least square method or Bayesian analysis. Moreover,
we also can use the stepwise method, namely, first to derive the
age or metallicity, then get the binary fraction. In our opinion,
we suggest to use the second method. For an example, we can
use the high-resolution integrated spectral energy distribution to
estimate the metallicity, then use Ca4455 (or C24668) and the
Balmer (or OIII) indices to get their binary fraction and age.

4.4. Multidimensional analysis

The spectral absorption feature index would be influenced by
the HB morphology (usually expressed by HB ratio, HBR), BS
frequency ( fBS, the number of BSs per luminosity Ltot in units
of 104), HB frequency ( fHB, its definition is similar to fBS), and
binary fraction, ( fder(q>0.5), is used in this part). In this part,
we conduct a multidimensional analysis of these binary fraction-
sensitive indices, indicating that the HB morphology, BS fre-
quency, and HB frequency are insufficient to explain the spectral
index trend.

For the original GC sample (used in Section 4.1, 44 GCs),
we linearly fit the relation between the index and [Fe/H] and
obtain the residual (RES). In Figure 8, we plot these residuals
as functions of HBR (e.g., that of Mackey & van den Bergh
2005), fBS, fHB and fder(q>0.5). The HBR comes from Harris
(1997), the number of BSs and luminosity are from Moretti et al.
(2008), the number of HBs comes from Gratton et al. (2010). In
order to conduct multidimensional analysis, the derived slope
labeled in each panel is multiplied by the corresponding param-
eter range. From this plot, we can see that the residuals almost
do not change with the HBR, BS frequency and HB frequency
(except Ca4455, C24668, OIII-2, and Hβ with fBS). Therefore,
the multidimensional analysis further confirms that these indices
are binary fraction-sensitive.

5. Summary

Using the Galactic GCs as a sample, we analyzed the relations
between the spectral absorption feature indices and binary frac-
tions. The spectral absorption feature indices (46) were com-
puted from the integrated spectral energy distributions at three
spectral resolutions (FWHMLick/IDS, 5 and 15 Å). Three types
of measured binary fractions were used: f (q>0.5), f (tot)mf and
f (tot)mc. f (q>0.5) is the binary fraction by using q>0.5, f (tot)mf

and f (tot)mc are the total binary fraction with the methods of
fitting and counting. The regions are different for the spectro-
scopic observations and binary fraction measurements. In order
to get the binary fractions corresponding to the regions in the
spectroscopic observations, we used the GC’s surface-density
and the assumed radial binary-fraction profiles (linear, quadratic,
exponential, and Gaussian) to get the analytic binary fraction.
By comparing the analytic and measured binary fraction values,
we derived the binary-fraction profile and get the binary fraction
values within the equivalent radii corresponding to the spectro-
scopic observations.

The results are as follows. The correlations between binary
fractions and spectral absorption feature indices at the reso-
lutions of FWHMLick/IDS and 5 Å are stronger than at 15 Å,
namely, the low-resolution integrated spectral energy distribu-
tion is not suitable for the determination of binary fraction.
Then, f (q>0.5) and f (tot)mc have relatively strong correlations
with spectral absorption feature indices than f (tot)mf . The re-
lations between binary fraction sand spectral absorption fea-
ture indices are sensitive to metallicity. We used the resolu-
tion of FWHMLick/IDS and the type of f (q>0.5) to re-analyze
the relations for the GCs with multiple spectroscopic observa-
tions within different regions. Finally, we obtained 21 GCs and
their 32 spectral absorption feature indices. We found that OIII,
Balmer, Ca4455, C24668 and TiO1 indices are sensitive to vari-
ations in the binary fraction.

Using the binary fraction-sensitive spectral absorption fea-
ture indices, in combination with the age- and metallicity-
sensitive spectral absorption feature indices, we are able to deter-
mine the binary fraction. This will aid in obtaining binary frac-
tions for unsolved stellar systems.
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Fig. 7. Distributions of GCs on the slope g(ix) (spectral absorption feature index ∼ binary fraction) and [Fe/H] plane. Blue dashed and red solid
lines are the average slope (g(ix)) and 0. The red point is for NGC 6121, the crosses are for NGC 1851, 3201, and 7089 (not used in the calculations
of g and RMS for the sake of large deviation from the average values of all GCs g0), and the green point+crosses are for the other GCs. Comparing
g with g0, they are of similar magnitude except Fe5015 (for which the EWs from the U17 and S05 data are very different; see the right panel of
Fig.1. For the above the reason, we do not consider this index as the binary fraction-sensitive index). Because we have not the slope errors, we use
the index value of NGC 6121 as the error in the RMS calculations.
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Fig. 8. Residual RES , obtained via the linear fitting the relations between [Fe/H] and Ca4455, C24668, TiO1, OIII-1, OIII-2, Hβ, HδA, HγA, HδF,
and HγF indices, as functions of HBR (top-left), BS frequency fBS (top-right), HB frequency fHB (bottom-left), and the binary fraction, fder(q>0.5)
(bottom-right).
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