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ABSTRACT
The period-luminosity (PL) relation of Cepheids in the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) plays a pivotal role in extra-galactic
distance measurement and the determination of the Hubble constant (𝐻0). In this work, we probe the geometry of the LMC
through a detailed study of multi-phase PL relations of these Cepheids, leveraging data from the OGLE-IV and Gaia DR3
databases. We analyse the light curves of a combined sample of ∼3300 fundamental (FU) and first overtone (FO) mode classical
Cepheids. We obtain multi-phase data with 50 phase points over a complete pulsation cycle from the OGLE (𝑉, 𝐼) and Gaia
(𝐺,𝐺BP, 𝐺RP) photometric bands. We determine the distance modulus and reddening values of individual Cepheids by fitting
a simultaneous reddening law to the apparent distance modulus values. We calculate the LMC viewing angle parameters: the
inclination angle (𝑖) and position angle of line of nodes (𝜃lon) by fitting a plane of the form 𝑧 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦) to the three-dimensional
distribution of Cepheids in Cartesian coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧). The values of LMC viewing angles from multi-phase PL relations
are found to be: 𝑖 = 22.◦87 ± 0.◦43 (stat.) ± 0.◦53 (syst.), 𝜃lon = 154.◦76 ± 1.◦16 (stat.) ± 1.◦01 (syst.), respectively. The use of
multi-phase PL relations in multiple bands results in lower uncertainties for the LMC viewing angle parameters as compared
to those derived from the mean light PL relations. This shows that the use of multi-phase PL relations with multi-wavelength
photometry significantly improves the precision of these measurements, allowing better constraints on the morphology and the
structure of the LMC.
Key words: stars: variables: Cepheids – Magellanic Clouds, methods: data analysis, statistical

1 INTRODUCTION

Classical Cepheids (hereafter, Cepheids) are highly luminous
Population-I stars located in the Cepheid instability strip, with lu-
minosities up to 105 L⊙ having typical masses 𝑀 ∼ 3 − 10 M⊙
(Subramanian et al. 2017; Bhardwaj 2020). They belong to a class
of intrinsic variable stars where the stars undergo pulsations due to
perturbations from hydrostatic equilibrium being amplified by the 𝜅

and 𝛾 mechanisms in the partial ionization zones (Catelan & Smith
2015; Bhardwaj 2020). Cepheids are used as “standard candles”
because they obey a well-defined period-luminosity (PL) relation,
also known as the Leavitt law, in which the luminosity of the star
increases with increasing period (Leavitt & Pickering 1912). Cali-
bration of Cepheid PL relations in the Magellanic Cloud (MC) dwarf
galaxies is essential to establish the extra-galactic distance scales and
determine the present value of the Hubble constant, which tells us
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the current expansion rate of the universe (Freedman et al. 2001,
2012; Riess et al. 2016, 2022). In addition to calibrating the Leavitt
law (Ngeow et al. 2012, 2022; Ripepi et al. 2023), its sensitivity
to Cepheid metallicity (Romaniello et al. 2008, 2022; Gieren et al.
2018; Breuval et al. 2022), the non-linearity in PL relations (Ngeow
& Kanbur 2006, 2008; Kanbur & Ngeow 2006; Bhardwaj et al. 2016)
as well as the universality of the PL relations (Bono et al. 2010) have
been extensively studied.

Majority of the studies in the literature have derived PL rela-
tions based on mean magnitudes of Cepheids. The PL relations of
Cepheids are affected by the nature of their period-colour (PC) rela-
tions through the period-luminosity-colour (PLC) relation (Kanbur
& Hendry 1996; Kanbur & Ngeow 2004). Cepheids in the LMC have
been found to follow distinct PC relations at the phases of maximum,
minimum, and mean light by several studies in the literature (Kanbur
et al. 2004; Kanbur & Ngeow 2006; Kanbur et al. 2007; Bhardwaj
et al. 2014; Das et al. 2020). Extensive studies on PC and PL relations
of Cepheids in the LMC have suggested the existence of a signifi-
cant break at 𝑃 = 10 days for FU-mode (Ngeow & Kanbur 2008)
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and at 𝑃 = 2.5 days for FO-mode Cepheids (Bhardwaj et al. 2014,
2016). These findings have led to various theoretical and empirical
investigations on multi-phase PL relations (Ngeow & Kanbur 2006;
Kanbur et al. 2009; Ngeow et al. 2012; Kurbah et al. 2023).

The Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) also serves as a laboratory in
understanding the geometry, structure, and evolution of galaxies as
well as for resolved stellar population studies. The LMC is considered
to have roughly a planar geometry (van der Marel & Cioni 2001),
with an inclined and rotating star forming disk (van der Marel et al.
2002; Subramanian & Subramaniam 2010). The LMC has a spiral
arm and a central bar region which is off-centred (Subramanian &
Subramaniam 2009), likely due to tidal interactions with the Small
Magellanic Cloud (SMC) and the Milky Way (MW) galaxy (Wester-
lund 1997; Choi et al. 2018; Jiménez-Arranz et al. 2023). The galaxy
hosts several star clusters (Song et al. 2021); active star-forming re-
gions such as the Tarantula Nebula (30 Doradus, Evans et al. 2011;
Tatton et al. 2013; Fahrion & De Marchi 2023); and the remnants of
type-II supernova SN1987A (West et al. 1987).

The geometry of a galaxy is characterized by its angular orientation
and axis ratios in the three different directions. The orientation of a
galaxy is obtained in the form of its viewing angles, viz., inclination
angle (𝑖) and position angle of line of nodes (𝜃lon). The geometrical
and structural features of the LMC have been studied using different
kinds of tracers such as the core He-burning Red Clump (RC) stars
based on their colour-magnitude diagram (CMD) (Olsen & Salyk
2002; Subramaniam 2003; Subramanian & Subramaniam 2010; Choi
et al. 2018) and variable stars like Cepheids relying on mean light
PL or period-Wesenheit (PW) relations (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Inno
et al. 2016; Deb et al. 2018, to name a few). However, no such study
on the geometry of the LMC has been carried out using multi-phase
PL relations of Cepheid variables.

This study deals with the determination of the LMC viewing angle
parameters for the first time by simultaneously using the multi-phase
PL relations and the multi-wavelength photometry based on the LMC
Cepheid light curves. The availability of data generated from OGLE-
IV experiment and Gaia space telescope data release 3 (Gaia DR3)
with complete phase coverage enables us to study the Cepheid multi-
phase PL relations using multi-wavelength photometry. This also
provides a unique opportunity to determine the viewing angle pa-
rameters of the LMC. The data and methodology used in this paper
are described in Section 2. The results of multi-phase PL relations
as well as the determination of LMC viewing angles are presented
in Section 3. Finally, the summary and conclusion of the study are
presented in the Section 4.

2 DATA AND METHODOLOGY

2.1 Data

The fourth phase of the Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment
(OGLE-IV) project (Soszyński et al. 2015) provides an up-to-date
ground-based optical photometry of Cepheids, other type of vari-
able stars as well as several types of celestial objects in the Milky
Way, LMC and SMC. The OGLE-IV archival database contains light
curve data of 2477 Fundamental (FU) mode and 1776 first-overtone
(FO) mode Cepheids in the LMC with more than 99% photometric
completeness. The OGLE-IV Cepheids are then cross-matched with
Gaia DR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2022) database using the CDS-
Xmatch service1 to retrieve the photometric data in Gaia photometric

1 http://cdsxmatch.u-strasbg.fr/

bands. Gaia DR3 is the latest large-scale database available from the
Gaia spacecraft. Cross-matching with the Gaia data results in 2252
FU-mode and 1480 FO-mode Cepheids in Gaia bands.

2.2 Fourier Decomposition of Cepheid Light curves

The individual light curves of Cepheids are folded into phase using
(Deb & Singh 2009):

Φ =
𝑡 − 𝑡0
𝑃

− Int
( t − t0

P

)
. (1)

Here 𝑃 denotes period of the star in days, 𝑡 denotes time of obser-
vation 𝑡0 denotes the epoch of maximum light, and Int denotes the
integer part of the quantity. The values of Φ ranges from 0 to 1 cor-
responding to a complete pulsation cycle. The phased light curves of
Cepheids are then fitted with a cosine Fourier function of the form:

𝑚(𝑡) = 𝐴0 +
𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐴𝑖 cos (𝑖𝜔(𝑡 − 𝑡0) + 𝜙𝑖). (2)

Here 𝐴𝑖 and 𝜙𝑖 denote the Fourier coefficients, where 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁 .
To fit the observed Cepheid light curves with the Fourier expansion in
Equation (2), there are 2𝑁 +1 unknown parameters to be determined.
This requires the observed light curves to have at least 2𝑁 + 1 data
points. The optimal value of 𝑁 , is obtained using the Baart’s criterion
(Petersen 1986). Most of the OGLE-IV Cepheid light curves have
well-sampled data points with complete phase coverage. To avoid
any under-sampling and ensure sufficient number of data points in a
complete pulsation cycle, Cepheids with at least 30 observations in
both 𝑉 & 𝐼 bands are selected for the Fourier fitting of light curves.
The Gaia band observations are sparse as compared to the OGLE
data. Hence, Cepheid light curves with at least 10 observations in the
Gaia bands are chosen for the Fourier fitting. Multi-phase values of
magnitudes of the Cepheid light curves at 50 different phase points
are then obtained using the Fourier coefficients of the fitted light
curves.

The final light curve data contain 2007 FU-mode and 1286 FO-
mode common Cepheids (hereafter, common sample) in all the five
bands, making a combined (FU+FO) sample of 3293 Cepheids. Fig.1
shows the distribution of the common sample of Cepheids in the LMC
in equatorial coordinates (RA-DEC). This distribution is plotted on
the Infrared Astronomical Satellite (IRAS) FITS image of size (300×
300) pixels covering ∼ (11.87 × 11.87) square degrees of the sky. It
is obtained from Schlegel, Finkbeiner and Davis (SFD) 100-micron
survey using SkyView2 interface (McGlynn et al. 1998). A false-
colour image denoting the surface brightness in MJySr−1 units at
different parts of the LMC is obtained from the grey-scale FITS
image.

2.3 Multi-phase PL Relations, Distances and Reddening

The use of multi-phase PL relations to determine the distances and
the reddening values of the LMC Cepheids is motivated by the exis-
tence of the PL relation with minimum scatter at a particular phase
(Bhardwaj et al. 2019; Kurbah et al. 2023). Furthermore, the ad-
vantages of using multi-wavelength photometry in the extra-galactic
distances have been briefly outlined in Deb et al. (2018). Simulta-
neous determination of distance and reddening values of the LMC
Cepheids using multi-phase PL relations based on multi-wavelength
photometry performed in this study will lead to their independent

2 https://skyview.gsfc.nasa.gov/current/cgi/query.pl
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Figure 1. Distribution of the sample of 3293 classical Cepheids shown
as red dots is over-plotted on the false-colour IRAS image of the LMC
transformed from a grey-scale image. The surface brightness expressed in
MJySr−1 is shown in a color-bar plot. The centre of the LMC, (𝛼0, 𝛿0 ) =
(80.78, −69.03) (Nikolaev et al. 2004) adopted in this study is marked with
a bigger filled white circle.

values free from any systematic effect arising due to the dependency
of these relations on metallicity. This in turn will help in the accurate
and precise determination of the geometry of the galaxy. Multi-phase
PL relations of classical Cepheids over a complete pulsation cycle are
studied using five photometric bands making use of OGLE-IV and
Gaia DR3 data. Mathematically, the pulsation periods of Cepheids
are related to their intrinsic luminosities or absolute magnitudes
through the relation (Nikolaev et al. 2004):

𝑀𝜆 = 𝛼𝜆 + 𝛽𝜆 log 𝑃 + 𝜖𝜆 (𝑀,𝑇𝑒, 𝑍 ...). (3)

Here 𝑀𝜆 represents the absolute magnitude of a Cepheid in a par-
ticular photometric band 𝜆. The parameters 𝛼𝜆 and 𝛽𝜆 represent the
slopes and intercepts of the PL relations, respectively, for the photo-
metric band 𝜆. The term 𝜖𝜆 (𝑀,𝑇𝑒, 𝑍 ...) takes care of any unknown
contribution to the PL relation due to the variation in Cepheid metal-
licity (𝑍), effective temperature (𝑇eff) or masses (𝑀). The apparent
distance modulus in a particular photometric band 𝜇𝜆 is given by:

𝜇𝜆 =𝜇0 + 𝐴𝜆, (4)

where 𝜇0 denotes the true distance modulus and 𝐴𝜆 = 𝑅𝜆𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉), is
the interstellar extinction in the photometric band 𝜆. 𝑅𝜆 is called the
ratio of total to selective absorption in the band𝜆; 𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉) represents
individual reddening values of Cepheids. The central wavelengths of
the five photometric bands 𝑉, 𝐼, 𝐺, 𝐺BP, and 𝐺RP used in the anal-
ysis, are approximately taken as: 𝜆𝑉 = 0.556 𝜇m, 𝜆𝐼 = 0.810 𝜇m,
𝜆𝐺 = 0.673 𝜇m, 𝜆𝐺BP = 0.532 𝜇m and 𝜆𝐺RP = 0.797 𝜇m, re-
spectively (Bonanos et al. 2010; Jordi et al. 2010; Wang & Chen
2019; Iwanek et al. 2022). The 𝑅𝜆 values corresponding to these
wavelengths are found to be: 𝑅𝜆 = (3.23, 1.97, 2.62, 3.40, 2.03),
by applying the Cardelli et al. (1989) reddening law using a fixed
value of 𝑅𝑉 = 3.23. For comparison with the Skowron et al.
(2021) reddening map, the reddening values 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) are con-
verted into their corresponding 𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) values. The scaling relation
𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) = 1.26 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉), suitable for the 𝑅𝑉 = 3.23 reddening

law, is used (Kurbah et al. 2023). Putting 𝜇𝜆 into the Equation (4), it
can be written and rearranged into the following relation:

𝑚𝜆 =𝛼𝜆 + 𝛽𝜆 log 𝑃 + 𝜇0 + 𝑅𝜆𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) + 𝜖𝜆 (𝑀,𝑇𝑒, 𝑍 ...). (5)

The true distance modulus 𝜇0 and absolute reddening 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) of
the 𝑖th Cepheid are determined using (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Deb et al.
2018):

𝜇0,𝑖 =𝜇𝐿𝑀𝐶 + Δ𝜇0,𝑖 ,

𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝑖 =𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝐿𝑀𝐶 + Δ𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝑖 . (6)

Here 𝜇𝐿𝑀𝐶 and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝐿𝑀𝐶 denote the mean distance and aver-
age reddening value of the LMC, taken from the literature. Therefore,
the apparent magnitude, 𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 of the 𝑖th Cepheid in its 𝑗 th pulsation
phase for the band 𝜆 can be written as:

𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 =𝜇𝐿𝑀𝐶 + 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝐿𝑀𝐶 + 𝜖𝜆 (𝑀,𝑇𝑒, 𝑍 ...)+
𝛼𝜆, 𝑗 + 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 log 𝑃𝑖 + Δ𝜇0,𝑖 + 𝑅𝜆, 𝑗Δ𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝑖

Or m𝜆,i,j =𝛼
′
𝜆, 𝑗 + 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 log 𝑃𝑖 + Δ𝜇0,𝑖 + 𝑅𝜆, 𝑗Δ𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝑖 . (7)

The coefficient 𝛼′
𝜆, 𝑗

represents the modified zero-point of the PL re-

lation into which 𝜇𝐿𝑀𝐶 , 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝐿𝑀𝐶 and 𝜖𝜆 (𝑀,𝑇𝑒, 𝑍 ...) are
subsumed. Equation (7) can be solved following Nikolaev et al.
(2004) and Deb et al. (2018) in two iterative steps. However, the
mathematical formulations used in this study are different from the
previous two and involve simultaneous fitting applying linear alge-
braic methods. In the first iteration, the coefficients 𝛼′

𝜆, 𝑗
and 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗

are obtained using:

𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 ≈ 𝛼′𝜆, 𝑗 + 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 log 𝑃𝑖 . (8)

Here 𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 represents apparent magnitude at the 𝑗 th phase of an 𝑖th

Cepheid. The coefficients are obtained by carrying out a simultaneous
fit to the multi-band and multi-phase Cepheid light curve data using
a generalized linear model (GLM)3 of the following form (Greene
2000):

y = Xq + 𝜉. (9)

The multi-phase magnitudes of Cepheids in the OGLE and Gaia
bands constitute the dependent variable y. The matrix of the indepen-
dent variables, X is the design matrix constructed to simultaneously
fit the multi-phase light curves to obtain the multi-phase PL relations
in the form of the parameters q̂. The form of X is shown in the Ap-
pendix B. Here the q vector contains the multi-phase PL parameters
(𝛼′

𝜆, 𝑗
, 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 ) to be estimated and 𝜉 is a vector containing parameter

errors. The best fit values of q obtained from GLM are denoted by
q̂. In the first iteration, ordinary least squares (OLS) minimization
technique is used to obtain the best fit parameters q̂ by minimizing
the residual sum of squares (RSS) (y−Xq̂)T (y−Xq̂). The parameter
values q̂ are obtained using:

q̂ = (XTX)−1XTy. (10)

The corresponding statistical errors associated with these parameters
are calculated using variance-covariance matrix of the GLM:

Var(𝑞) = eTe
(𝑛 − 𝑘) (X

TX)−1, (11)

3 https://timeseriesreasoning.com/contents/
deep-dive-into-variance-covariance-matrices/
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where e = (y−Xq̂); 𝑛 denotes the sample size; 𝑘 denotes the number
of parameters to be estimated. Once the values of (𝛼′

𝜆, 𝑗
, 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 ) are

obtained from the first iteration, the true individual distance modulus
and reddening values of each star with respect to the mean values of
the LMC are obtained as follows:

Δ𝜇𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 − (𝛼′𝜆, 𝑗 + 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 log 𝑃𝑖)

Δ𝜇𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 = Δ𝜇0,𝑖 + 𝑅𝜆, 𝑗Δ𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)𝑖 . (12)

The apparent distance moduli, Δ𝜇𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 of Cepheids in multi-phase
constitute the dependent variable y in this step. The independent
variable X contains the linear model, as given in Equation (12). The
weighted least squares (WLS) minimization technique is applied in
the second iteration to obtain the values of Δ𝜇0,𝑖 and Δ𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉)𝑖 .
The residuals (y − Xq̂) are weighted in this step as the reciprocal of
𝜎2
𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗

, where:

𝜎2
𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 = 𝜎2

0 + 𝜎2
𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 (phot) + 𝜎2

𝛼′
𝜆,j

+ 𝜎2
𝛽𝜆,j

(log Pi)2. (13)

Here𝜎0 and𝜎𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 (phot) denote the intrinsic and photometric errors,
respectively. The quantities 𝜎𝛼′

𝜆, 𝑗
and 𝜎𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 represents errors in the

parameters 𝛼′
𝜆, 𝑗

and 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 . The photometric errors are determined by
using Monte Carlo simulations (Deb et al. 2015) with 100 iterations.
In each iteration, Gaussian noise is added to the observed light curves
and fitted magnitudes are obtained using Fourier decomposition. This
results in bootstrap simulations of the fitted magnitudes. We construct
the variance-covariance matrix of the fitted magnitudes of each light
curve using:

Cov(𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑗 ) =
∑𝑁iter
𝑙,𝑘=1 (𝑌𝑖,𝑙 − 𝑌𝑖) (𝑌 𝑗 ,𝑘 − 𝑌 𝑗 )

(𝑁iter − 1) . (14)

Here 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑗 represent the mean values of bootstrap simulations of
the fitted magnitudes at the phase points 𝑖 and 𝑗 , respectively. 𝑁iter
denotes the number of bootstrap simulations. From the diagonal ele-
ments of Cov(𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑗 ), corresponding errors in the fitted magnitudes
are calculated. We adopt 𝜎0 = 0.05 following Nikolaev et al. (2004)
and Deb et al. (2018) for the analysis. The best fit parameters q̂
are obtained by minimizing the weighted residual sum of squares:
(y − Xq̂)TC(y − Xq̂). The parameter matrix can be obtained as
follows:

q̂ = (XTCX)−1XTCy, (15)

where C represents a diagonal matrix with 1/𝜎2
𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗

as the diagonal
elements. The statistical errors in the values ofΔ𝜇0,𝑖 andΔ𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉)𝑖
are estimated using:

Var(q̂) = eTC e
(𝑛 − 𝑘) (X

TCX)−1. (16)

The multi-phase magnitudes of the LMC Cepheids are corrected
for distance and reddening using the determined values of Δ𝜇0,𝑖 and
Δ𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉)𝑖 . The multi-phase PL relations thus obtained in the second
iteration show reduced dispersion.

We also investigate the possible non-linearity in the PL relations
of FU & FO-mode Cepheids using GLM. The PL breaks are con-
sidered at 𝑃 = 10 d and 2.5 d for the FU (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004)
and FO-mode Cepheids (Bhardwaj et al. 2016), respectively. The
FU-mode Cepheids with 𝑃 ≥ 10 d are referred to as the long pe-
riod FU Cepheids, while those with 𝑃 < 10 d as short period FU
Cepheids. Similarly, the division between the long and short period
FO Cepheids is done based on 𝑃 = 2.5 d. The combined model for

both long and short period FU/FO-mode Cepheids can be expressed
as:

𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 ≈ 𝑎(𝛼′
𝜆, 𝑗,𝑙

+ 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗,𝑙 log 𝑃𝑖) + 𝑏(𝛼′𝜆, 𝑗,𝑠 + 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗,𝑠 log 𝑃𝑖). (17)

The two sets (𝑎 = 1, 𝑏 = 0) and (𝑎 = 0, 𝑏 = 1) correspond to
long- and short-period Cepheids, respectively. The PL coefficients
for long- and short-period Cepheids are denoted by (𝛼′

𝜆, 𝑗,𝑙
, 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗,𝑙)

and (𝛼′
𝜆, 𝑗,𝑠

, 𝛽𝜆, 𝑗,𝑠), respectively.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Multi-phase Period-Luminosity Relations

The multi-phase study of Cepheids in the LMC using data from
OGLE and Gaia bands offers some interesting results. The combined
Cepheid data are fitted simultaneously with models that allow for
both the existence of non-linear and purely linear relations for FU
and FO-mode Cepheids. The results of multi-phase PL slopes for the
FU and FO-mode Cepheids in the common sample using 50 phase
points are shown in the Fig.2 and Fig.A3, respectively. The slopes of
multi-phase PL relations obtained considering linear and non-linear
PL relations are presented in separate panels in these figures. The
uncertainties in the coefficients of multi-phase PL relations are found
to be significantly reduced after the second iteration. The slopes of
multi-phase PL relations are found to vary dynamically over the
phase range 0 ≤ Φ ≤ 1.0 in all the five photometric bands.

The observed variation of PL slopes with pulsation phase (Φ)
may be attributed to the way the hydrogen ionization front (HIF) of
pulsating variable stars interacts with the photosphere during their
motion through the bulk of the star (Simon et al. 1993; Kanbur &
Ngeow 2006; Ngeow et al. 2017; Das et al. 2020; Deka et al. 2022).
The middle and the left-most panels in the Fig.2 also show that the
PL slopes display contrasting trends with phase (Φ) for long as well
as short-period Cepheids in both modes. This supports the findings
of Kurbah et al. (2023).

The dispersion in multi-phase PL relations for all the five bands
are presented in Fig.A4. It is quite evident from the figure that the
dispersion in the PL relations are reduced significantly after second
iteration in all photometric bands using the reddening values obtained
in this study. However, PL dispersion in OGLE 𝑉- and 𝐼-band are
reduced to a greater extent as compared to those in the Gaia bands.
The results of multi-phase Cepheid PL relations in the OGLE-IV
bands are consistent with those in the literature (Kanbur et al. 2009;
Ngeow et al. 2012; Kurbah et al. 2023).

The existence of breaks in the Cepheid PL relation is examined
using statistical 𝐹-test (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004; Bhardwaj et al. 2014)
performed on the multi-phase PL relations. The results of 𝐹-test for
50 phase points are shown in the Fig.A5, which clearly confirms the
presence of PL breaks at the specified periods.

3.2 LMC Reddening Map

The values of Δ𝜇0 and Δ𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) for each individual Cepheids in the
LMC are obtained in the second iteration by carrying out a simulta-
neous reddening law fit to the multi-band apparent distance modulus
values at all phases. The values of Δ𝜇0 and Δ𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) obtained
from the simultaneous fit as shown in Fig. 3 demonstrates them to
be randomly scattered in the plot and are uncorrelated. Absolute
values of distance modulus and reddening are obtained by consider-
ing the mean distance modulus and average reddening for LMC to
be: 𝜇LMC = 18.477 ± 0.004(stat.) ± 0.026(syst.) mag (Pietrzyński
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Figure 2. Variation of multi-phase PL slopes (𝛽𝜆 ) in OGLE-IV (𝑉, 𝐼 ) bands and Gaia bands (𝐺, 𝐺BP,𝐺RP) as a function of pulsation phase (Φ) for FU and
FO-mode Cepheids. Upper and lower panels show the PL slopes obtained in the second iteration for FU and FO Cepheids, respectively. Results obtained from
linear PL relations are shown in the left panels. Middle and right panels show the non-linear PL relations obtained for both long and short period FU/FO-mode
Cepheids, respectively. The error-bars represent statistical errors in the PL slopes, which get significantly reduced after the second iteration. The variation of
multi-phase PL slopes for the long and short-period FU/FO-mode Cepheids show contrasting trends. The multi-phase linear PL slopes of FU/FO-mode Cepheids
follow the same trend as that of the short period Cepheids due to their larger number as compared to the long period counterparts.

et al. 2019) and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)LMC = 0.14 ± 0.02 mag (Nikolaev et al.
2004), respectively. The absolute reddening values obtained in this
way yield positive values for most of the Cepheids in the present
study. There are 36 Cepheids found to have negative reddening val-
ues, which constitutes ∼1.0% of all the Cepheids used in this study.
However, this result is not unique to this study. Many earlier studies
have also reported unphysical negative reddening values based on
different tracers (Haschke et al. 2011; Deb et al. 2018; Muraveva
et al. 2018; Pietrzyński et al. 2019). Negative reddening values may
arise due to various uncertainties/propagated uncertainties of the pa-
rameters involved in the calculations (Muraveva et al. 2018). To avoid
skewing the distribution towards positive reddening values and bias
in the analysis, we take into account the negative reddening values.

The reddening map of the LMC is constructed by using the abso-
lute reddening values 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) with the RA-DEC (𝛼, 𝛿) values as
available in the OGLE-IV database4. Two separate reddening maps
are constructed using the results obtained from the PL relations: one
considering a break and the other without a break. The resulting red-
dening maps for the combined sample of (FU+FO) mode Cepheids
using 50 phase points are presented in Fig.4. Both the reddening maps
of the LMC constructed using multi-phase PL relations considering
break/without-break exhibit similar kinds of features. The redden-
ing values estimated using the multi-phase PL relations with/without
breaks approach a maximum of 𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉) = 0.30 in the eastern-most
part of both the reddening maps. This region is also characterized by
highest reddening values and is likely to be associated with the 30
Doradus region (Tarantula Nebula). Tarantula Nebula is one of the
closest and highly active star forming H-II regions in the local group
(Evans et al. 2011; Tatton et al. 2013; Fahrion & De Marchi 2023).
The same region was also found in other studies using mean light PL
relations of Cepheids (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Inno et al. 2016; Deb
et al. 2018; Joshi & Panchal 2019).

Earlier studies have made use of ‘standard candles’ such as the

4 http://ftp.astrouw.edu.pl/ogle/ogle4/OCVS/lmc/cep/
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Figure 3. Δ𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉 ) versus Δ𝜇0 plot obtained from non-linear multi-phase
PL relations with 50 phase points for a complete pulsation cycle. Randomness
in the distribution indicates that these values are uncorrelated.

RC stars (cf. Tatton et al. (2013); Choi et al. (2018); Górski et al.
(2020); Skowron et al. (2021)), classical Cepheids (Nikolaev et al.
2004; Inno et al. 2016; Deb et al. 2018; Joshi & Panchal 2019)
to construct the reddening map of the LMC. The reddening values
obtained in the present study are compared with those obtained by
Skowron et al. (2021). For comparison, the Δ𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) values are
converted to the Δ𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) values. Besides this, the reddening values
𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) obtained from the Skowron et al. (2021) reddening map
are mean-subtracted using: 𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼) = 0.100± 0.043. The residuals
between the two sets ofΔ𝐸 (𝑉− 𝐼) values: one from this study and the
other from Skowron et al. (2021) are obtained. The histogram plot of
residuals in Fig. 5 shows that these values are normally distributed.
However, a small offset of ∼ 0.03 mag in the residuals is observed
between each set of reddening values obtained from the PL relation
considering break/no-break as compared to the Skowron et al. (2021)
map. Nonetheless, this shift lies within the error-bars of the average
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reddening value of the LMC obtained by Skowron et al. (2021).
Hence the reddening values for the LMC Cepheids obtained in the
present study are consistent with those obtained from the Skowron
et al. (2021) reddening map.

3.3 Geometry of the LMC

The determination of geometry of the LMC relies on distribution of
Cepheids in three-dimensional Cartesian coordinates, (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) which
is determined using the equatorial coordinates (𝛼𝑖 , 𝛿𝑖) and distance
𝐷𝑖 . The distance modulus (𝜇0,𝑖) values of Cepheids are converted to
absolute distance values (𝐷𝑖) in kiloparsecs (kpc) using the standard
distance formula:

𝐷𝑖 =10[0.2(𝜇0,𝑖−10) ] . (18)

The Cartesian (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) values are obtained using the following trans-
formation equations: (Weinberg & Nikolaev 2001; van der Marel &
Cioni 2001)

𝑥 = − 𝐷 sin (𝛼 − 𝛼0) cos 𝛿,
𝑦 =𝐷 sin 𝛿 cos 𝛿0 − 𝐷 sin 𝛿0 cos (𝛼 − 𝛼0) cos 𝛿, (19)
𝑧 =𝐷0 − 𝐷 sin 𝛿 sin 𝛿0 − 𝐷 cos 𝛿0 cos (𝛼 − 𝛼0) cos 𝛿.

Here (𝛼0, 𝛿0) and 𝐷0 denote the equatorial coordinates and distance
to the centre of the LMC, respectively. The following values are
adopted in the present study: (𝛼0, 𝛿0) = (80.78,−69.03) (Nikolaev
et al. 2004) and 𝐷0 = 49.59 kpc (Pietrzyński et al. 2019). The
resulting (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) coordinate system is such that the direction of
𝑥−axis is antiparallel to the 𝛼−axis, the direction of 𝑦−axis is along
the 𝛿−axis and the 𝑧−axis is directed towards the observer. The LMC
has nearly a planar geometry (van der Marel & Cioni 2001; Inno
et al. 2016; Deb et al. 2018; Ripepi et al. 2022). The equation of the
plane fitted to the distribution of Cepheids is mathematically given
as (Nikolaev et al. 2004):

𝑧 =𝐴𝑥 + 𝐵𝑦 + 𝐶, (20)

The values of the coefficients 𝐴, 𝐵 and 𝐶 are obtained from the best-
fit solution of the plane equation. The values of angle of inclination
(𝑖) and position angle of line of nodes (𝜃lon) are determined using
the following:

𝜃lon = arctan
(
− 𝐴

𝐵

)
+ sign(𝐵) 𝜋

2
,

𝑖 = arccos
(

1
√

1 + 𝐴2 + 𝐵2

)
. (21)

The errors in the values of 𝑖 and 𝜃lon are obtained from the propa-
gation of errors in the coefficients 𝐴 and 𝐵. The equations used for
estimating the errors in the values of 𝑖 and 𝜃lon are given as follows:

𝜎𝜃 =
1

√
𝐴2 + 𝐵2

√︃
𝐴2𝜎2

𝐵
+ 𝐵2𝜎2

𝐴
,

𝜎𝑖 =

(
1

𝐴2 + 𝐵2 + 1

)
1

√
𝐴2 + 𝐵2

√︃
𝐴2𝜎2

𝐴
+ 𝐵2𝜎2

𝐵
. (22)

Here, 𝜎𝐴 and 𝜎𝐵 represents the errors associated with the coeffi-
cients 𝐴 and 𝐵 respectively. The quantities 𝜎𝜃 and 𝜎𝑖 represents the
corresponding uncertainties in position angle of line of nodes and
inclination angle, respectively. The distribution of common Cepheids
in the 𝑋𝑌 plane of the LMC based on their absolute distance val-
ues determined from multi-phase PL relations considering break are
shown in Fig. 6.

Using multi-phase PL relations, the LMC viewing angles are de-
termined using only FU- and FO-mode Cepheids as well as the

combined sample of (FU+FO)-mode Cepheids. The viewing an-
gle parameters are also determined separately using PL relations
with/without breaks. The viewing angle parameters and their un-
certainties presented in Table 1 are obtained using the Monte Carlo
simulations (Deb et al. 2015). The simulations are run for 105 iter-
ative steps, and in each iteration a plane-fit solution is obtained by
randomizing the (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) coordinates with their corresponding uncer-
tainties (𝜎𝑥 , 𝜎𝑦 , 𝜎𝑧). Finally, the values of viewing angles and their
statistical errors are obtained by carrying out a Gaussian-fit to the
distribution of values of 𝑖 and 𝜃lon obtained from the 105 iterations.
The final results are presented in Table 1.

In the present study, the mean-light PL relations are also obtained
taking the average of multi-phase magnitudes over 50 pulsation
phases. These mean-light PL relations are then used to determine
the viewing angles of the LMC following the same methodology.
The results for LMC viewing angles obtained based on mean-light
PL relations are also presented in Table 1. A comparison between
the results obtained based on multi-phase and mean-light PL rela-
tions shows that viewing angles are comparable within the quoted
error bars. However, the statistical errors in the viewing angle pa-
rameters obtained based on multi-phase PL relations are found to be
significantly smaller as compared to those using the mean-light PL
relations.

The values of position angle parameter (𝜃lon) determined based
on multi-phase PL relations with/without breaks are found to be:
154.◦76 ± 1.◦16 and, 152.◦29 ± 1.◦16, respectively. Comparing with
the values obtained in earlier studies as presented in Table 2, position
angles determined based on multi-phase PL relations with/without
breaks are found to be within 0.1𝜎−1.4𝜎 of those reported by Niko-
laev et al. (2004), Koerwer (2009) and Deb et al. (2018), respectively.
These values are also found to be consistent when compared with
the results obtained based on mean-light PL relations in this study
(Table 2). However, the values of position angle differ by 2.5𝜎 − 6𝜎
when compared with the values obtained by Inno et al. (2016) and
Ripepi et al. (2022), respectively. These two studies make use of
mean light optical and near-infrared (NIR) data, where the relative
distances of individual Cepheids from the centre of the LMC were
converted into absolute distances to determine the viewing angle pa-
rameters. The study of Inno et al. (2016) deals with the determination
of the best estimates of viewing angle parameters calculated from the
weighted average of the values obtained from various optical and NIR
PW relations involving FO, FU and combined (FO+FU) Cepheids.
These relations were obtained considering different adopted centres
of LMC taken from the literature. On the other hand, in the study
of Ripepi et al. (2022), the weighted average of the values obtained
from PLK𝑠 , PWJK𝑠 and PWVK𝑠 relations were taken as the best
estimates for the viewing angle parameters using a single adopted
centre. Furthermore, it is to be mentioned here that the different
numbers of Cepheid samples were taken to establish the various PL
and PW relations in the above two studies for the determination of
viewing angle parameters. However, the present study utilizes si-
multaneous fitting of multi-phase PL relations in multi-wavelength
photometric bands considering a common sample of Cepheids taken
from the OGLE-IV and Gaia DR3 databases to determine the view-
ing angle parameters. This might explain the possible discrepancies
in the determination of viewing parameters between this study and
the two aforementioned studies.

The values of inclination angles (𝑖) determined based on multi-
phase PL relations with/without breaks are found to be: 22.◦87±0.◦43
and, 23.◦40 ± 0.◦43, respectively. The values of inclination angles
obtained in this study are found to be within 0.2𝜎 − 1.8𝜎 levels of
those obtained by Koerwer (2009) and Inno et al. (2016), respectively.
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Figure 4. Reddening map of the LMC obtained from the multi-phase PL relations with 50 phase points using the combined sample of FU and FO-mode Cepheids
over a complete pulsation cycle. Left panel shows the reddening map obtained when no PL break is considered. Right panel depicts the reddening map obtained
when a PL break is considered. The centre of the LMC is shown with a star symbol in yellow colour.
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Figure 5. Histogram plot of the residuals between the reddening values obtained in this study and those obtained from Skowron et al. (2021) (see text) with the
mean subtracted. Left and right panels show the corresponding plots considering linear and non-linear PL relations, respectively. The histograms are fitted with
a Gaussian to find the mean and dispersion of the residuals. A small offset of 0.03 between the two reddening values is clearly discernible.

Table 1. Position angle of line of nodes (𝜃lon ) and inclination angle (𝑖) values of the LMC obtained in the present study.

Multi − phasea Mean Magnitudeb

Cepheid Sample Position Angle (𝜃lon ) Inclination Angle (𝑖) Position Angle (𝜃lon ) Inclination Angle (𝑖)

Without PL
Break

FU 157.◦80±1.◦70(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 24.◦06±0.◦67(stat.)

±0.◦44(syst.) 157.◦34±4.◦26(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 24.◦38±1.◦68(stat.)

±0.◦46(syst.)
FO 147.◦55±1.◦57(stat.)

±1.◦01(syst.) 23.◦29±0.◦56(stat.)
±0.◦76(syst.) 147.◦65±4.◦51(stat.)

±1.◦01(syst.) 23.◦20±1.◦58(stat.)
±0.◦76(syst.)

FU+FO 152.◦45±1.◦16(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 23.◦40±0.◦43(stat.)

±0.◦60(syst.) 152.◦28±3.◦16(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 23.◦70±1.◦17(stat.)

±0.◦60(syst.)

With PL
Break

FU 159.◦44±1.◦63(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 24.◦05±0.◦65(stat.)

±0.◦40(syst.) 157.◦98±3.◦82(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 24.◦56±1.◦56(stat.)

±0.◦44(syst.)
FO 149.◦62±1.◦63(stat.)

±1.◦01(syst.) 22.◦30±0.◦57(stat.)
±0.◦69(syst.) 151.◦80±4.◦62(stat.)

±1.◦01(syst.) 22.◦98±1.◦65(stat.)
±0.◦62(syst.)

FU+FO 154.◦76±1.◦16(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 22.◦87±0.◦43(stat.)

±0.◦53(syst.) 155.◦52±2.◦93(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.) 23.◦73±1.◦13(stat.)

±0.◦51(syst.)

a The viewing angle parameters are obtained by using the multi-phase PL relations.
b Mean magnitude PL relations are used to obtain the viewing angle parameters. Mean magnitudes are obtained from the flux-averaged

values of the magnitudes corresponding to 50 phase points over a complete pulsation cycle.

MNRAS 000, 1–16 (2023)



8 G. Bhuyan et al.

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

D
is

ta
nc

e 
[k

pc
]

Figure 6. Distribution of 3293 Cepheids in the 𝑋𝑌 plane of the LMC based
on absolute values of distances determined from the multi-phase PL relations
considering a break in the present study. The Cartesian (𝑋,𝑌 ) coordinates
are determined using the transformation relations in equation 13. The centre
of the LMC is shown as a star symbol in red colour.

Table 2. Viewing angle parameters of the LMC based on Cepheid mean light
PL relations (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Inno et al. 2016; Deb et al. 2018; Ripepi
et al. 2022) and RC stars (Koerwer 2009) in the literature. The values for the
same without/with break in the PL relation as obtained in the present study
are also given.

Source 𝑖 𝜃lon

Nikolaev et al. (2004) 30.◦07 ± 1.◦10 151.◦0 ± 2.◦4
Koerwer (2009) 23.◦5 ± 0.◦4 154.◦5 ± 1.◦2

Inno et al. (2016) 25.◦05 ± 1.◦15 150.◦76 ± 1.◦15
Deb et al. (2018) 25.◦11 ± 0.◦36 154.◦70 ± 1.◦38

Ripepi et al. (2022) 25.◦7 ± 0.◦4 145.◦6 ± 1.◦0

This Work

Without
PL break

24.◦13±1.◦18(stat.)
±0.◦73(syst.) 148.◦46±3.◦27(stat.)

±1.◦01(syst.)

With
PL break 23.◦96±1.◦16(stat.)

±0.◦53(syst.) 154.◦57±3.◦02(stat.)
±1.◦01(syst.)

However, there is a difference of 3𝜎 − 6𝜎 between these values
when compared with the other studies (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Deb
et al. 2018; Ripepi et al. 2022). These differences in the inclination
angle parameter might be attributed to using multi-phase/mean-light
Cepheid PL relations in the present/earlier studies.

An independent estimate of the LMC viewing angle parameters
using RC stars based on NIR data from the IRSF Magellanic Cloud
Point-Source Catalogue gives the following values: 𝑖 = 23.◦5 ± 0.◦4
and 𝜃lon = 154.◦5 ± 1.◦2 (Koerwer 2009). Our results closely match
with these values at the (0.1 − 0.4)𝜎 and (0.3 − 1.7)𝜎 levels con-
sidering non-linear/linear multi-phase PL relations, respectively. It is
quite evident that the viewing angle parameter values show reduced
errors while using multi-phase PL relations as compared to those
obtained based on mean-light PL relations in the present study. On
the other hand, the statistical errors in the viewing angle parameters
are comparable to those obtained in literature using mean light PL
relations (Inno et al. 2016; Deb et al. 2018; Ripepi et al. 2022) and
RC stars (Koerwer 2009).

Most of the earlier studies on the LMC geometry have quoted

only the statistical uncertainties in the viewing angle parameters.
In addition to statistical uncertainties, we also attempt to quantify
the systematic uncertainties in these parameters. The errors in the
determination of viewing angle parameters are dominated by un-
certainties in the individual distance measurements 𝐷𝑖 (Inno et al.
2016). However a significant contribution to the systematic uncer-
tainty comes from mean distance and reddening of the LMC as well
as PL zero-points. Adding these contributions in quadrature, we can
write:

𝜎tot =

√√√√√
𝜎2
𝐷0

+

(
𝜎2

zp + 𝜎2
𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉 )

)
𝐷2

0

(2.1715)2 . (23)

Here 𝜎zp refers to the minimum zero-point uncertainty in the multi-
phase multi-wavelength PL relations. Propagating these uncertain-
ties, the systematic uncertainties in the measurement of 𝜃lon and 𝑖

are calculated to be: 0.◦82 and 0.◦43, respectively. Further taking into
account statistical uncertainties of 0.02 and 0.01 mag, respectively
in the OGLE and Gaia band as systematic uncertainty in photome-
try (Soszyński et al. 2015; Evans et al. 2018), the errors increase to
1.◦01 and 0.◦53, respectively. These error values are corresponding
to the case of considering multi-phase PL relations with break to
determine the LMC viewing angle parameters. We have calculated
and presented both the statistical and systematic uncertainties in the
viewing angle parameters for all the other cases in both Table 1 and
Table 2.

3.4 PC Relations at Maximum/Minimum Light and PLC
relation at Mean Light

The PC and PL relations of Cepheids are related to each other through
the PLC relations. The PLC relations offer an insight in understand-
ing the intrinsic scatter observed in the PC and PL relations (Kanbur
& Hendry 1996). In other words, the variation in surface tempera-
tures of Cepheids corresponding to the same period is explained by
the PLC relations. On the other hand, the hydrodynamics of the outer
envelope of classical Cepheids can be extensively studied and under-
stood using the PC relations (Simon et al. 1993; Kanbur & Ngeow
2004; Bhardwaj et al. 2014; Das et al. 2020).

In this study, the nature of PC and PLC relations of the FU-
mode Cepheids are explored at phases corresponding to extinction
corrected maximum, minimum, and mean light based on different
reddening values. The reddening values obtained from the multi-
phase PL relations with/without break are used for this purpose.
The resulting PC relations are then compared to the one where the
extinction correction is done based on the Skowron et al. (2021)
reddening map. The (𝑉− 𝐼) colour terms corresponding to the OGLE
(𝑉, 𝐼) bands are determined using maximum, minimum, and mean
light as in the following (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004, 2006):

(𝑉 − 𝐼)max =𝑉max − 𝐼phmax,

(𝑉 − 𝐼)min =𝑉min − 𝐼phmin,

(𝑉 − 𝐼)mean =⟨𝑉⟩ − ⟨𝐼⟩. (24)

Here 𝐼phmax/𝐼phmin represents the 𝐼−band magnitude corresponding
to the phase of maximum/minimum light in the 𝑉 band. The terms
⟨𝐼⟩ and ⟨𝑉⟩ denote the mean light in 𝑉 and 𝐼 band, respectively.

The existence of breaks in the PC relations of FU-mode Cepheids
in the LMC at a period 10 d have been reported in several earlier stud-
ies (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004; Bhardwaj et al. 2014; Das et al. 2020;
Kurbah et al. 2023). Hence, the PC relations are fitted with/without
considering PC breaks at 𝑃 = 10 d. The resulting fitted values are
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shown in Table 3. The parameters 𝛼, 𝛽 denote the intercept and slope
of the PC relations, respectively. The subscripts all, 𝑆 and 𝐿 denote
models covering all, short and long-period Cepheids, respectively.

The PC slopes obtained at maximum magnitude without consid-
ering break are found to be similar in either of the cases where the
extinction corrections are implemented using the derived reddening
values and those obtained from Skowron et al. (2021). The same is
also found to be true for the PC slopes obtained at minimum light.
Furthermore, the slopes of PC relations at minimum light are found
to be steeper than at maximum light, and is consistent with the results
obtained in earlier studies (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004; Bhardwaj et al.
2014; Kurbah et al. 2023).

The results of extinction-corrected PC relations considering a
break at 𝑃 = 10 d are obtained based on three different sets of
reddening values and are plotted in Fig. 7. The figures in the first two
panels depict the PC relations when maximum/minimum light are
extinction corrected using the reddening values obtained from multi-
phase PL relations with/without break, respectively. On the other
hand, the figures in the third panel represent the extinction-corrected
PC relations at maximum/minimum light based on the reddening
values obtained from the (Skowron et al. 2021) reddening map. Al-
though the nature of the PC slopes and intercepts for each column
show expected behaviour at maximum/minimum light, slight varia-
tions in the steepness of the PC slopes/intercepts may be observed.

In particular, the long period FU-mode Cepheid PC relations at
maximum light are found to be flatter as compared to short period
ones in all the cases. However, utilizing the reddening values derived
from multi-phase PL relations without break yields a slightly sloped
PC relation as compared to the other two sets. On the other hand,
the slopes of extinction corrected PC relations at minimum light are
found to be slightly more for long period Cepheids when compared
with the short period counterparts, which is consistent with the results
in the literature. The change in slopes of PC relations at minimum
light in the long period range are found to be more using the reddening
values obtained from both the multi-phase PL relations with break
and the Skowron et al. (2021) reddening map (refer to the first and
third panels in Fig. 7). However, only a marginal change can be
observed in PC slopes for the long period Cepheids with respect to
the short period ones (refer to the second column in Fig. 7 when
the reddening values obtained from multi-phase PL relations with
no-break are considered.

Furthermore, the slopes of PC relations for long period FU
Cepheids using minimum light are found to be steeper as compared
to those using maximum light, independent of the choice of redden-
ing map. This is an important result. The flatter PC relations at the
phase of maximum light as compared to those at minimum light well
captures the interaction of the HIF with the stellar photosphere of
Cepheids. This has been reported in details by several earlier studies,
both empirically and theoretically (Kanbur & Ngeow 2004; Bhard-
waj et al. 2014; Das et al. 2020; Kurbah et al. 2023). Thus, it can
be argued that the application of the reddening values obtained in
this study yields results that are consistent with the physics of stellar
pulsation for Cepheids.

The results of PLC relations using mean light in OGLE 𝑉 and
𝐼 bands are presented in Table 4. The PLC relations are obtained
separately for three sets in both the photometric bands using the
mean light corrected for extinction using the three reddening maps.
The results show that the coefficient of the colour term (𝑉 − 𝐼) is a
non-zero positive number in each case. The results of the statistical
𝐹− test for the existence of the colour term are also presented in
Table 4. The 𝑝(𝐹) values corresponding to the 𝐹−values of the

PLC relations are all found to be < 10−5, indicating a significant
(𝑉 − 𝐼) colour term at mean light. Furthermore, these results show
that the PLC relations are consistent with each other independent of
the choice of reddening map.

4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The archival light curve data of more than 3290 common Classical
Cepheids in the LMC available in OGLE-IV (𝑉 , 𝐼) and Gaia photo-
metric bands (𝐺BP, 𝐺 and 𝐺RP) are exploited for the analysis in the
present study. The multi-band Cepheid light curves are phased and
multi-phase data are extracted for 50 phase points over a complete
pulsation cycle.

The multi-phase PL relations are obtained in all the five bands by
applying a two-step iterative method. In the first step, multi-phase
PL relations are obtained without correcting for distance modulus
and reddening. The PL relations are obtained with/without consider-
ing PL break at 𝑃 = 10 days for FU-mode and at 𝑃 = 2.5 days for
FO-mode Cepheids. These multi-phase PL relations are used to de-
termine the apparent distance modulus values (Δ𝜇𝑖, 𝑗 ) of individual
Cepheids in multi-wavelength bands. The individual values of true
distance modulus (Δ𝜇0,𝑖) and reddening (Δ𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼)𝑖) of Cepheids
relative to the mean LMC values are obtained in the second step
by carrying out a simultaneous fit to the apparent distance modulus
values with a reddening law using 𝑅𝑉 = 3.23.

The absolute values of distance modulus and reddening are de-
termined for individual Cepheids by adding the values of Δ𝜇0,𝑖 and
Δ𝐸 (𝑉 − 𝐼)𝑖 to the mean LMC values taken from the literature. The
values of distance (𝐷) along with the given RA-DEC (𝛼, 𝛿) val-
ues are then used to determine the three-dimensional distribution of
Cepheids in the LMC in terms of the Cartesian (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) coordinates.
The reddening maps are constructed using PL relations with/without
break. The maps are found to be consistent with each other as well
as with those obtained in the literature.

The LMC viewing angle parameters are obtained by fitting a plane
of the form 𝑧 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑦) to the three-dimensional distribution of
Cepheids in the disk of LMC in Cartesian coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧). The
inclination (𝑖) and position angles (𝜃lon) are determined based on
PL relations with/without break. The values of position angles are
found to be within 0.1𝜎 − 1.4𝜎 of those obtained by Nikolaev et al.
(2004), Koerwer (2009) and Deb et al. (2018), respectively. However,
position angle parameter values obtained in this study have been
found to differ by 2.5𝜎 − 6𝜎 as compared to those obtained by Inno
et al. (2016) and Ripepi et al. (2022). Furthermore, the inclination
angle parameters obtained in this study are found to be consistent
with that obtained by Koerwer (2009) and Inno et al. (2016) within
0.1𝜎 − 1.4𝜎 levels. However, there is a difference of 3𝜎 − 6𝜎 in
the inclination angle parameters as compared to those obtained in
some earlier studies (Nikolaev et al. 2004; Deb et al. 2018; Ripepi
et al. 2022). The results of LMC viewing angle parameters closely
match with the values as those obtained by Koerwer (2009) using
RC stars. The systematic uncertainty in the determination of LMC
viewing angle parameters is found to be 0.◦82 and 0.◦43, respectively.
These increase to 1.◦01 and 0.◦53, respectively when the systematic
uncertainties in the OGLE and Gaia band photometry are propagated.

The use of multi-phase PL relations significantly reduces the statis-
tical and systematic uncertainties in the viewing angle parameters as
compared to those obtained from the mean-light PL relations in this
study. This demonstrates a clear advantage of using multi-phase PL
relations over the mean-light PL relations in determining the LMC
geometry with improved accuracy and precision.

MNRAS 000, 1–16 (2023)



10 G. Bhuyan et al.

Table 3. PC relations of FU-mode Cepheids in the LMC used in this study.

𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) source 𝛼a
(all) 𝛽b

(all) 𝜎(all) 𝛼L 𝛽L 𝜎L 𝛼S 𝛽S 𝜎S

Max
MPPLc with break 0.237 ± 0.005 0.280 ± 0.008 0.07 0.62 ± 0.06 −0.09 ± 0.05 0.07 0.196 ± 0.005 0.357 ± 0.009 0.06

MPPL without break 0.237 ± 0.005 0.281 ± 0.007 0.07 0.80 ± 0.06 −0.26 ± 0.05 0.07 0.179 ± 0.005 0.388 ± 0.009 0.06
Skowron et al. (2021) 0.288 ± 0.008 0.287 ± 0.012 0.11 0.66 ± 0.09 −0.08 ± 0.08 0.11 0.242 ± 0.009 0.366 ± 0.014 0.10

Min
MPPL with break 0.544 ± 0.003 0.304 ± 0.005 0.05 0.34 ± 0.05 0.51 ± 0.04 0.06 0.580 ± 0.003 0.234 ± 0.005 0.04

MPPL without break 0.544 ± 0.003 0.305 ± 0.005 0.05 0.56 ± 0.05 0.30 ± 0.04 0.06 0.582 ± 0.003 0.229 ± 0.005 0.04
Skowron et al. (2021) 0.595 ± 0.006 0.311 ± 0.009 0.09 0.36 ± 0.08 0.54 ± 0.07 0.09 0.623 ± 0.005 0.248 ± 0.008 0.06

a 𝛼 parameters denote the intercepts of the PC relations.
b 𝛽 parameters denote the slopes of the PC relations.
c MPPL is the acronym for multi-phase PL relations.
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Figure 7. PC relations of LMC FU mode Cepheids with breaks at 𝑃 = 10 days. The figures in the first two panels show the PC relations at maximum/minimum
light where the magnitudes are corrected for extinction based on the reddening values obtained from non-linear and linear multi-phase PL relations, respectively.
The figures in the third panel depict the same obtained using Skowron et al. (2021) reddening map.

Table 4. Mean magnitude PLC relations of FU mode Cepheids in the LMC with the 𝐹-test values for the colour term.

𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) source 𝛼a
𝜆

Slopes 𝐹-Value
𝛽b
𝜆

𝐶c
𝜆

(×103 )

𝑉-band
MPPLd with break 15.90 ± 0.02 −3.26 ± 0.02 2.43 ± 0.02 18.10

MPPL without break 15.90 ± 0.02 −3.26 ± 0.02 2.43 ± 0.02 18.21
Skowron et al. (2021) 15.96 ± 0.02 −3.24 ± 0.02 2.34 ± 0.02 11.45

𝐼-band
MPPL with break 15.84 ± 0.01 −3.19 ± 0.01 1.47 ± 0.01 13.25

MPPL without break 15.84 ± 0.01 −3.19 ± 0.01 1.48 ± 0.01 16.10
Skowron et al. (2021) 15.88 ± 0.01 −3.17 ± 0.01 1.42 ± 0.01 5.15

a 𝛼 parameters denote the intercepts of the PLC relations.
b 𝛽 parameters denote the coefficients of log 𝑃 in the PLC relations.
c 𝐶 parameters denote the coefficients of (𝑉 − 𝐼 )mean in the PLC relations.
d MPPL is the acronym for multi-phase PL relations.
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The PC relations of the FU-mode Cepheids in the LMC are ob-
tained using maximum and minimum light in OGLE 𝑉 and 𝐼 bands
with/without considering break at 𝑃 = 10 d. The PC relations are
obtained separately by applying extinction correction using the red-
dening values obtained in this study with/without PL break and those
from the Skowron et al. (2021) reddening map. The PC relations at
maximum/minimum light without considering break are found to be
free from the choice of reddening values used. On the other hand,
when a break 𝑃 = 10 d is considered, the PC relations are found
to be weakly sensitive to the choice of reddening values. However,
the PC slopes at maximum light are found to be flatter than those at
minimum light and is independent of the choice of reddening values.
These results thus show that the extinction-corrected PC relations
based on the reddening values determined from the multi-phase PL
relations are consistent with the findings of earlier studies and can
accurately describe the physics of stellar pulsation in Cepheids.

The PLC relations of the FU mode Cepheids using mean light are
obtained in OGLE (𝑉, 𝐼) photometric bands. The PLC relations are
obtained in three sets by applying extinction correction to mean light
using the reddening values obtained from multi-phase PL relations
with/without break and those from Skowron et al. (2021). The PLC
relations are found to be similar in each band for all the three sets.
The result of statistical 𝐹−test shows that the (𝑉 − 𝐼) colour term is
highly significant in both bands.
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APPENDIX A: ADDITIONAL FIGURES

APPENDIX B: SYSTEM OF EQUATIONS IN MATRIX
FORM

The multi-phase PL relations, distance modulus and the reddening
values are obtained using equations (5)-(10) as described in Sec-
tion 2.3. The matrix equations presented in the Section 2.3 are the
generalized formulations of equations employed to obtain the param-
eters. However, in practice the two-step iterative method makes use
of different sets of matrices in the matrix equations to solve for the
multi-phase PL relations, distance modulus and the reddening val-
ues. Two different types of GLM are used to obtain the multi-phase
PL relations: one without considering PL break or the “half model”
and the other allowing for a PL break or the “full model”. The equa-
tions presented here in matrix form are given in terms of the full
model. The generalized linear model used to obtain the multi-phase
PL relations in the first step is of the form:

y1 =X1q1 + 𝜉1. (B1)

Here the vector y1 contains the magnitudes (𝑚𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗 ) of Cepheids
in multiple wavelength at multiple phases. Here 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 . . . , 𝑁t;
where 𝑁t denotes the total number of stars. Furthermore, 𝑗 =

1, 2, 3, . . . , 𝐽, where 𝐽 = 50 represents the total number of phase
points. The vector q1 denotes the parameter matrix containing the
set of multi-phase PL slope (𝛽𝜆, 𝑗 ) and intercept (𝛼𝜆, 𝑗 ) parameters
in all photometric bands. The matrices y1 and 𝑞1 can be expressed
in the following form:

y1 =



𝑚𝑙
𝑉,1,1
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𝑉,2,1
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𝑉,3,1
.
.
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𝑉,1,1
.
.
.
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.
.
.

𝑚𝑠
𝑉,𝑁2 ,𝐽
.
.
.

𝑚𝑠
𝐺RP ,𝑁2 ,𝐽

 (𝑁t×𝐽×5,1)

; q1 =


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 (4𝐽×5,1)

. (B2)

Here the superscripts 𝑙 and 𝑠 stand for long and short period Cepheids.
The number of long and short period Cepheids are denoted by 𝑁1
and 𝑁2, respectively, and 𝑁t = 𝑁1 + 𝑁2. The matrix X1 contains the
set of equations representing the multi-phase PL relations in all the
five photometric bands. It is also referred to as the design matrix or
the equation matrix. It is given in the form:
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Figure A1. Representative light curves of an FU and FO mode Cepheid in the LMC in OGLE (𝑉, 𝐼 ) and Gaia (𝐺, 𝐺BP, 𝐺RP ) photometric bands. The light
curves are shifted in phase with respect to the epoch of maximum brightness in the 𝑉 band. The Fourier fit is shown with a solid line in red colour and the
magnitudes extracted at 50 different phase points on the Fourier fitted line are over-plotted with black points.
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Figure A2. Distribution of the number of photometric measurements in the light curves of LMC Cepheids in in OGLE (𝑉, 𝐼 ) and Gaia (𝐺, 𝐺BP, 𝐺RP ) bands.
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Figure A4. Dispersion in multi-phase PL relations of multi-photometric (𝑉, 𝐼, 𝐺, 𝐺BP, 𝐺RP) bands as a function of pulsation phase (Φ) for both FU &
FO-mode Cepheids before (first iteration) and after (second iteration) distance and reddening corrections, respectively. The figures in the left panel show
the dispersion in multi-phase PL relations for both FU and FO-mode Cepheids when no PL break is considered. The figures in the middle and right panels
demonstrate the same considering a PL break for both long and short period FU & FO-mode Cepheids, respectively.
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complete pulsation cycle for OGLE-IV and Gaia bands. The cyan coloured horizontal line corresponds to 𝐹 ∼ 3.0 which represents the 95% confidence level
(or p(F)=0.05). 𝐹−values above this line imply the presence of non-linearity in the PL relation.
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X1 =
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(B3)

The dimension or order of the matrices in the above are given as
their subscripts in parentheses. The system of equations represented
by equation (10) to obtain the corrections to true reddening values
and distance moduli of individual Cepheids are represented by the
GLM of the form:

y2 =X2q2 + 𝜉2. (B4)

Here the apparent distance modulus values of Cepheids determined
based on multi-phase PL relations constitute the vector y2. The vector
q2 represents the parameter matrix. In matrix form, they can be
expressed as follows:

y2 =


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.
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; q2 =
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The vector X2 has the form:

X2 =
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0 0 0 0 . . . 1 𝑅𝐼,𝑁

1 𝑅𝐺RP ,1 0 0 . . . 0 0
1 𝑅𝐺RP ,2 0 0 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

. . . .
.
.
.

.

.

.

1 𝑅𝐺RP ,𝑁 0 0 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
. . .

.

.

.
.
.
.

0 0 0 0 . . . 1 𝑅𝐺RP ,1
0 0 0 0 . . . 1 𝑅𝐺RP ,2
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

. . . .
.
.
.

.

.

.

0 0 0 0 . . . 1 𝑅𝐺RP ,𝑁

 (𝑁t×𝐽×5, 2𝑁t )

.

(B6)

The weight matrix C used in the WLS minimization to obtain the
values of Δ𝜇0,𝑖 and Δ𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉)0,𝑖 as well as the corrected multi-
phase PL relations has 1/𝜎2

𝜆,𝑖, 𝑗
as elements along its diagonal. It is

a square matrix of order (𝑁t × 𝐽 × 5, 𝑁t × 𝐽 × 5). It is given in the
following matrix form:
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C =



1/𝜎2
𝑉,1,1 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 . . . 0
0 1/𝜎2

𝑉,2,1 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 . . . 0
0 0 1/𝜎2

𝑉,3,1 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 . . . 0
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

.

.

. . . .
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

0 0 0 . . . 1/𝜎2
𝑉,𝑁t ,𝐽

0 . . . 0 . . . 0
0 0 0 0 . . . 1/𝜎2

𝐼,1,1 . . . 0 . . . 0
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

. . . .
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 1/𝜎2
𝐼,𝑁t ,𝐽

. . . 0
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

. . . .
.
.
. . . .

.

.

.
. . .

.

.

.

0 0 0 0 . . . 0 . . . 0 . . . 1/𝜎2
𝐺RP ,𝑁t ,𝐽



.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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