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A B ST R A C T

Using evolutionary population synthesis(EPS)we presentintegrated spectralenergy

distributions (ISEDs) and absorption-line indices de�ned by the Lick O bservatory

im age dissectorscanner(referred to asLick/IDS)system ,foran extensive setofin-

stantaneousburstsingle stellarpopulations(SSPs).The agesofthe SSPsare in the

range 1 � �=G yr� 19 and the m etallicities� 2:3 � [Fe=H]� + 0:2.O urm odelsuse

the rapid single stellarevolution (SSE)algorithm ofHurley,Pols& Tout(2000)for

thestellarevolutionary tracks,theem piricaland sem i-em piricalcalibrated BaSeL-2.0

m odelofLejeune,Cuisinier & Buser (1997,1998) for the library ofstellar spectra

and em pirical�tting functions ofW orthey et al.(1994) for the Lick/IDS spectral

absorption featureindices.

Applying our synthetic Lick/IDS absorption-line indices to the m erit function

we obtain the age and the m etallicity ofthe centralregion ofM 32,it can be well

interpreted with an instantaneous SSP with an age of� 6.5G yr and a m etallicity

sim ilarto solar.Applying thederived ageand them etallicity from them eritfunction

to a num ber ofindex-index diagram s,we �nd that the plots ofH � � F e5015 and

H � � F e5782 are the best index-index diagram s from which we can directly obtain

reasonableageand m etallicity.

K ey w ords: stars:evolution { galaxies:individual:M 32 { galaxies:stellarcontent.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Age e�ects often m ask m etallicity e�ects in the studies of

stellar populations (O ’Connell1976, 1986, 1994; W orthey

1992),and separating them is a cum bersom e a�air (Ren-

zini1986;Buzzoni,G ariboldi& M antegazza 1992;Buzzoni,

Chincarini& M olinari1993).The age-m etallicity degenera-

tion originatesfrom thefactthatincreasingeitherthem etal-

licity or the age m akes the integrated spectralenergy dis-

tribution (ISED )ofa singlestellarpopulation (SSP)redder

(Bressan,Chiosi& Tantalo 1996).

Previousstudiesshowed thatitisdi�cultto break this

degeneration only by broad-band colours (Arim oto 1996;

W orthey 1994).In order to solve this question,som e stud-

iesused spectralinform ation,instead ofcoloursonly,in the

evolutionary population synthesis (EPS) m odels (Bressan,

Chiosi& Fagotto 1994;Bruzual& Charlot 1993;Bruzual

1996,2003;Buzzoni1989;K odam a & Arim oto 1997;Tan-

talo et al.1996;Vazdekis 1999;W orthey 1994).W ith the

developm entofthesem odelsincluding spectralinform ation,

? E-m ail:gssephd@ public.km .yn.cn

the spectralresolution hasbeen im proved from about20�A

to 2�A (Vazdekis1999).

Furtherm ore,thesespectralinform ation hasbeen trans-

lated to the line strengths either by em pirical�tting poly-

nom ials (G orgas et al.1993;W orthey et al.1994;W orthey

& O ttaviani1997)orapproachesotherthan theLick �tting

functions(Peletier1989;Buzzoni1995).Theinclusion ofab-

sorption featureindicesin EPS m odelscould add thepower

ofdiagnostics to the study ofstellar populations (W orthey

1994),thereforesom estudieshaveincluded spectralabsorp-

tion feature indices into EPS m odels attem pting to under-

stand thestellarpopulations.Som eearlierEPS studiescon-

tained spectral indices include no m etallicity dependence

(Bruzual1983;Tinsley 1972a,b;Tinsley & G unn 1976) or

areotherwiselim ited in scope(Aaronson etal.1978;Frogel,

Persson & Cohen 1980;M ould 1978;Tripicco & Bell1992).

Recently,the spectral absorption indices have been com -

bined system atically in EPS studies,in those m odels som e

m odelbuilders use the absorption feature indices at inter-

m ediateresolution (9�A)ofLick system (Bruzual1996,2003;

Jones & W orthey 1995;K urth,Alvensleben & Fricke 1999;

Peletier1989;Vazdekisetal.1996;Vazdekis1999;W orthey

1994),which has been accepted by m any investigators and

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403299v1
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widely used in their studies;other m odelbuilders use the

indicesatconsiderably higherresolution (FW HM � 2�A)in

Rose system (Buzzonietal.1992,1993;G orgasetal.1993;

Rose 1994;Vazdekis1999,2001).

SSPsareassem bliesofchem ically hom ogeneousand co-

evalsingle stars,the star form ation history of any stellar

system can be described by a superposition ofSSP m odels

with di�erentagesand m etallicities.StudyingSSPscan help

usto understand the evolution ofclustersand galaxies,the

distribution ofm etallicities,and to quantify thestarform a-

tion history ofthegalaxies.In thispaperwealso investigate

SSPswith a system aticand self-consistentsetofstellarevo-

lution m odels by Pols et al.(1998),spectrallibrary { the

BaSeL-2.0 m odel(Lejeune 1997;Lejeune etal.1997,1998)

and the spectralabsorption feature indices ofLick system

(G orgasetal.1993;W orthey etal.1994).

The outline ofthe paperisasfollows.In Section 2,we

describe our SSPs m odels and algorithm .In Section 3,we

give the results and discussion.In Section 4,we apply the

observed spectralindicesto them eritfunction to determ ine

theageand them etallicity forSSP-likeassem bly.Finally we

presentthe sum m ary and conclusionsin Section 5.

2 M O D EL D ESC R IP T IO N

2.1 Input physics

In thisstudy we use the stellarevolutionary m odelsofPols

et al.(1998) obtained with the Eggleton stellar evolution-

ary code (Eggleton 1971, 1972, 1973;Han,Podsiadlowski

& Eggleton 1994;Pols et al.1995) and the em piricaland

sem i-em piricalcalibrated BaSeL-2.0 stellar spectrallibrary

ofLejeune,Cuisinier& Buser(1997,1998).

Instead of using a tabular form in the previous EPS

studies(Schalleretal.1992;Charbonneletal.1993;M owlavi

etal.1998)wechoosetheevolutionary m odelsofPolsetal.

(1998)in theconvenientform oftherapid single starevolu-

tion (SSE)packagepresented byHurley,Pols& Tout(2000).

Exceptfora setofanalytic evolution functions�tted to the

Polsetal.(1998)m odeltracks,theSSE packageextendsthe

tracks by including a description ofthe rem nant phases of

stellarevolution,such asthewhitedwarfcooling track,and

supplem entsthe m odelsofPolsetal.(1998)by including a

prescription form assloss,which hasbeen neglected by the

m odelsofPolsetal.(1998).Thedetailed descriptionsabout

thestellarevolutionary m odelsofPolsetal.(1998),theSSE

package of Hurley et al.(2000) and the BaSeL-2.0 stellar

spectra library ofLejeuneetal.(1997,1998)havebeen pre-

sented in Zhang etal.(2002,paperI),so we do notdiscuss

them here.W erefertheinterested readerto parts2 and 3 of

paperIforthem .In thispaperthefactor� (Reim ers’m ass-

loss coe�cient,Reim ers 1975) is taken to be 1/4 (Renzini

1981;Iben & Renzini1983;Carraro etal.1996).

Except for the ISED s,we will also calculate a series

ofLick/ID S (im age dissector scanner) spectralabsorption

feature indices. The Lick/ID S indices are the absorption

strengthsin ’feature’bandpass,and the’feature’regionsare

listed in Table 1 ofW orthey et al.(1994).In Lick system

21 absorption features are included,six di�erentm olecular

bands(CN4150,G band,M gH,M gH + M gb,and two TiO

bands) and 14 di�erent blends ofatom ic absorption lines.

Theindicesofm olecularbandsareexpressed in m agnitudes,

the atom ic features indices are expressed in angstrom s of

equivalentwidth (EW ).

TheLick/ID S absorption-lineindicesaregiven by a se-

ries ofem pirical�tting functions ofW orthey et al.(1994)

asa function ofTe� ,logg,and m etallicity [Fe/H].Thee�ec-

tive tem perature spansa range 2100 � Te� =K � 11000 and

the m etallicity is in the range � 1:0 � [Fe=H]� + 0:5.The

indices in the Lick system were extracted from the spectra

of460 starsobtained between 1972 and 1984 using the red-

sensitiveID S and Cassegrain spectrograph on the3m Shane

telescope atLick O bservatory.The spectra coverthe range

4000 � 6400�A,with a resolution of� 8�A (W orthey et al.

1994).

2.2 M odelinput

Forthe EPS ofan instantaneousburstSSP the m ain input

m odelparam eters are:(i) the initialm ass function (IM F),

which gives the relative num ber ofstars in di�erent evolu-

tionary stages;(ii) the lower and upper m ass cut-o�s M l

and M u;(iii) the relative age,�,ofthe SSP;and (iv) the

m etallicity Z ofthe stars.

W e use the IM F of K roupa, Tout & G ilm ore (1993,

hereafterK TG ).The K TG IM F takesthe form

�(M )= A �

(
0:035M

� 1:3
if 0:08 � M < 0:5;

0:019M
� 2:2

if 0:5 � M < 1:0;

0:019M � 2:7 if 1:0 � M < 1 ;

(1)

where A is a norm alization constant and M is the stellar

m assin solarunits.Therelativenum berofstarsin them ass

rangeM ! M + dM is�(M )dM where�(M )isnorm alized

by

Z
M u

M l

�(M )M dM = 1: (2)

Taking the lowerand upperm asslim its,M l and M u,ofthe

stellarm assrange as0:1M � and 120M � respectively,gives

the norm alization constantsA ’ 16:4 forthe K TG IM F.

2.3 A lgorithm

O nce the inputphysicsdatabase is given,we obtain evolu-

tionary param eterssuch aslum inosity L,e�ectivetem pera-

tureTe� ,radiusR and m assM foreach starin a SSP using

the SSE algorithm ,transform these evolutionary param e-

terstostellarux with theBaSeL-2.0 stellarspectralm odel,

and obtain absorption feature indices ofthe Lick/ID S sys-

tem using the�tting functionsofW orthey etal.(1994).By

thefollowing equations(3 -5)we can obtain theintegrated

m onochrom atic ux and absorption feature indices for an

instantaneousSSP ofa particularage and m etallicity.

In the following equations,a param eteridenti�ed by a

capitalletteron theleft-hand siderepresentstheintegrated

SSP,whilethecorresponding param eterin m inusculeon the

right-hand side is for stars.The integrated m onochrom atic

ux ofa SSP isde�ned as

F�;�;Z =

Z M u

M l

�(M )� f� � dM ; (3)
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where f� is the SED ofstars with m ass M and m etallicity

Z ata relative age of�.

Theintegrated absorption featureindexoftheLick/ID S

system isaux-weighed one.Forthei� th atom icabsorption

line,itisexpressed in equivalentwidth (W ,in�A),

W i;�;Z =

R
M u

M l

w i� fi;C � � �(M )� dM

R
M u

M l

fi;C � � �(M )� dM
; (4)

where w i isthe equivalentwidth ofthe i� th index ofstars

with m ass M and m etallicity Z at a relative age of�,and

fi;C � isthecontinuum ux atthem idpointofthei� th ’fea-

ture’passband;and forthei� th m olecularline,thefeature

index isexpressed in m agnitude,

C i;�;Z = � 2:5

R
M u

M l

10� 0:4ci � fi;C � � �(M )� dM

R
M u

M l

fi;C � � �(M )� dM
; (5)

where ci is the m agnitude ofthe i� th index ofstars with

m assM and m etallicity Z atage �.

For stars cooler than 3570K , the �tting functions of

W orthey et al.(1994) use two com pletely di�erent sets of

coe�cientsforgiantsand dwarfs,so we m ustgivea criteria

to distinguish them .W e adopt the description ofVazdekis

etal.(1996)forgiantsand dwarfs,i.e.,

n
dwarfs; if logg � 4:0;

giants; if logg � 3:5:
(6)

while for stars with gravity in the range 3:5 < logg < 4:0,

V � K isused to discrim inate two classesofstars,i.e.,

n
dwarfs; if (V � K )� logg� 6;

giants; if (V � K )> logg� 6:
(7)

3 R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In this part we present the ISED s at interm ediate resolu-

tion (10�A in the ultraviolet and 20�A in the visible) and

the Lick/ID S absorption-feature indices for SSPs over a

large range of age and m etallicity: 1 � � � 19G yr and

� 2:3 � [Fe=H]� + 0:2.As a check on our m odels we com -

pareoursyntheticISED swith thoseofW orthey (1994,here-

after G W ) and that ofNG C 6838,and com pare our syn-

theticLick/ID S absorption-featureindiceswith thevaluesof

W orthey (1994),Vazdekisetal.(1996,hereafterVCPB)and

K urth et al.(1999,hereafter K AF),and those ofG alactic

and M 31 globularclusters.

3.1 Integrated SpectralEnergy D istribution

In Figs. 1 and 2 we give the variation of the interm edi-

ate resolution ISED with age and m etallicity over a wide

wavelength range,3:3 � log(�=�A) � 5:0. The ux is ex-

pressed in m agnitude and is norm alized to zero at 2.2�m .

Figs.1 and 2 show that the e�ects ofage and m etallicity

on the ISED sare sim ilar,i.e.,the ISED stend to be redder

with increasing age or m etallicity in the wavelength region

of3:3 � log(�=�A)� 4:3.

Figure 1.Theintegrated spectralenergy distributionsasa func-

tion of age for solar-m etallicity SSPs.From top to bottom the

age �= 2,5,8 and 16G yr respectively.The  ux is expressed in

m agnitude and isnorm alized to zero at2.2�m .

Figure 2.Theintegrated spectralenergy distributionsasa func-

tion of m etallicity for SSPs at age of� = 16G yr.From top to

bottom the m etallicity Z is0.0001,0.003,0.001,0.004,0.01,0.02

and 0.03 respectively.The ux isalso expressed in m agnitudeand

isnorm alized to zero at2.2�m .

3.1.1 Com parison with the results ofprevious studies

To test our m odels we com pare our synthetic ISED s with

those of G W for the young (� = 2G yr) and the old

(� = 12G yr) SSPs with solar-m etallicity in the top pan-

els of Figs. 3 and 4, respectively.The ISED s of G W are

based on his work in 1994 and from his private hom epage

(astro.wsu.edu/worthey/dial/diala m odel.htm l),which al-

lows one to obtain ISED s and the Lick/ID S absorption

feature indices for arbitrary m ixtures ofsingle-burst SSPs

with ages in the range 1 � � � 18G yr and m etallicities

in the range � 2 � [Fe=H]� + 0:5 (but not for m etallicity

[Fe=H]< � 0:225 with age � < 8G yr).

Figs.3 and 4 show signi�cantdisagreem entoftheISED

in two wavelength regions, the larger one is in the far-

ultravioletregion (log(�=�A)< 3:3),them inorisin thevisi-
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Figure 3. In the top panel com parison of ISED s for SSPs

with age � = 2G yr and solar m etallicity is shown for this work

(solid line) and W orthey (dashed line).In order to analyze the

discrepancy ofISED swe also give the ISED sforourSSPsdrawn

from the SalpeterIM F with slope �= 2:35 (dot-dash line,in the

far-ultravioletregion overlapping the ISED with the K TG IM F)

and that for our SSPs drawn from the K TG IM F but without

PEAG B (seethede� nition in thetext)starsincluded (dotted line,

in the far-ultravioletregion overlapping G W ’sISED ).The  ux is

also expressed in m agnitude and isnorm alized to zero at2.2�m .

In the bottom panel the fractionalcontributions ofdi� erent

evolutionary stage to the total  ux is shown for corresponding

SSPs.The abbreviations are explained in the text.

bleand infra-red regions(i.e.,3:5 < log(�=�A)< 4:2).In the

�rstwavelength region ourISED iscom pletely di�erentfrom

that ofG W ,in the second region this work exhibits bluer

continuum than that of G W .Com paring the discrepancy

ofISED in the visualand infra-red regions for the young

and the old SSPs it seem s that this discrepancy in ISED s

increaseswith age.

(1 ) M odelCom parison

In ordertoinvestigatewhatactually causesthediscrep-

ancy between ourISED sand those ofG W ,we �rstdiscuss

the di�erences between these two EPS m odels.This work

di�ersfrom thatofG W by the adoption of

� di�erent stellar evolutionary m odels.W e use the stel-

Figure 4.Sim ilarto Fig. 3,but foran age of12G yr.

lar evolutionary m odels ofPols et al.(1998),whereas G W

use the stellar evolutionary isochrones by VandenBerg and

collaborators (VandenBerg 1985,1992;VandenBerg & Bell

1985;VandenBerg & Laskarides1987)and the revised Yale

isochrones(G reen & D em arque1987).And in theG W m odel

the post asym ptotic giant branch (AG B) stars are not in-

cluded.

� di�erent stellar spectrallibraries.W e use the BaSeL-

2.0 library,which isbased on severaloriginalgridsofm odel

atm osphere spectra:K urucz(1995,private com m unication)

for O to late -K stars;Fulks et al.(1994) and Bessell et

al. (1989, 1991) for M giants in the tem perature range

3500� 2500K ;and Allard & Hauschildt(1995)forM dwarfs,

whereasG W used the theoreticalspectra ofK urucz (1992)

forstarshotterthan 3750K and com positespectra forcooler

starsby patching togetherm odelatm ospheres(Besselletal.

1989,1991,and referencestherein)and opticalobservational

spectra ofM giantsG unn & Stryker(1983).

� di�erent IM F shapes.W e use the K TG IM F (K roupa

et al.1993),whereas G W adopt the Salpeter IM F with a

slope of� = 2:35 (Salpeter1955),i.e.,

�(M )= C � M
� 2:35

(8)

where C isa norm alization constant.

Thedi�erencebetween ourISED sand thoseofG W can

possibly be attributed to either the choice ofstellar evolu-
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Figure 5.Theoreticalisochronesof2G yrand 12G yrold,instan-

taneous burst stellar populations with solar m etallicity.R esults

from thiswork,G W ,K A F and VCPB are shown.

tionary m odels,thespectrallibrary,theIM F and/orthein-

clusion ofpostAG B in EPS m odel.In thetop panelsofFigs.

3 and 4 we supplem entthe ISED drawn from the Salpeter

IM F with slope � = 2:35 and the ISED from the K TG

IM F butno therm ally pulsing giantbranch/proto planetary

nebula/planetary nebula (TPAG B/PPN/PN,these phases

are beyond "early asym ptotic giant branch [EAG B]", are

collectively term ed "postEAG B [PEAG B]")starsincluded

for solar m etallicity SSPs at ages of2G yr and 12G yr.In

the bottom panels we give the fractionalcontributions of

di�erent evolutionary stage to the totalux for 2G yr and

12G yrSSPsofsolarm etallicity.In itvariousabbreviations

are used to assign the evolution phases.They are as fol-

lows: "M S" stands for m ain-sequence stars, "HG " stands

forHertzsprung gap;"G B" standsforthe�rstgiantbranch;

"CHeB" standsfor core helium burning;and the M S is di-

vided into two phasesto distinguish deeply orfully convec-

tive low-m assstars(M < 0:7M � )and starsofhigherm ass

with little orno convective envelope (M � 0:7M � ).

(2 ) Analysis ofthe Di�erence ofISEDsin the

far-ultravioletRegion

First, the adoption of di�erent spectral libraries can

not cause signi�cant discrepancy of ISED s in the region

log(�=�A) < 3:3.The reason is that the totallight in this

wavelength region is dom inated by PEAG B stars (see the

bottom panels ofFigs.3 and 4),in an exact word,by PN

stars with tem perature log(Te� =K )> 5:0.For these hotter

PN stars the G W m odeland our m odelactually use the

sam e spectrallibrary.

Furtherm ore,thetop panelsofFigs.3 and 4 show that

(i)the ISED ofG W in the far-ultravioletregion agree with

ourresultwith theK TG IM F butno PEAG B starsincluded

;(ii)two ISED soverlap forourSSPswith thedi�erentIM F

shapes,i.e.,the K TG IM F and the Salpeter IM F with a

slope of� = 2:35 in the region log(�=�A)< 3:3.

Therefore the signi�cant disagreem ent between our

ISED in theregion log(�=�A)< 3:3 and thatofG W isdom i-

nated bytheinclusion ofPN starsin PEAG B stageforSSPs,

and the IM F shape isnotthe m ain factor.

(3 ) Analysis ofthe Di�erence in the Visible and

Infra-red Region

From the bottom panelofFig.3 we see that the to-

talux in the visible and infra-red regionsisdom inated by

M S stars with m ass M � 0:7M � ,CHeB stars and cooler

TPAG B/PPN stars in PEAG B stage (only at wavelength

log(�=�A) > 3:9) for young SSPs (� = 2G yr). The con-

tribution ofM S stars to the light is greater than those of

CHeB and the cooler TPAG B/PPN stars in the region of

3.5 < log(�=�A)< 4.0,while the cooler TPAG B/PPN stars

m akethegreatestcontribution to thelightin theregion 4.0

< log(�=�A)< 4.2.

From thebottom panelofFig.4 weseethatthelightin

the visible and infra-red regions is dom inated by M S stars

with m ass M � 0:7M � ,CHeB stars and G B stars for old

SSPs (� = 12G yr).The contribution ofM S stars and G B

starsisgreaterthan thatoftheothertwoevolutionary stages

atshorterand longerwavelengths,respectively,and thecon-

tribution ofM S stars to the light is equalto G B at wave-

length log(�=�A)� 3.8.

Thetop panelsofFigs.3 and 4 show that(i)theinclu-

sion ofTPAG B/PPN starsin PEAG B stage in EPS m odels

can produce a signi�cant deviation ofISED s in the visible

and infra-red regions for the young SSPs (� = 2G yr),but

alm ostno e�ectforthe old SSPs(� = 12G yr).The reason

isthatthecoolerTPAG B/PPN starsin PEAG B stagecon-

tribute a lot to the light for young SSPs at the red end of

this region,but alm ost no light contribution for old SSPs

(see the bottom panels of Figs. 3 and 4). The relatively

greater contribution ofthe cooler TPAG B/PPN stars,for

young SSPs,is m ainly caused by the fact that the relative

num berofthe TPAG B/PPN stars is greater than that for

old SSPs.(ii)For� = 2G yrSSPs,theISED sforSSPswith-

outPEAG B starsincluded are asm uch as� 1m ag greater

than those for SSPs including PEAG B stars.This reason

ofthe blueness ofISED s is that the SSPs would look like

youngerand the ISED strend to be bluerifom itting those

cooler TPAG B/PPN stars in PEAG B stage.(iii) Also for

� = 2G yrSSPs,the discrepancy in ISED sarising from the

inclusion ofTPAG B/PPN stars is larger than that arising

from the di�erentm odels (the G W m odeland ourm odel).



6 F.Zhang etal.

Figure 6. The � t to the ISED of N G C 6838 (dotted line) in

the range 4000-6400�A .The m odel ISED is for a SSP with so-

lar m etallicity and 12.6G yr (solid line).The  ux is expressed in

m agnitude and isnorm alized to zero at5500�A .

(iv)the adoption ofdi�erentIM F shapesalm ostdo notaf-

fecttheISED sin thevisibleand infra-red regions.Thiscan

beinferred from theuniquenessofISED sbetween thevalues

with the K TG IM F and those with the SalpeterIM F with

slope � = 2:35.

Besidesthe inclusion ofPEAG B stars,the adoption of

di�erentspectrallibrary and evolutionary m odelscan result

in thedeviation ofISED sin thevisibleand infra-red regions.

In Fig.5 we plottheoreticalisochronesforsolar-m etallicity

SSPsatagesof2G yrand 12G yr,ascalculated by G W and

thiswork.Itrevealsthreesigni�cantdeviationsbetween the

two isochrones:(i)M S starswith m assM � 0:7M � (corre-

sponding roughly to logTe� of3.6)in ourm odelsarelightly

cooler than that in the G W m odels;(ii) sub-giant stars in

our m odels are signi�cantly bluer.The cooler M S stars in

ourm odelscausereddervisibleand infra-red continuum ,the

hotter G B stars cause bluercontinuum ,and the reddening

ofISED scaused by coolerM S starsiscom pensated by the

hotterG B stars.

In sum m ary the discrepancy between ourISED sin the

visible and infra-red regionsand those ofG W isnotcaused

m ainly by the adoption of di�erent IM F shapes,i.e., the

K TG IM F and the SalpeterIM F with a slope of� = 2:35,

but by the adoption ofdi�erent stellar evolutionary m od-

elsand spectrallibrary in EPS m odel.The inclusion ofthe

cooler TPABB/PPN stars in PEAG B stage can produce a

signi�cant deviation ofISED s for young SSPs,but alm ost

no e�ectforold SSPsin thisregion.

3.1.2 Com parison with the ISED ofNG C 6838

W ecom parem odelISED swith thatofNG C 6838.Thespec-

traldataofNG C 6838isfrom Trageretal.(1998)and covers

4000-6400�A,itsresolution is1.25�A.Theresultrevealsthat

NG C 6838 can be�tted by a SSP with solarm etallicity and

an ageof� 12.6G yr.In Fig.6 wepresenttheISED ofNG C

6838 and the m odelISED foran SSP with solarm etallicity

and an age of� 12.6G yr,the ux is expressed in m agni-

tudeand isnorm alized to zero at5500�A.From Fig.6 wesee

that the agreem ent between m odeland observed spectrum

is quite wellin the range � < 4300�A ,butthe agreem ent is

notso good forshorterregion.

3.2 Lick/ID S absorption feature indices

In Table1wepresentallresulting Lick/ID S spectralabsorp-

tion feature indices for 7 m etallicities from Z = 0:0001 to

Z = 0:03.AllindicesexceptforH � increase with increasing

age and m etallicity,and the variation ofthese indices with

age islargeratearly age.

3.2.1 Com parison with the results ofprevious studies

In Fig. 7 we give the evolution of the Lick/ID S spectral

absorption feature indices for solar-m etallicity SSPs with

the K TG IM F, supplem ented with the indices for solar-

m etallicity SSPsobtained by G W (1994),VCPB (1996)and

K AF (1999).Except for C N 1,C N 2,C a4277,N aD ,TiO 1

and TiO 2 indices,which show m uch stronger discrepancies

between the studies,allindices agree with those of other

studies.

(1 ) Description ofthe VCPB and the K AF m odel

The VCPB m odeladopts the theoreticalisochrones of

Bertelliet al.(1994),em piricalspectra whenever possible,

the�ttingfunctionsforC N 1 and C N 2 indicesfrom Vazdekis

et al. (1996) and the �tting functions for the other Lick

indices from W orthey et al.(1994),and two IM F shapes:

unim odaland bim odal.The unim odalIM F takesthe from

�(M )= �M
� �

(9)

where� forthesolarneighborhood isequalto 1.35 and � is

a constant.The bim odalIM F isdescribed by

�(M )= � �

(
0:4

� �
M � 0:2;

p(M ) 0:2 < M < 0:6;

M
� �

M � 0:6;

(10)

where p(M ) is a spline. For stars with m ass lower than

0:6M � the tracks are from Pols et al.(1998),as used by

us.

K AF used the evolutionary tracks from the Padova

group (Bressan et al. 1993; Fagotto et al. 1994a,b,c), for

lower m asses (0:08 � M < 0:5M � ) used the tracks of

Chabrier & Bara�e (1997),theoretical colour calibrations

from Lejeune et al.(1997,1998),�tting functions for stel-

lar atm ospheric indices from W orthey et al.(1994),and a

Salpeter-like IM F with a slope of1.35 (Salpeter1955).

(2 ) Analysis ofthe Disagreem entofIndices am ongst

those M odels

In ordertoinvestigatewhich factorscausethedi�erence

between oursyntheticLick/ID S absorption-line indicesand

those ofG W ,especially in the C N 1,C N 2,C a4277,N aD ,

TiO 1 and TiO 2 indices,in Fig.7 we also give the Lick/ID S

absorption feature indices for SSPs with the Salpeter IM F

with a slope of� = 2:35 and the indicesfor SSPswith the

K TG IM F but no PEAG B stars included in EPS m odel.

It shows that the choice ofthe IM F and the exclusion of
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Figure 7.Evolution ofabsorption indicesin Lick/ID S system forsolar-m etallicity instantaneousburstSSPs,according to severalrecent

EPS m odels (W orthey [1994,solid line + solid triangle],Vazdekis et al.[1996,solid line + solid square for the unim odalIM F,and

dashed-line + solid square forthe bim odalIM F],and K urth,A lvensleben & Fricke [1999,solid line + solid circle]).IndicesforourSSPs

drawn from the Salpeter IM F with slopes � = 2:35 [dashed line]and 1.35 [dot-dash],and the K TG IM F but no PEAG B starsincluded

[dotted line]are supplem ented.
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PEAG B stars give rise to only sm all changes in F e5406,

N aD ,TiO 1 and TiO 2 indices,and thedeviationsintroduced

by the IM F shape and the exclusion ofPEAG B stars are

sm aller than the discrepancies between the two m odels.So

thedisagreem entin theLick/ID S absorption-lineindicesbe-

tween ourwork and theG W m odelism ainly caused by the

adoption ofspectrallibrary and stellarevolutionary m odels.

Thee�ectsofadopting di�erentstellarevolutionary m odels

on the Lick/ID S indicesare asfollows:(i)Cooler M S stars

with m assM � 0:7M � in ourm odels(see Fig.5)m ake the

absorption-line indices at redder end (N aD ,TiO 1,TiO 2)

and theblueindex C a4277 higherbecause theseindicesde-

crease sharply with increasing tem perature,butm ake C N 1

and C N 2 lower.(ii)HotterG B starsin ourm odels(seeFig.

5) m ake N aD , TiO 1 and TiO 2 and C a4277 signi�cantly

lower,but C N 1 and C N 2 higher.(iii) The e�ect ofcooler

M S starson theLick/ID S indicesiscontrary to thatofhot-

terG B stars,and thedeviationsaredom inated by M S stars,

the reason isthe Lick/ID S indices coverthe region 4000 �

6000�A(i.e.,3.6 <
�
log(�=�A)<

�
3.8),in which the totallight

isdom inated by M S starswith m assM � 0:7M � .

K AF (1999) use the sam e spectral library (i.e., the

BaSeL-2.0 library) and the sam e �tting functions for

Lick/ID S absorption indices (i.e.the functions ofW orthey

et al., 1994) as those in our m odel. So the disagreem ent

between our absorption-line indices and those of K AF is

possibly introduced by the adoption ofdi�erent evolution-

ary m odels and the IM F shape.In Fig. 7 we give the in-

dices for SSPs with the Salpeter-like IM F with a slope of

� = 1:35,asused by K AF.Itshowsthatthedeviation aris-

ing from the IM F shape is sm aller than that arising from

the di�erent m odels.So the di�erence between this work

and theK AF m odelsism ainly caused by thechoice ofstel-

lar evolutionary m odels.In Fig. 5 the theoreticalPadova

isochronesused by K AF aregiven forsolar-m etallicity SSPs

atagesof2G yrand 12G yr.Itshowsthatthe tracksofM S

stars with M � 0:7M � in our m odels agree with those in

theK AF m odels.According theanalysisin theabovepara-

graph,i.e.,the deviations are dom inated by M S stars with

m ass M � 0:7M � ,we can draw the following conclusion:

the deviationsin the Lick/ID S indicesbetween ourm odels

and K AF m odelsaresm allerthan thosebetween ourm odels

and G W m odels,in fact,this conclusion coincide with the

com parison ofTiO 1 and TiO 2 in Fig. 7.

VCPB (1994)use di�erentstellarevolutionary m odels,

spectrallibrary and two di�erentIM F shapesfrom thosein

our m odels.In Fig.7 we give the indices from the VCPB

m odels for the unim odaland bim odalIM F with a slope of

2.35.Itshowsthatthesigni�cantdiscrepanciesbetween the

unim odaland bim odalm odelsexistin F e5709,N aD ,TiO 1

and TiO 1 indices.O urresultsarem uch closerto thosewith

the bim odalIM F than those with the unim odalIM F.The

di�erences between the results in our m odels and those in

the VCPB m odels are possibly caused by the adoption of

di�erentstellarevolutionarym odels,spectrallibrary and the

IM F shape.In fact,the VCPB and K AF m odelsadoptthe

sam e isochrones,i.e.,Padova isochrones(see Fig.5),so the

deviations ofLick/ID S indices introduced by the di�erent

evolutionary m odelsbetween ourand VCPB m odels,issam e

asthose between ourm odelsand K AF m odels.

Table 2.M anualofO bservationaldata

N A M E SA C O L S

1 M 31 4 SA

2 M 31 23 SA

3 M 31 42 SA

4 M 31 76 SA

5 M 31 87 SA

6 M 31 95 SA

7 M 31 99 SA

8 M 31 100 SA

9 M 31 116 SA

10 M 31 196 SA

11 M 31 282 SA

12 M 31 301 SA

13 M 31 M II SA

14 M 31 M IV SA

15 M 31 V 101 SA

16 M 31 V 12 SA

17 M 31 V 64 SA

18 N G C 2158 C

19 N G C 5024 C O

20 N G C 5272 C O

21 N G C 5904 C O

22 N G C 6171 C O

23 N G C 6205 C O

24 N G C 6218 C O

25 N G C 6229 C

26 N G C 6341 C O

27 N G C 6356 C O

28 N G C 6624 O L S

29 N G C 6637 C

30 N G C 6712 C O

31 N G C 6838 C O

32 N G C 6981 C

33 N G C 7006 C

34 N G C 7078 C O

35 N G C 7089 C O

36 M 32

3.2.2 Com parison with observed clusters

As another test, the m odel indices are checked against

a wide variety of available observations.W e com pare our

absorption-lineindiceswith thoseofG alacticand M 31 glob-

ular clusters and those ofthe circum nuclear region ofM 32

in m any index-index diagram s (210 diagram s in total,not

included in thispaper).The line strengthsofG alactic and

M 31 globularclustersarefrom Trageretal.(1998)and that

of M 32 from delBurgo et al.(2001, references therein ).

In the database ofTrager etal.(1998) 36 globularclusters

(18 M 31 and 18 G alactic clusters) are included (see Table

2).M 31 globular clusters are observed with the standard

aperture (1.4
00
� 1.4

00
,hereinafter’SA’).The G alactic glob-

ularclustersareobserved with a long slitofstandard width

(1.4
00
� 16

00
)thatwasraster-scanned on the sky to create a

squareapertureofsize66
00
� 66

00
,thisresulted in two square

apertures,one centered on the cluster(hereinafter’C’)and

one for the "o�" beam (hereinafter ’O ’) located 35
00
to the

east.ForNG C 6624,the’L’aperture is45
00
by 60

00
and the

’S’apertureis13
00
by 13

00
,both are centered on thecluster.

Rasterscanshavethesam e spectralresolution asstandard-

slitwidth scans (1.4
00
).In this paper M 31 V204 has been
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Figure 8.Com parison ofour integrated indices with observations ofG alactic (solid sym bols) and M 31 (open circle) globular clusters

and M 32(solid square).The num ber indicate the corresponding cluster in Tab.2.For G alactic cluster,the data for the center (’C’) is

indicated by solid circle,those for the o� -center (’O ’) by solid triangle.For G alactic cluster,N G C 6624,the data of’O ’,’L’and ’S’is

indicated by solid star,open crossand open star,respectively.

om itted from the database ofTrager et al.(1998) because

oflargerdeviation from ourm odels.

The results reveal that our m odels �t the data very

wellin m any index-index diagram s, while in som e index-

index diagram sthem odelsdo notm atch realglobularclus-

ters well,e.g.in the plots of TiO 1 vs.other indices.The

index TiO 1 is system atically sm aller than observations.In

Fig.8 weonly giveseveralrepresentativeplotsin which the

m odelpredictions �t the data well,i.e., H � vs.four iron

lines (F e5015,F e5270,F e5709 and F e5782).From Fig.8

weseethatthereareno signi�cantdiscrepanciesin spectral

indicesbetween M 32 and G alacticglobularclusters,and the

required m etallicity is always lower than solar and the age

isolderthan 10G yrform ostofG alactic and M 31 globular

clusters.M eanwhile from Fig.8 we see thatthe m etallicity

ofthecentralregion ofM 32 approachesto solarm etallicity.

4 D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F A G E A N D

M ETA LLIC IT Y

4.1 M erit Function

O ursynthetic spectralabsorption indicesagree betterwith

the values obtained by other authors and �t the observa-

tionaldatavery wellin m ostofindex-index diagram s,there-

fore we use these spectralabsorption indices to constrain

or determ ine the age and the m etallicity for SSP-like as-

sem blies.The m ethod isbased on m inim izing a chi-squared

m eritfunction F (J)between allobserved indicesand m odel

predictions.The m erit function is a m easure for the good-

nessofthe�tforobservationaldata.Foreach m odelJ m erit

function isde�ned as:

F (J)=

P
n

i= 1
W i(

O i� M i(J)

E i

)2

P n

i= 1
W i

(11)
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Figure 9.Contoursofthe m eritfunction ofM 32.From centerto

edge the value ofF increase from 1.2 to 2.8 atan intervalof0.2.

where n is the num ber ofobserved spectralindices,O i is

theobserved valueofthei� th index,M i(J)isthesynthetic

valueofcorrespondingindex form odelJ,and E iisitsobser-

vationalerror,W irepresentsitsrelativeweight.In thiswork

we assign the sam e weight(= 1)to allthe spectralindices.

4.2 A ge and m etallicity ofM 32

Using theabovem eritfunction F wewillstudy theageand

them etallicity ofthecentralregion ofM 32,which isan ellip-

ticalgalaxy.Thereason wediscussM 32 isasfollows.Firstly,

M 32 is the brightest ellipticalgalaxy ofthe LocalG roup,

and hasbeen studied extensively asa tem plateforelliptical

galaxiesfurtheraway.Secondly,theellipticalgalaxiescan be

viewed as SSP-like assem blies because they appear to con-

tain relatively little dustextinction and gaseousinterstellar

m edium (Vazdekisetal.1996),and in them m ostofthestars

wereform ed during,orvery early aftertheinitialcollapseof

the galaxy (Bruzual2003).So we can investigate it by the

SSPsm odels.

In Fig.9 we give itscontourm ap ofthe m eritfunction

F asa function ofm etallicity Z and age�.Itshowsthatthe

data ofabsorption indicescan besuccessfully �tted with an

instantaneousSSP with an ageof� 6.5G yrand a solar-like

m etallicity,with F of1.00 forthe centralregion ofM 32.

The age obtained by usisgreaterthan 4G yrobtained

by del Burgo et al. (2001) from their integral �eld spec-

troscopy ofthe 9x12 arcsec
2
circum nuclear region ofM 32

using30 spectralindicesand coloursand by Vazdekis& Ari-

m oto (1999)from the blue spectrum using index H ,while

younger than 7G yr obtained by Jones & W orthey (1995)

based on their H H R index and 8.5G yr from G rillm air et

al.(1996) based on their HST analysis resolving M 32 into

individualstars.

The resulted m etallicity is in fullagreem ent with that

ofdelBurgo etal.(2001) and Vazdekis& Arim oto (1999),

both ofthem predicted solar-likem etallicity,butdi�erfrom

that ofG rillm air et al.(1996),who predicted a m etallicity

of[Fe=H]= � 0:25.

Applying thederived age and m etallicity ofthe central

region ofM 32 from m erit function to the index-index dia-

gram s(seeFig.9),itseem sthattheplotsofH �� F e5015and

H � � F e5782 are better diagram s to estim ate directly the

age and the m etallicity from index-index plots.The plots

ofH � � F e5015 and H � � F e5782 give the m etallicity of

Z >
�
0:03 forthe centerregion ofM 32.

5 SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we use the EPS technique to present the

ISED s at interm ediate resolution (10�A in the ultraviolet

and 20�A in the visible) and the Lick/ID S spectral ab-

sorption indices foran extensive setofinstantaneous burst

SSPs of various ages and m etallicities (1 � � � 19G yr,

� 2:3 � [Fe=H]� 0:2).In our EPS m odels we adopted the

rapid SSE algorithm ,the em piricaland sem i-em piricalcal-

ibrated BaSeL-2.0 spectrallibrary and the �tting functions

forthe absorption-line indices.

Aschecks on our m odels,we com pare our ISED swith

thoseofW orthey and thehigh resolution spectrum ofNG C

6838,also com pare the Lick/ID S absorption feature indices

with the valuesofotherEPS m odels and those ofG alactic

and M 31 globular clusters and the centralregion ofM 32.

W econcludethat:(a)Thedisagreem entbetween ourISED s

with those ofW orthey presents in two wavelength ranges,

one in the far-ultraviolet region, the other in the visible

and infra-red regions.The discrepancy ofISED sin the far-

ultravioletregion ism ainly caused by theinclusion ofhotter

PN stars in ourm odels,while the discrepancy ofISED sin

the visible and infra-red regions is caused by the choice of

stellar evolutionary m odels and spectrallibrary.The inclu-

sion ofcoolerTPAG B/PPN starscan produce a signi�cant

deviation in ISED sforyoung SSPs,butalm ostno e�ectfor

old SSPsin the visible and infra-red regions.(b)The inte-

grated spectrum ofNG C 6838 can be �tted by a SSP with

solarm etallicity and an ageof� 12.6G yr.(c)W hen com par-

ing oursynthetic Lick/ID S absorption-line indiceswith the

valuesin theliteraturesand observationaldata,we�nd that

ourm odelsaregenerally in agreem entwith otherm odelsand

m atch realglobular clusters in m ostindex-index diagram s.

TiO 1 is,however,system atically sm aller.

At last using the m erit function F ,we �nd the that

spectralindices ofthe centralregion ofM 32 can be �tted

with a singlestellarpopulation with an ageof� 6.5G yrand

a solar-likem etallicity with F = 1:00.Applying theageand

them etallicity ofM 32 to som eindex-index diagram s,wesee

thatH � � F e5015 and H � � F e5782 are betterdiagram sto

estim ate directly the age and m etallicity from index-index

plots.
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A P P EN D IX A :

TA B LE 1:T H E A B SO R P T IO N IN D EX FO R SSP S W IT H T H E K T G IM F (STA D A R D M O D ELS)

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

z = 0:0001

1.0 -0.114 0.089 -0.321 -3.184 -2.013 -0.026 -0.237 1.208 5.869 0.645 0.010

0.020 0.447 -0.761 0.384 0.120 0.089 -0.211 1.163 0.014 0.001

2.0 -0.307 -0.098 -0.170 -1.992 -1.267 0.070 0.139 0.762 4.652 0.959 0.004

0.029 0.593 -0.334 0.504 0.207 0.118 -0.155 1.147 0.014 0.002

3.0 -0.288 -0.086 -0.091 -1.322 -0.873 0.110 0.293 0.544 4.082 1.055 0.002

0.031 0.608 -0.173 0.535 0.225 0.130 -0.141 1.118 0.013 0.001

4.0 -0.271 -0.080 -0.023 -0.790 -0.610 0.134 0.386 0.374 3.693 1.088 0.001

0.030 0.568 -0.080 0.542 0.224 0.135 -0.139 1.044 0.012 0.000

5.0 -0.271 -0.087 0.007 -0.669 -0.503 0.137 0.402 0.294 3.595 1.070 0.000

0.033 0.738 -0.078 0.534 0.214 0.129 -0.144 0.995 0.012 -0.001

6.0 -0.267 -0.093 0.037 -0.546 -0.420 0.140 0.415 0.218 3.518 1.054 0.000

0.034 0.796 -0.074 0.529 0.207 0.124 -0.149 0.959 0.011 -0.002

7.0 -0.269 -0.096 0.053 -0.503 -0.387 0.142 0.421 0.191 3.480 1.044 0.000

0.035 0.823 -0.070 0.530 0.205 0.121 -0.152 0.953 0.011 -0.003

8.0 -0.270 -0.099 0.065 -0.495 -0.357 0.144 0.419 0.180 3.463 1.031 0.001

0.036 0.841 -0.067 0.533 0.205 0.120 -0.155 0.953 0.011 -0.003

9.0 -0.273 -0.102 0.074 -0.509 -0.352 0.142 0.413 0.171 3.457 1.016 0.002

0.036 0.848 -0.068 0.533 0.204 0.118 -0.158 0.955 0.011 -0.003

10.0 -0.273 -0.104 0.084 -0.526 -0.347 0.141 0.405 0.165 3.444 1.000 0.003

0.037 0.857 -0.067 0.535 0.204 0.116 -0.161 0.963 0.011 -0.004

11.0 -0.274 -0.105 0.094 -0.531 -0.321 0.143 0.402 0.167 3.416 0.990 0.004

0.037 0.869 -0.058 0.542 0.208 0.116 -0.162 0.974 0.010 -0.004

12.0 -0.275 -0.107 0.105 -0.513 -0.293 0.145 0.403 0.163 3.365 0.983 0.005

0.038 0.872 -0.046 0.548 0.211 0.117 -0.162 0.985 0.010 -0.004

13.0 -0.274 -0.108 0.115 -0.523 -0.284 0.145 0.397 0.166 3.346 0.970 0.006

0.038 0.869 -0.042 0.552 0.213 0.116 -0.165 1.000 0.010 -0.005

14.0 -0.275 -0.109 0.121 -0.530 -0.295 0.144 0.388 0.170 3.323 0.956 0.007

0.040 0.894 -0.041 0.555 0.213 0.115 -0.168 1.013 0.010 -0.005

15.0 -0.277 -0.111 0.131 -0.511 -0.261 0.147 0.384 0.183 3.287 0.947 0.009

0.041 0.900 -0.033 0.563 0.218 0.116 -0.167 1.024 0.010 -0.005

16.0 -0.276 -0.110 0.142 -0.464 -0.227 0.149 0.380 0.187 3.231 0.935 0.010

0.041 0.903 -0.028 0.568 0.220 0.116 -0.169 1.038 0.010 -0.005

17.0 -0.273 -0.109 0.159 -0.358 -0.160 0.154 0.386 0.178 3.130 0.930 0.011

0.042 0.907 -0.012 0.576 0.223 0.116 -0.170 1.053 0.010 -0.005

18.0 -0.269 -0.106 0.179 -0.219 -0.107 0.160 0.396 0.160 3.010 0.926 0.012

0.044 0.944 0.005 0.584 0.226 0.115 -0.172 1.070 0.010 -0.005

19.0 -0.151 0.005 0.199 -0.063 -0.026 0.168 0.409 0.146 2.878 0.925 0.013

0.046 0.983 0.027 0.596 0.232 0.116 -0.172 1.084 0.010 -0.005

z = 0:0003

1.0 -0.037 0.153 -0.151 -2.139 -1.376 -0.034 0.180 0.035 5.395 0.823 0.008

0.033 0.645 -0.252 0.324 0.122 0.132 -0.061 1.109 0.019 0.012

2.0 -0.219 -0.032 -0.014 -1.058 -0.891 0.114 0.602 -0.058 4.494 1.292 0.006

0.044 0.706 0.173 0.500 0.225 0.188 0.008 1.130 0.021 0.017

3.0 -0.204 -0.020 0.069 -0.315 -0.471 0.190 0.798 -0.112 3.948 1.478 0.005

0.047 0.821 0.354 0.572 0.266 0.221 0.033 1.119 0.020 0.015

4.0 -0.199 -0.018 0.134 0.269 -0.136 0.247 0.938 -0.153 3.535 1.600 0.005

0.048 0.882 0.480 0.618 0.291 0.246 0.049 1.098 0.018 0.012

5.0 -0.204 -0.024 0.185 0.737 0.124 0.284 1.025 -0.207 3.220 1.656 0.004

0.048 0.950 0.551 0.639 0.297 0.260 0.054 1.045 0.017 0.010

6.0 -0.210 -0.032 0.232 1.171 0.378 0.316 1.098 -0.262 2.911 1.697 0.003

continued on the nextpage
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Table A1:continued

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

0.049 0.993 0.607 0.657 0.300 0.267 0.057 1.004 0.016 0.008

7.0 -0.214 -0.038 0.250 1.314 0.478 0.321 1.107 -0.297 2.770 1.683 0.003

0.050 1.005 0.615 0.659 0.296 0.265 0.055 0.979 0.015 0.006

8.0 -0.219 -0.044 0.266 1.393 0.546 0.325 1.114 -0.319 2.679 1.673 0.003

0.051 1.009 0.618 0.661 0.294 0.264 0.052 0.967 0.014 0.005

9.0 -0.222 -0.047 0.279 1.419 0.582 0.327 1.116 -0.337 2.624 1.662 0.004

0.052 1.002 0.617 0.661 0.292 0.262 0.049 0.966 0.014 0.004

10.0 -0.224 -0.050 0.287 1.397 0.721 0.326 1.112 -0.353 2.584 1.648 0.004

0.053 1.119 0.612 0.659 0.289 0.260 0.045 0.964 0.013 0.003

11.0 -0.229 -0.054 0.293 1.336 0.726 0.323 1.102 -0.362 2.622 1.629 0.005

0.053 1.122 0.605 0.658 0.287 0.258 0.042 0.967 0.013 0.002

12.0 -0.232 -0.057 0.295 1.243 0.689 0.316 1.085 -0.372 2.682 1.606 0.006

0.052 1.109 0.594 0.653 0.284 0.256 0.037 0.972 0.013 0.002

13.0 -0.237 -0.061 0.293 1.121 0.642 0.309 1.064 -0.367 2.759 1.584 0.006

0.052 1.100 0.585 0.653 0.284 0.255 0.036 0.978 0.013 0.001

14.0 -0.241 -0.064 0.292 1.004 0.582 0.301 1.041 -0.367 2.822 1.561 0.008

0.052 1.084 0.576 0.651 0.283 0.254 0.032 0.986 0.012 0.001

15.0 -0.246 -0.069 0.285 0.874 0.537 0.294 1.019 -0.351 2.880 1.541 0.009

0.052 1.070 0.570 0.653 0.285 0.254 0.032 0.994 0.012 0.000

16.0 -0.250 -0.072 0.282 0.765 0.487 0.287 0.995 -0.340 2.924 1.518 0.010

0.052 1.058 0.561 0.651 0.284 0.254 0.028 1.005 0.012 0.000

17.0 -0.255 -0.075 0.284 0.712 0.474 0.285 0.979 -0.325 2.935 1.501 0.011

0.051 1.025 0.560 0.654 0.286 0.255 0.026 1.017 0.012 -0.001

18.0 -0.257 -0.076 0.289 0.716 0.476 0.288 0.973 -0.300 2.914 1.494 0.012

0.053 1.052 0.567 0.663 0.292 0.256 0.027 1.027 0.012 -0.001

19.0 -0.258 -0.074 0.303 0.799 0.510 0.294 0.976 -0.289 2.838 1.492 0.014

0.055 1.085 0.579 0.672 0.296 0.258 0.026 1.042 0.012 -0.001

z = 0:001

1.0 -0.140 -0.005 0.029 -1.217 -0.826 0.076 0.655 -0.275 5.046 1.357 0.016

0.052 0.900 0.399 0.512 0.258 0.244 0.121 1.249 0.029 0.032

2.0 -0.132 -0.010 0.174 -0.460 -0.552 0.218 0.995 -0.154 4.447 1.945 0.014

0.059 1.191 0.670 0.661 0.338 0.285 0.140 1.150 0.036 0.044

3.0 -0.114 -0.004 0.318 0.797 0.145 0.371 1.339 -0.092 3.679 2.245 0.013

0.067 1.325 0.909 0.794 0.413 0.332 0.179 1.148 0.033 0.040

4.0 -0.098 0.006 0.395 1.500 0.615 0.453 1.513 -0.023 3.214 2.325 0.014

0.072 1.386 1.033 0.885 0.470 0.359 0.208 1.193 0.032 0.037

5.0 -0.087 0.012 0.456 2.081 1.019 0.525 1.650 0.074 2.841 2.457 0.016

0.077 1.474 1.147 0.965 0.523 0.383 0.232 1.238 0.031 0.036

6.0 -0.079 0.018 0.503 2.447 1.319 0.573 1.736 0.145 2.601 2.524 0.017

0.082 1.545 1.223 1.030 0.567 0.397 0.250 1.290 0.030 0.034

7.0 -0.075 0.020 0.531 2.722 1.487 0.600 1.786 0.151 2.423 2.566 0.018

0.084 1.563 1.265 1.057 0.590 0.409 0.257 1.306 0.028 0.032

8.0 -0.078 0.016 0.533 2.857 1.563 0.607 1.797 0.113 2.326 2.556 0.018

0.084 1.556 1.275 1.053 0.589 0.417 0.257 1.289 0.026 0.027

9.0 -0.084 0.010 0.526 2.903 1.585 0.607 1.795 0.076 2.281 2.534 0.018

0.084 1.531 1.274 1.041 0.581 0.421 0.256 1.274 0.024 0.023

10.0 -0.089 0.005 0.515 2.897 1.570 0.601 1.784 0.032 2.264 2.506 0.018

0.085 1.510 1.266 1.024 0.568 0.423 0.253 1.259 0.022 0.020

11.0 -0.097 -0.002 0.501 2.846 1.531 0.593 1.769 -0.009 2.270 2.475 0.018

0.084 1.471 1.255 1.005 0.554 0.423 0.250 1.247 0.021 0.018

12.0 -0.108 -0.013 0.484 2.742 1.490 0.577 1.739 -0.063 2.295 2.426 0.018

0.083 1.438 1.234 0.984 0.537 0.422 0.244 1.230 0.019 0.015

13.0 -0.112 -0.017 0.473 2.636 1.595 0.569 1.725 -0.087 2.328 2.404 0.018

0.082 1.486 1.223 0.952 0.507 0.421 0.242 1.233 0.019 0.014

continued on the nextpage
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Table A1:continued

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

14.0 -0.118 -0.021 0.470 2.504 1.541 0.559 1.705 -0.114 2.409 2.379 0.019

0.082 1.496 1.210 0.944 0.503 0.420 0.239 1.235 0.018 0.012

15.0 -0.123 -0.025 0.466 2.348 1.473 0.547 1.681 -0.140 2.501 2.348 0.020

0.082 1.505 1.197 0.938 0.500 0.420 0.236 1.241 0.017 0.011

16.0 -0.130 -0.031 0.451 2.128 1.372 0.527 1.641 -0.168 2.627 2.305 0.020

0.083 1.502 1.174 0.927 0.494 0.417 0.234 1.244 0.017 0.010

17.0 -0.137 -0.036 0.436 1.909 1.264 0.507 1.599 -0.197 2.739 2.264 0.021

0.083 1.495 1.153 0.916 0.489 0.416 0.230 1.247 0.016 0.009

18.0 -0.144 -0.042 0.421 1.703 1.181 0.490 1.563 -0.205 2.827 2.230 0.022

0.083 1.494 1.139 0.910 0.487 0.416 0.228 1.254 0.016 0.008

19.0 -0.152 -0.048 0.414 1.561 1.123 0.480 1.535 -0.208 2.881 2.201 0.022

0.083 1.499 1.130 0.908 0.487 0.416 0.226 1.262 0.015 0.007

z = 0:004

1.0 -0.182 -0.110 0.197 -0.812 -0.327 0.252 1.117 -0.009 5.412 2.266 0.012

0.067 1.324 0.896 0.695 0.316 0.319 0.214 1.283 0.038 0.046

2.0 -0.126 -0.071 0.370 0.988 0.521 0.526 1.644 0.460 4.130 3.058 0.014

0.083 1.599 1.311 0.963 0.514 0.465 0.305 1.224 0.036 0.042

3.0 -0.089 -0.044 0.496 2.228 1.315 0.708 1.965 0.905 3.256 3.465 0.019

0.096 1.834 1.575 1.163 0.652 0.540 0.366 1.320 0.034 0.039

4.0 -0.064 -0.026 0.580 3.017 1.861 0.826 2.160 1.198 2.739 3.711 0.024

0.105 1.980 1.741 1.294 0.746 0.589 0.406 1.394 0.032 0.038

5.0 -0.049 -0.014 0.641 3.528 2.231 0.906 2.290 1.394 2.423 3.878 0.028

0.112 2.087 1.853 1.383 0.812 0.625 0.434 1.451 0.032 0.037

6.0 -0.038 -0.005 0.687 3.877 2.486 0.967 2.384 1.553 2.229 4.024 0.031

0.117 2.171 1.936 1.450 0.862 0.648 0.454 1.502 0.033 0.039

7.0 -0.033 -0.001 0.722 4.075 2.616 1.003 2.436 1.642 2.134 4.115 0.033

0.121 2.221 1.982 1.491 0.889 0.656 0.462 1.548 0.033 0.041

8.0 -0.027 0.004 0.763 4.285 2.744 1.044 2.492 1.751 2.050 4.241 0.035

0.124 2.282 2.034 1.536 0.917 0.662 0.468 1.601 0.035 0.044

9.0 -0.023 0.006 0.790 4.444 2.857 1.071 2.532 1.799 1.978 4.294 0.037

0.129 2.358 2.069 1.567 0.938 0.671 0.474 1.639 0.035 0.045

10.0 -0.021 0.008 0.809 4.571 2.944 1.091 2.562 1.814 1.917 4.319 0.039

0.132 2.407 2.095 1.589 0.956 0.679 0.479 1.669 0.035 0.045

11.0 -0.019 0.009 0.824 4.674 3.014 1.108 2.587 1.812 1.865 4.332 0.041

0.135 2.441 2.116 1.607 0.970 0.687 0.482 1.696 0.035 0.044

12.0 -0.018 0.009 0.836 4.762 3.068 1.121 2.606 1.791 1.818 4.333 0.043

0.137 2.465 2.132 1.622 0.982 0.695 0.484 1.719 0.034 0.044

13.0 -0.019 0.008 0.856 4.805 3.188 1.135 2.630 1.841 1.788 4.304 0.045

0.141 2.539 2.156 1.657 1.002 0.696 0.491 1.784 0.034 0.044

14.0 -0.019 0.007 0.872 4.839 3.291 1.146 2.650 1.876 1.764 4.268 0.047

0.144 2.598 2.175 1.686 1.018 0.697 0.497 1.840 0.034 0.043

15.0 -0.020 0.007 0.883 4.868 3.371 1.153 2.666 1.882 1.742 4.222 0.049

0.147 2.631 2.188 1.706 1.031 0.698 0.502 1.884 0.033 0.042

16.0 -0.020 0.006 0.886 4.888 3.431 1.155 2.676 1.856 1.722 4.157 0.051

0.148 2.633 2.194 1.719 1.041 0.702 0.507 1.917 0.032 0.040

17.0 -0.021 0.005 0.888 4.906 3.479 1.156 2.683 1.826 1.702 4.088 0.052

0.151 2.640 2.197 1.729 1.049 0.704 0.511 1.947 0.030 0.037

18.0 -0.022 0.004 0.887 4.889 3.526 1.152 2.686 1.792 1.702 4.011 0.054

0.152 2.631 2.196 1.737 1.055 0.704 0.514 1.977 0.029 0.035

19.0 -0.022 0.004 0.884 4.886 3.540 1.149 2.688 1.750 1.692 3.950 0.054

0.154 2.624 2.192 1.739 1.058 0.705 0.517 1.995 0.028 0.033

z = 0:01

1.0 -0.150 -0.088 0.305 0.242 0.491 0.504 1.575 0.664 5.007 2.855 0.014

continued on the nextpage
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Table A1:continued

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

0.078 1.375 1.315 1.000 0.536 0.536 0.354 1.254 0.024 0.018

2.0 -0.075 -0.032 0.583 2.560 2.011 0.888 2.253 1.925 3.286 3.857 0.027

0.115 2.022 1.887 1.506 0.880 0.676 0.508 1.650 0.029 0.031

3.0 -0.042 -0.005 0.708 3.605 2.833 1.063 2.537 2.467 2.606 4.212 0.039

0.134 2.252 2.136 1.728 1.050 0.762 0.578 1.837 0.028 0.031

4.0 -0.027 0.007 0.774 4.011 3.230 1.147 2.672 2.718 2.349 4.365 0.046

0.145 2.394 2.257 1.839 1.141 0.806 0.617 1.947 0.028 0.032

5.0 -0.015 0.018 0.829 4.367 3.606 1.218 2.785 2.927 2.177 4.487 0.051

0.154 2.501 2.354 1.929 1.214 0.839 0.646 2.038 0.028 0.033

6.0 -0.007 0.025 0.871 4.590 3.831 1.269 2.865 3.068 2.061 4.573 0.056

0.162 2.605 2.424 1.995 1.268 0.862 0.668 2.109 0.028 0.034

7.0 0.000 0.031 0.901 4.730 3.992 1.310 2.929 3.185 1.979 4.647 0.060

0.168 2.674 2.480 2.048 1.314 0.879 0.687 2.169 0.029 0.036

8.0 0.002 0.034 0.923 4.816 4.086 1.332 2.963 3.229 1.929 4.677 0.062

0.172 2.719 2.510 2.077 1.336 0.887 0.693 2.213 0.029 0.036

9.0 0.007 0.038 0.950 4.963 4.225 1.364 3.011 3.305 1.857 4.728 0.065

0.177 2.788 2.550 2.114 1.365 0.897 0.702 2.264 0.029 0.037

10.0 0.012 0.042 0.976 5.107 4.361 1.396 3.057 3.375 1.787 4.779 0.068

0.182 2.852 2.590 2.151 1.393 0.906 0.710 2.312 0.030 0.038

11.0 0.016 0.045 1.000 5.227 4.465 1.422 3.094 3.427 1.728 4.820 0.070

0.186 2.913 2.623 2.181 1.415 0.913 0.716 2.356 0.030 0.038

12.0 0.018 0.047 1.016 5.305 4.549 1.442 3.121 3.455 1.684 4.848 0.072

0.189 2.950 2.647 2.204 1.432 0.918 0.719 2.396 0.030 0.039

13.0 0.020 0.048 1.033 5.386 4.622 1.461 3.149 3.474 1.641 4.875 0.074

0.192 2.978 2.672 2.226 1.449 0.924 0.722 2.432 0.030 0.039

14.0 0.022 0.050 1.047 5.458 4.685 1.478 3.172 3.496 1.600 4.899 0.076

0.195 3.018 2.691 2.245 1.463 0.927 0.724 2.467 0.031 0.040

15.0 0.022 0.050 1.058 5.506 4.731 1.492 3.190 3.498 1.569 4.918 0.078

0.198 3.045 2.709 2.263 1.475 0.931 0.725 2.500 0.031 0.041

16.0 0.023 0.050 1.069 5.558 4.768 1.505 3.207 3.492 1.537 4.936 0.080

0.200 3.065 2.725 2.277 1.486 0.935 0.726 2.529 0.031 0.041

17.0 0.023 0.050 1.076 5.601 4.792 1.516 3.221 3.470 1.506 4.951 0.082

0.202 3.071 2.738 2.289 1.495 0.939 0.726 2.556 0.031 0.041

18.0 0.018 0.045 1.100 5.607 4.892 1.527 3.242 3.521 1.496 4.922 0.084

0.205 3.159 2.754 2.321 1.507 0.933 0.725 2.627 0.031 0.042

19.0 0.016 0.043 1.118 5.625 4.957 1.537 3.260 3.547 1.480 4.905 0.086

0.207 3.219 2.766 2.344 1.517 0.929 0.725 2.680 0.031 0.043

z = 0:02

1.0 -0.112 -0.057 0.464 1.277 1.462 0.800 2.046 2.048 4.472 3.634 0.023

0.104 1.709 1.774 1.494 0.848 0.698 0.520 1.700 0.022 0.017

2.0 -0.046 -0.007 0.773 3.418 3.088 1.170 2.678 3.326 2.846 4.483 0.048

0.149 2.368 2.310 2.016 1.217 0.857 0.673 2.252 0.026 0.029

3.0 -0.017 0.018 0.906 4.138 3.986 1.327 2.931 3.905 2.414 4.797 0.062

0.175 2.698 2.540 2.236 1.392 0.933 0.746 2.513 0.027 0.034

4.0 0.000 0.034 0.989 4.534 4.427 1.425 3.086 4.266 2.189 4.985 0.071

0.191 2.922 2.681 2.369 1.502 0.977 0.789 2.675 0.029 0.037

5.0 0.014 0.047 1.057 4.836 4.774 1.504 3.208 4.542 2.023 5.128 0.079

0.204 3.091 2.788 2.472 1.585 1.009 0.822 2.806 0.030 0.040

6.0 0.025 0.058 1.118 5.084 5.059 1.569 3.309 4.767 1.893 5.244 0.085

0.214 3.230 2.875 2.554 1.653 1.032 0.847 2.916 0.031 0.042

7.0 0.034 0.066 1.166 5.270 5.283 1.621 3.387 4.941 1.794 5.328 0.090

0.223 3.337 2.941 2.618 1.704 1.050 0.866 3.003 0.031 0.045

8.0 0.042 0.074 1.206 5.423 5.473 1.666 3.455 5.090 1.712 5.403 0.094

0.230 3.422 2.999 2.672 1.749 1.065 0.882 3.076 0.032 0.046

continued on the nextpage
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Table A1:continued

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

9.0 0.049 0.081 1.246 5.555 5.641 1.708 3.518 5.228 1.641 5.480 0.098

0.237 3.492 3.052 2.722 1.787 1.077 0.897 3.148 0.033 0.049

10.0 0.055 0.087 1.280 5.666 5.791 1.743 3.570 5.335 1.577 5.532 0.101

0.242 3.567 3.097 2.764 1.820 1.086 0.908 3.214 0.034 0.050

11.0 0.061 0.093 1.311 5.754 5.917 1.775 3.616 5.428 1.526 5.581 0.104

0.248 3.628 3.135 2.799 1.849 1.094 0.917 3.274 0.034 0.051

12.0 0.066 0.098 1.341 5.836 6.033 1.804 3.659 5.513 1.477 5.623 0.107

0.252 3.684 3.172 2.834 1.877 1.101 0.925 3.332 0.034 0.051

13.0 0.069 0.102 1.366 5.894 6.128 1.829 3.694 5.580 1.438 5.661 0.110

0.256 3.725 3.202 2.861 1.898 1.105 0.931 3.385 0.035 0.053

14.0 0.073 0.105 1.387 5.944 6.210 1.851 3.725 5.632 1.403 5.688 0.112

0.260 3.763 3.229 2.886 1.917 1.109 0.936 3.434 0.035 0.053

15.0 0.076 0.109 1.405 5.982 6.278 1.870 3.752 5.679 1.374 5.714 0.114

0.263 3.797 3.252 2.907 1.934 1.112 0.940 3.480 0.036 0.054

16.0 0.078 0.111 1.420 6.013 6.337 1.887 3.776 5.716 1.348 5.736 0.115

0.265 3.822 3.274 2.926 1.949 1.114 0.943 3.523 0.036 0.054

17.0 0.080 0.114 1.429 6.029 6.385 1.900 3.795 5.744 1.327 5.752 0.117

0.268 3.839 3.291 2.941 1.961 1.115 0.945 3.562 0.036 0.055

18.0 0.083 0.116 1.440 6.056 6.431 1.914 3.815 5.769 1.305 5.766 0.118

0.270 3.854 3.309 2.957 1.972 1.117 0.947 3.600 0.037 0.056

19.0 0.085 0.118 1.445 6.067 6.466 1.925 3.830 5.783 1.289 5.776 0.120

0.271 3.864 3.323 2.971 1.983 1.117 0.948 3.635 0.037 0.056

z = 0:03

1.0 -0.094 -0.044 0.565 1.841 1.973 0.975 2.299 2.910 4.163 4.076 0.031

0.120 1.872 2.019 1.805 1.031 0.796 0.606 2.003 0.022 0.018

2.0 -0.029 0.007 0.886 3.954 3.861 1.346 2.919 4.252 2.637 4.873 0.061

0.172 2.599 2.542 2.329 1.415 0.963 0.756 2.599 0.026 0.030

3.0 -0.004 0.029 1.045 4.534 4.689 1.499 3.170 4.842 2.285 5.173 0.079

0.202 3.026 2.771 2.564 1.597 1.036 0.832 2.917 0.029 0.039

4.0 0.011 0.044 1.150 4.821 5.082 1.594 3.326 5.194 2.087 5.343 0.090

0.221 3.266 2.909 2.706 1.709 1.076 0.879 3.124 0.031 0.045

5.0 0.024 0.057 1.242 5.078 5.427 1.677 3.459 5.497 1.923 5.484 0.100

0.237 3.464 3.023 2.822 1.801 1.109 0.915 3.289 0.033 0.050

6.0 0.035 0.068 1.320 5.293 5.716 1.747 3.568 5.746 1.791 5.600 0.108

0.250 3.624 3.114 2.914 1.874 1.132 0.942 3.423 0.034 0.054

7.0 0.045 0.077 1.388 5.455 5.953 1.805 3.659 5.952 1.690 5.695 0.115

0.261 3.751 3.190 2.991 1.934 1.150 0.964 3.538 0.036 0.057

8.0 0.053 0.085 1.442 5.574 6.142 1.852 3.732 6.119 1.611 5.772 0.120

0.269 3.850 3.252 3.051 1.982 1.165 0.983 3.631 0.037 0.059

9.0 0.061 0.094 1.495 5.664 6.311 1.897 3.803 6.286 1.543 5.848 0.126

0.278 3.937 3.311 3.110 2.028 1.177 1.002 3.721 0.038 0.063

10.0 0.069 0.103 1.553 5.764 6.490 1.943 3.873 6.443 1.471 5.925 0.131

0.286 4.029 3.372 3.166 2.074 1.192 1.020 3.813 0.039 0.065

11.0 0.076 0.110 1.602 5.840 6.638 1.981 3.932 6.569 1.412 5.984 0.135

0.293 4.114 3.422 3.213 2.111 1.202 1.033 3.895 0.039 0.066

12.0 0.083 0.118 1.649 5.905 6.778 2.017 3.986 6.686 1.358 6.038 0.139

0.300 4.184 3.468 3.256 2.145 1.211 1.046 3.972 0.040 0.067

13.0 0.090 0.125 1.695 5.964 6.907 2.051 4.038 6.795 1.308 6.088 0.143

0.306 4.249 3.513 3.296 2.177 1.220 1.057 4.046 0.040 0.068

14.0 0.096 0.132 1.734 6.002 7.022 2.081 4.084 6.889 1.267 6.128 0.147

0.311 4.306 3.552 3.334 2.207 1.227 1.068 4.115 0.041 0.069

15.0 0.101 0.137 1.771 6.040 7.118 2.108 4.124 6.967 1.229 6.165 0.150

0.316 4.352 3.586 3.363 2.230 1.231 1.075 4.179 0.041 0.070

16.0 0.105 0.142 1.801 6.059 7.200 2.130 4.158 7.033 1.200 6.196 0.152

continued on the nextpage
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Table A1:continued

A ge C N 1 C N 2 C a4277 G 4300 F e4383 C a4455 F e4531 F e4668 H � F e5015 M g1

(G yr) (m ag) (m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag)

M g2 M gb F e5270 F e5335 F e5406 F e5709 F e5782 N aD T iO 1 T iO 2

(m ag) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (�A ) (m ag) (m ag)

0.320 4.394 3.616 3.390 2.251 1.234 1.082 4.238 0.042 0.071

17.0 0.110 0.148 1.832 6.083 7.283 2.153 4.193 7.101 1.168 6.222 0.155

0.324 4.431 3.646 3.415 2.271 1.237 1.089 4.296 0.042 0.072

18.0 0.114 0.153 1.856 6.088 7.353 2.171 4.222 7.150 1.145 6.238 0.157

0.327 4.456 3.672 3.437 2.288 1.240 1.095 4.351 0.042 0.072

19.0 0.119 0.158 1.877 6.094 7.419 2.188 4.250 7.202 1.123 6.255 0.159

0.330 4.480 3.697 3.457 2.304 1.242 1.101 4.402 0.042 0.072
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