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ABSTRACT

In thispaper, we analyze the structure ofRR ab star light curvesusing P rincipalC om —
ponent Analysis.W e nd thisisavery e cientway to descrbbem any aspectsofRR ab
light curve structure: in m any cases, a P rincipalC om ponent tw ih 9 param eters can
descrbbe a RRab light curve including bum ps whereas a 17 param eter Fourier t is
needed.A sa consequence we show show statistically why the am plitude is also a good
summ ary of the structure of these RR Lyrae light curves. W e also use our analysis
to derive an em pirical relation relating absolute m agnitude to light curve structure.
In com paring this formula to those derived from exactly the sam e dataset but us-
Ing Fourier param eters, we nd that the P rincipal C om ponent A nalysis approach has

distinct advantages. T hese advantages are,

m ultiplying the

rstly, that the errors on the coe cients

tted param eters in such form ulae are much sm aller, and secondly,

that the correlation between the P rincipal C om ponents is signi cantly sm aller than
the correlation between Fourier am plitudes. T hese two factors lead to reduced form al
errors, In som e cases estin ated to be a factor of 2, on the eventual tted value ofthe
absolute m agnitude. T his technique w ill prove very usefiil in the analysis ofdata from
existing and new large scale survey pro fcts conceming variable stars.

K ey words: RR Lyraes { Stars: fundam ental param eters

1 INTRODUCTION

K anburetal (2002), Hendry et al (1999), Tanviret al (2004)
Introduced the use of P rincipal C om ponent A nalysis PCA)
in studying C epheid light curves. They showed thatam ajpr
advantage of such an approach over the traditional Fourier
m ethod isthat it ismuch m oree cient:an adequate Fourier
description requires, at best, a fourth order t or 9 param e-
ters, whilst a PCA analysis requires only 3 or 4 param eters
wih asmuch as 81% of the varation in light curve struc—
ture being explained by the rst param eter. Later, Leonard
et al (2003) used the PCA approach to create C epheid light
curve tem plates to estin ate periods and m ean m agnitudes
for HST observed C epheids. T he purpose of this paper is to
apply the PCA technique to the study of RR Lyrae light
curves.

T hem athem atical form ulation and error characteristics
of PCA are given In K 02 and w illonly be sum m arized here.

2 DATA
The data used in this study were kindly supplied by K o-

vacs (2002 private com m unication) and used in K ovacs and

?

Em ail: shashil astro.um ass.edu

W aker (2001, hereafter KW ). These data consist of 383
RRab stars wih well observed V band light curves in 20
di erent globular clusters. KW perfom ed a Fourier t to
these data, which, in som e cases, is of order 15. D etails con—
ceming the data can be found in KW . The data we work
w ith In this paper is this Fourier t to the m agnitudes and
we assum e that the Fourder param eters published by KW
are an accurate t to the actual light curves.W e start w ith
the data in the form used In KW :a list of the m ean m ag-
nitude, period and Fourier param eters for the V band light
curve. The light curve can thus be reconstructed using an
expression of the form

}§€N
V =Ao+ Apsink!t+ 1); @
k=1
where Ay is the mean magnitude, ! = 2 =P, P the pe-
riod,Ax; x theFourierparam etersgiven in KW .T hese light
curves are then rephased so that m axin um light occurs at
phase 0 and then rew ritten as

e N
V =23Ag+ (axcosk!t)+ besin k! t)): 2)
k=1
The ax ;b are the light curve characteristics entering into
the PCA analysis (K 02).W e then solve equation (4) ofK 02,
either after, or before rem oving an average tem from the
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Fourier coe cients n equation (2). W ith PCA, the light
curve is w ritten as a sum of "elem entary" light curves,

VE)=PCAlIL:1(t)+ PCA2L, )+ PCA3L3 () + =iy (3)

where V (t) isthem agnitude at tine t, PCA1;P CA 2:: etc.
are the PCA coe cients and the L; (t);i= 1;2;3:: are the
elem entary light curves at phase ortin e t. T hese elem entary
light curves are not a priori given, but are estim ated from

the dataset in question. Each star has associated w ith it a
set ofcoe cientsP CA 1;P CA 2; ::: and these can be plotted
against period just as the Fourier param eters In equation
(1) are plotted against period. W e also note that the PCA

results are achieved as a result of the analysis of the entire
dataset of 383 stars whereas the Fourier m ethod produces
resuls for stars individually. T his feature of PCA is partic—
ularly usefilwhen perform ing an ensem ble analysis of large
num bersofstars obtained from profctssuchasOGLE,M A -
CHO and GATA .

3 RESULTS

Solving equation (4) ofK 02 yields the P rincipal C om ponent
scores and the am ount of variation carried by each com po—
nent. W hat we m ean by this is the Pllow ng: if we carry
out an N ™ order PCA t, then PCA will assum e that all
the variation in the dataset is describbed by N com ponents
and sin ply scale the variation carried by each com ponent ac—
cordingly. Table 1 show sthis "am ount of vardation™ quantity
w ith and w ithout the average temrm rem oved.W e see that in
the case when we do not rem ove the average term the st
PC explins asmuch as 97% of the varation in the light
curve structure. In the case when we do rem ove the average
term from the Fourder coe cients, the wstPCA coe cient
explains as much 81 percent of the variation in light curve
structure. In either case, the st four com ponents explain
m ore than 99:99% ofthe variation.

Figures 1 and 2 show som e representative light curves
from our RRab dataset. In each panelof these two gures,
the solid line is the Fourier decom position of order 15 (that
is 31 param eters) used by KW , whilst the dashed line is a
PCA generated light curve of order 14 (that is 15 param e—
ters) . Straightforw ard light curves such as the one given In
thebottom and top left panelsof guresl and 2 respectively
are easily reproduced by ourm ethod. T he top lft panel of

gure 1 provides an exam pl of an RR ab light curve w ith a
dip and sharp rise at a phase around 0.8. T his is well repro-—
duced by PCA . It could be argued that PCA does not do
aswell as Fourder In m In icking this feature, for exam ple, in
the bottom right panel of gure 2. However, the di erence
in the peak m agnitudes at a phase of around 0.8 is of the
order of 0.02m ags. It is also in portant to rem em ber that the
PCA method is an ensem ble m ethod and analyzes all stars
in a dataset sim ultaneously. W ith Fourier, it is possbl to
tailor a decom position to one particular star. This di er-
ence can be seen either as a positive or negative point about
either technique. G iven this, we contend that PCA does re—
m arkably well In describing the fiill light curve m orphology
of RRab stars. O n the other hand, the Fourder curve in the
bottom left panelof gure 2 at this phase is not as sm ooth
asthe PCA curve.

In fact the PCA curvesdo not changem uch after about

8 PCA param eters. Even though table 1 in plies that the
higher order PCA eigenvalues are sm all, we feel justi ed in
carrying out such a high order PCA  t because its only
after about 8 PCA com ponents that the tted light curve
assum es a stable shape. The left panelof gure 3 disgplays
an eighth order PCA t (9 param eters, dashed line) and
a furth order Fourier t (9 param eters, solid line). The
Fourier curve still has som e num erical w iggles whilst the
PCA curve is sm oother. In addition, the two curves disagree
atm axinum light.The right panelof gure 3 show s, for the
sam e star, the sam e orderP CA curve asthe left paneland an
eighth order Fourier t (17 param eters).Now the two light
curves agree very well. Note that in portraying the PCA
and Fourier ts of reduced order in this gure, we sinply
truncated the original representations to the required level.

W e suggest that gures 13 and tabl 1 provide strong
evidencethat PCA isan e cientway todescribe RR ab light
curve structure w thout com prom ising on what light curve
features are captured by this description.

Figures 4-6 display plots of the 1rst three PC scores
plotted against log period for our sam ple. T he errors asso—
ciated with these PCA scores are discussed In section 4 of
K 02 and given in equation 6 ofthat section. T he orthogonal
nature ofthese scoresm ay wellprovide insight into the phys—
ical processes causing observable features in the light curve
structure. A detailed study of these plots, In conjinction
w ith theoreticalm odels, is keft for a future paper.

Figure 7 graphsV band am plitude against the rstPCA
coe client (after averaging).W e see a very tight correlation.
Since table 1 in plies that PCA 1 explains about 81% of the
variation in light curve structure, gure 6 shows that the
am plitude is a good descriptor of RRab light curve shape,
at least for the data considered in this paper. A lthough the
Fourder am plitudes are also correlated w ith am plitude, w ith
PCA , we can quantify, very easily, the am ount of variation
described by each PCA com ponent. This has in plications
forboth m odeling and observation.O n the m odeling side, a
com puter code that can reproduce the observed am plitude
at the correct period, will also do a good Pb of reproduc—
ing the light curve structure.O n the cbservational side, this
provides Insight Into why we can use the am plitude, rather
than a fullblown PCA orFourier analysis, to study the gen—
eral trends of light curve structure. T his is why com paring
theoretical and observational RR ab light curves on period-
am plitude diagram s works reasonably well, though we cau—
tion that a carefiil analysis should consider the ner details
of light curve structure.

Figures 6 and 7 digplay plots of the 1rsttwo PCA co-
e clents and Fourier am plitudes, respectively, for our data,
plotted against each other.W hilst A; and A, are correlated
wih each other, PCA 1l and PCA2 are not, by construc—
tion.A sim ilar situation would occur had we plotted A, or
A, against A 3. This is another advantage of PCA analysis
of variable star light curves: the di erent PCA com ponents
are orthogonal to each other. A practical advantage of this
feature is outlined in the next section.

4 LIGHT CURVE LUM INOSITY RELATIONS

A m aPpr goal of stellar pulsation studies is to nd formu-
lae linking global stellar param eters such as lum inosity or



P rincipal Com ponent Analysis of RR Lyrae light curves 3

V mag.
V mag.

V mag.

Figure 1. Light curve reproduction using Fourier (solid lines) and PCA (dashed lines) m ethods

m etallicity to structural light curve properties. Ifwe are in—
terested in the V band m agnitude, then we can w rite,

M , = f (lightcurvestructure);

where, since we do not know the function f, we try to esti-

m ate it em pirically. Two di erent approaches to quantifying
light curve structure w ill, In general, yield di erent form u—
Jations of the function f, but if there does exist a true un-

derlying fiinction £, then both m ethods should give sim ilar

answers orM y, given the sam e Input data.W ih a Fourier

based m ethod, the function f is related to the Fourier am —

plitudes and phases, Ax; x1,usually wih a linear relation.

W ith aPCA approach,weusethePCA scoresplotted in g—
ures 2-4.Hence a PCA relation, though also linear, will be

di erent.Thenature ofPCA in pliesthat the error structure
n such form ulae w illbe sim pler and we quantify thisbelow .

Both form ulations should, of course, give sin ilar num bers

for the nal estin ated valie of the physical param eter in
question, In thiscase, M + .

KW used the Fourierm ethod and found relations of the
fom ,

M, = const: 1:82logP 08057 ;; 4)
and,
M, = const: 1876logP 1:158A ;+ 0821A;: 5)

W e note that these relations were ocbtained through an
iterative procedure w hereby outliers were rem oved and the
relations re- tted (K ovacs 2004). In this paper, we use the
PCA method, but also, we use the entire dataset C m en—
tioned iIn KW , consisting of 383 stars, and t the relations
Just once. W e do not rem ove any outliers. Thism ay be why
we obtain slightly di erent versions of the t using Fourier
param eters than that published in KW . For ease of com —
parison, we Inclide in table 2 resuls obtained using both
PCA and Fourder param eters. T his table gives the nam e for
the relation, the independent variables considered and co-
e clents together w ith their standard errors. T he value of
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F igure 2. Light curve reproduction using Fourier (solid lines) and PCA (dashed lines) m ethods

chisquared in the table isde ned as

%N
M, M,)’=N p); ®6)

k=1

w here MAV isthe tted valie ofM, and N ;p are the num ber
of stars and param eters respectively in the t.An exam na-
tion of this table strongly suggests that

1) Sim ilar relations to equations (4) and (5) between
M, and the PCA coe cients exist.

2) We can use an F test W eidberg 1980) to test for
the signi cance of adding a second and then a third PCA
param eter to the regression. The F statistic we use is

RSSyus RSSan)=0@fus

RSSan :deH ’

& an)

(7

where RSSyn ;RSSas are the residual sum of squares un—
der the nulland altemate (NH and A H) hypothesis respec—
tively. Sin ilarly, dfy ¥ and dfay are the degrees of freedom

under these two hypotheses. For this problem , the null hy—
pothesis is that the m odel w ith the an aller num ber of pa—
ram etersissu cientwhilst the altemative hypothesis isthat
them odelw ith the greater num berofparam eters is required.
U nder the assum ption of nom ality of errors, equation (7)
isdistrbuted asan F (g, , df,y )iatay ¢ W elsberg, 1980, p.
88). Applying this F test inplies rstly, that adding the
rst parameter PCA 1 is a signi cant addition to logP and
secondly, that adding a second and third param eter, PCA 2
and PCA 3 are also highly signi cant with a p value less
than 0.0004. In the case of Fourder param eters, adding the
A param eter to logP is highly signi cant and adding the
A 3 param eter to this is also highly signi cant. H owever, a
form ula nvolving (logP ;A 1;A») hasap value o£0.0058 and
a form ula involving all 3 Fourier am plitudes and logP isnot
a signi cant addition to a form ula involving (logP ;A 1;A3).

3) The standard deviation of the tsgiven in the last
colum n is generally slightly higher for the PCA case, when
considering sim ilar num bers of param eters. T his is perhaps
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Figure 3. Light curve reproduction using Fourier (solid lines) and PCA (dashed lines) m ethods. T he left panel is a fourth order (9

param eters) Fourier t and an eight order PCA (9 param eters)
eight order PCA (9 param eters) t. (
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Figure 4.P ot of 1rstP rincipalC om ponent against log period.

caused by the fact that thedi erent PCA com ponents carry
orthogonal sets of inform ation.

4) The errors on the coe cients In the PCA ts are
alwayssigni cantly sm aller.Thisisan in portant point when
weevaluatetheerrorson the nal tted value ofthe absolute
m agniude.

5) If we write the absolute m agnitude as a function of
param eters, X1 ;X2; 15Xy o

M, + const:= f (X1;X2; 35Xy ); ®)

t. T he right panel is an eight order (17 param eters) Fourier t and an
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F igure 5.P ot of second P rincipalC om ponent against log period.

then the error on the absolute m agnitude is given by,

KN Qf 2
2My + consty) = i) () +
@x
k=1
X
Qf Qf
Xi;x5) (—) (—): 9)
. o @ i @Xj
i;3=1;i6 j

A s table 2 indicates, 2 (Xx ) is always am aller when the xx
are PCA coe cients rather than Fourier am plitudes. F igure
8 and 9 portray graphsof PCA1vsP CA2 and A, versesA;
respectively. W e note that i3 i) (x3) = 2 (xi;x5). Ta—
ble 3 presents sam ple correlation and covariance coe cients
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between the period and PCA param eters and period and
Fourierparam eters.Tablk 3,and gures6 and 7 dem onstrate
that the correlation coe cient am ongst any pairofPCA co-—
e clents is sm aller than between any pair of Fourier coe -
cients.H ence the erroron the tted value ofM,, 2 ™ ), has
to be sm aller when using a PCA based formula.W e can use
table 3 and equation (9) to form ally calculate the error on
M , + const. Tabl 4 presents these results. The label in the
top row ofthistable P1,F1, etc.,) refers to the appropriate
relation in table 2.W e see clearly that the PCA fom ulae do
better than their Fourier counterpartsw ith a sim ilar num ber
ofparam eters.W hen we consider the (logP ;P C 1;P C 2) and
(logP ;A 1;A3) variables, then the "error advantage" using a

T T T T T T T T
3
01 5 -
>
©
L 9 |
> >
B
ERE R 5
R >
r > oL, 3 L0 B 5 BOO B
> o
> 59753, N B 5750
S0 5 b5 5, 8 EE o
r 599y T 4P RSECEEN EREREEN b
25 PRI 3 3 oy .
o 0 oY T 5703 0970 o W op
9 5 TN B 8 33 030, 00
o o »3 25, J@J) gbélldoij» 2577599 00 =
5 > >
[0 59557, 3703 230, %0,95 75 2
L R ) 33, 29,500 1
5 37 3 9 »
> > >
L o, 5 R > 9 2 0 |
RER] 9 B
5 E]
N o L
5 N 5
L 5 |
> N
5 2
9
23 ° 3
L B |
>
o >
>
L 5 4
-0.1 >
>
>
1 L L L 1 L L L 1 L L
-0.2 0 0.2
PCAl
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PCA based m ethod is a factor of two. T his occurs not Just
because the PCA coe cients are orthogonal to each other,
but also because the errors on the coe cients in a PCA

based formula are signi cantly an aller than in the Fourder
case.

Figure 10 displays a plt of the predicted ab-
solute magniudes obtained using a two param eter
(logP;A1;A3) Fourer t and the three parameter
(ogP;PCAL;PCA2;PCA3) PCA t.The two approaches
are displaced from each otherbecause we do not consider the
constants In this study.D isregarding this, it can be seen that
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Figure 10. PIot of tted My + const valies when using Fourier
and PCA m ethods.
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Figure 11. P lot of absolute m agnitude di erence versus frac—
tionalchange in light curve param eters for Fourier (open squares)
and PCA (closed squares).

the slope of this plot is 1: hence the two m ethods produce
sin ilar relative absolute m agniudes.

5 CONCLUSION

W e have shown that the m ethod of PCA can be used to
study RR Lyrae light curves. It has distinct advantages over
a Fourder approach because

a) It isamore e cint way to characterize structure
since few er param eters are needed.A typicalFourier t re—
quires 17 param eters whereasa PCA  tmay only need 9.

b) Using the PCA approach, we see clearly why the
am plitude is a good descriptor of RR ab light curve shape.

c) The di erent PCA com ponents are orthogonal to
each other w hereas the Fourier am plitudes are highly corre—
lated with each other. This leads to relations linking light
curve structure to absolute m agnitude using PCA having
coe clents with smaller errors and lading to m ore accu—
rate estin ates of absolute m agnitudes. T his can reduce the
form al error, in som e cases, by a factor of 2.

In the present form ulation of our PCA approach, the
Input data is a Fourder analysis. If these input data, that
is the Fourder decom positions, contain signi cant observa—
tionalerrors, the error bars on the resulting P rincipalCom —
ponentsw illbe larger. N eitherthe PCA or Fourier approach
can com pensate fully for noisy data. In this sense, the sen-
sitivity of PCA to noisy data should be sin ilar to Fourier,
though the fact that PCA is an ensem ble approach in which
we Initially rem ove an average tem does guard against in—
dividualpoints having too m uch undue n uence.A s an ex-—
ample, table 4 of KW gives 17 outliers (in tem s of their
Fourder param eters), which KW rem oved in their analysis
relating absolute m agniude to Fourier param eters. W e do
not rem ove these outliers, yet, In tem s of the nal tted
m agniudes presented n  gure 10, PCA and Fourier pro—
duce very sin ilar results. Further, even w ith the inclusion of
these 17 stars, the PCA m ethod still produces PCA coe -
cientsw ith an aller errors as given in tables 2 and 3.K anbur
et al (2002) discuss in detail the nice error properties of the
PCA method as applied to variable stars and give a recipe
with which to calculate errors on PCA coe cients. Their

gure 2, abeit for Cepheids, displays error bars on these
coe clents. W e see that even w ith noisy data, the progres—
sion of PCA param eters w ith period is preserved, though of
course, the error bars on the PCA coe cients are larger.

Ngeow et al (2003) developed a sinulated annealing
m ethod which can reduce num erical w iggles In Fourier de—
com position of sparse data.Ngeow et al (2003) give speci ¢
exam ples ofhow such an approach in proves Fourier techin—
ues using OGLE LM C Cepheids. A sin ilar result will hold
true for RR Lyraes. Hence this annealing technigque cou-
ple wih a P rincipal C om ponent analysis should prove very
usefil when dealing w ith noisy RR Lyrae data and willbe
treated in detail in a subsequent paper.

OurPCA resuls are based on a sam ple of 383 stars in
globular clusters. How transferable are our resuls and how
can our results be used to obtain PC coe cients for a new
RR Lyrae light curve which appears to be nom al (i no
signs of B lazhko e ectsetc.)?

O ur resuls are transferable to the extent that the orig—
inal 383 stars are a good representation of the entire popu-—
lation of RR ab stars, including variation in m etallicity and
di erences between eld and cluster variables. G iven this
caveat, w e suggest tw o m ethods to reproduce the light curve
ofa new RRab star. F irstly, it is straightforward to include
the new star in the PCA analysis w ith the existing dataset.
This is our recom m ended approach and preserves the "en—
sem ble analysis" property of our PCA m ethod. O ur second
m ethod w ill be the sub fct of future paper but brie y it is
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this.W e tthe progression ofthe PCA coe cientsw ith pe—
riod, such asgiven n  gures4 and 5, w ith sin ple polynom ial
fiinctions. A s an aside, we ram ark that gure 4 contains sig—
ni cant scatter, perhaps associated w ith m etallicity, so that
it would be best to include m etallicity in such polynom ial

ts.Foranew star, we then guess itsperiod and read o , for
that period, the value ofthe PCA coe cients. Equation (3)
then allow s us to generate the light curve. W e iterate this
untila speci ed error criterion is satis ed.W e can then use
existing form ulae relating absolte m agnitude to light curve
structure asde ned by PCA .ThisPCA tem plate approach
has been used, w ith considerable success, In analysing HST
Cepheid data (Leonard et al12003).

W e note from table 2 that the chisquare on the tted
relations are sim ilar or PCA and Fourder. D oces this m ean
that despite the an aller form alerrorsw ith PCA ,both m eth—
ods’ ability to predict RR ab absoltem agnitudes is lin ited by
the intrinsic properties of RR ab stars them selves? To som e
extent this is true. Jurcsik et al (2004), in analysing accurate
data for 100 RRab starsin M 3, show that for som e 16 stars,
am ongst which there exist som e pairs whose absolute m ean
m agniudes di er by about 0.05 m ags (the accuracy of the
photom etry is about 0.02m ags), the Fourier param eters and
periods are very sim ilar. That is, an em pirical m ethod re—
lating absolute m agnitude to period and Fourier param eters
In one waveband could not distinguish between these stars.
Since, as Jurcsk et al (2004) point out, their data contains
a an all range of both m ass and m etallicity, tem perature is
the only other variable, it m ay be the case that m ultiwave—
length nform ation is needed. It is w orthw hile to investigate
how PCA fares with this dataset. Here we give an outline
that suggests that PCA can bemore e cient at extracting
Inform ation from the light curve.

For the sixteen stars which had di ering absolute m ag—
nitudesbut very sin ilar Fourier param eters, w e can perform
the ollow ing procedure: for every pair, 6 k, we calculate

@l alk)=alk)+ (@2@) az2k))=azk)

+ @3(3) a3k))=a3 k)= diffl;

(ecal () pcalk))=pcal k)+

(pcal (J) pca2(k))=pca2 k) = diff2;

(vm ean (j) vm ean (k)) = dif £3;

where al(j);a2(j);a3(j) are the Fourier am plitudes and
pcal (j);pca2 (j) are the PCA coe cients and vm ean (j) are
the m ean m agnitudes. In the above, we alv ays take the ab—
solute value of the di erences. W e need to take fractional
changes because the Fourier am plitudes and PCA coe -
cients have di erent ranges.W enow plotdi 3 againstdi 1
and di 2. This is presented iIn gure 11, where the open
squaresaredi 1 and theclosed squaresaredi 2.W e seethat
wih PCA (closed squares), the di erences between light
curve structure param eters are greater than with Fourier
(open squares). This could Inply that PCA can be more
e cilent though the lm itations associated w ith using a sin—
gle waveband are stillpresent.A m ore rigorous, quantitative
discussion ofthis, in a F isher inform ation sense, w illbe given
n a future paper.

Table 1.Percentage of variation explained by PC com ponents

PCl PC2 PC3 PC4 PCS PC6

w ithout average 814 78 5.7 23 0.74 0.57
w ith average 96.9 1.9 0.55 025 0.07 0.006

In other fiture work we plan to Investigate the appli-
cability of this m ethod to light curve structure-m etallicity
relations, RR ¢ stars and a com parison of observed and the-
oretical light curves using PCA .
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P rincipal C om ponent Analysis of RR Lyrae light curves

Table 2. Light curve lum inosity relation using PCA and Fourier m ethods.

logP rst second third chisquare
PCA
PO -1.134 0:059 0.00321
Pl -1.550 0:082 0269 0:038 0.00283
P2 -1.609 0:082 0290 0:038 0291 0:082 0.00274
P3 -1.744 0:088 0.329 0:039 -0.539 0:107 0.0027
P4 -1.829 0:088 0.359 0:039 0.336 0:079 -0.583 0:105 0.00253
Fourier
Fl -1.677 0:083 0472 0:054 0.00266
F2 -1.700 0:082 -0.726 0:092 0.613 0:179 0.00258
F3 -1.740 0:085 -0.758 0:116 0.536 0:193 0.00261
F4 -1.720 0:085 -0.790 0:117 0215 0:243 0.490 0227 0.00258

Table 3. Sam ple correlation and covariance coe cients between period, PCA and Fourier coe cients

IogP;PCA1l IogP;PCA2 IogP;PCA3 PCALlL;PCAZ2 PCA2;PCA3 PCAL1L;PCA3
correlation 0.631 0.099 -0.299 <10 °® <10 °® <10 ¢
covariance 0.0038 0.0002 -0.0006 <10 © <10 © <10 °©

logP ;A logP ;A logP ;A3 A1;A> Ao;A3 A1;A3
correlation -0.655 -0.529 -0.562 0.926 0.931 0.902
covariance -0.0028 -0.0012 -0.0011 0.0030 0.0013 0.0024
Table 4.Fom alerroron M  + const: for PCA and Fourier relations
P1 P2 P3 P4 Fl F2 F3 F4
00139 0.0142 0.0216 0.0240 0.0156 0.0313 0.0394 0.0311
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