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Abstract. This paper presents a method to determifiective temperatures, angular semi-diameters and bolaneetrections
for population | and Il FGK type stars based BGrand 2MASS IR photometry. Accurate calibration is accony@is by using

a sample of solar analogues, whose average temperaturguined to be equal to the soldfextive temperature of 5777 K.
By taking into account all possible sources of error we estinassociated uncertainties better than 1%fectve temperature
and in the range 1.0-2.5% in angular semi-diameter for wlaeed stars. Comparison of our new temperatures with other
determinations extracted from the literature indicateggéneral, remarkably good agreement. These results dupgeshe
effective temperaure scale of FGK stars is currently estaddistith an accuracy better than 0.5%—1%. The applicatiohef t
method to a sample of 10999 dwarfs in the Hipparcos catalajoes us to define temperature and bolometric correction (
band) calibrations as a function df ¢ K), [m/H] and logg . Bolometric corrections in th€ andK bands as a function dfe,
[m/H] and logg are also given. We providefective temperatures, angular semi-diameters, radii atuiviwiric corrections in
theV andK bands for the 10999 FGK stars in our sample with the corredipgruncertainties.

Key words. stars: fundamental parameters — stars: late-type — stadyaiwarfs— infrared: stars — techniques: photometric —
methods: analytical

1. Introduction rect methods are mainly based on the use of photometry, spec-
) o troscopy, or a combination of both. In the case of the temper-
Effective temperature and luminosity are two fundamental St%‘(ures, although many of the published calibrations claim t
lar parameters that are crucial to carry out tests of th@alet haye uncertainties of the order of several tens of degreds, v
models of stellar structure and evolution by comparing thefas gbtained by dfierent authors can easily have discrepancies
with observations. The accuracy in the determination oéothys 100 K or even larger. The reason for such naggirfed
stellar properties, such as metallicity, age or radiusgé$on onces must be found somewhere inagedients of the meth-
our ability to estimate theftective temperatures and luminosiy§g- atmosphere models, absolute flux calibrations, aswill
ties. strengths, calibration stars, etc.
There are several approaches in the literature to compute|n this paper we presentsami-empirical method to deter-
effective temperature aywt luminosity. Except when applied mine dfective temperaturesg) and bolometric corrections
to the Sun, very few of them awéirect methods that permit (pc) from 2MASS' JHK? photometry (Cutri et al. 2003) that
an empirical measurement of these parameters. Usualy; is applicable to FGK type stars. As all others, our method is
empirical Or indirect methods are based to a certain extegf;sceptible to problems derived from the uncertaintieién t
on stellar atmosphere models. Among #ieect approaches jngredients mentioned above. However, our approach benefit
we find the remarkable work by Code et al. (1976), which fgom two major features: First, it provides a way to evaluate
based on interferometric measurements of stellar angettak s realistic individual uncertainties i, & and luminosity by
diameters{) and total fluxes Kno) at Earth, and the more re-considering all the involved errors; and second, as it i cal
cent works of Mozurkewich et al. (2003) and Kervella et ahrated to use the 2MASS photometry, it allows the calcutatio
(2004), also based on interferometry. On the other hanlt, of consistent and homogenedtig andBC for several million
stars in the 2MASS catalogue. This paper also provitigs
* Table 3 is only available in electronic form at the CDS via
anonymous ftp tadsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.5) or via ! http://www.ipac.caltech.edu/2mass
http://cdsweb.u-strasbg.fr/cgi-bin/qcat?]/A+A/ 2 Throughout the papek refers tokK, band.
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angular semi-diameters, radii aBf’s for 10999 dwarfs and However, the IR flux becomes very sensitive to metallicitg an
subdwarfs in the Hipparcos catalogue ESA (1997). Such larg@rface gravity for stars hotter than 8000 K so that smalkunc
sample has allowed us to construct simple parametric ealibtainties in these parameters translate into large unogeaiin
tions as a function of{ — K)o, [m/H] and logg. Note that a the dfective temperature. In such situation the SEDF approach
preliminary version of the method presented here was afredtbcomes inadequate. At the cold end, the accuracy of stellar
successfully applied to the characterization of the priigeof atmosphere models limits the use of the method to starsrhotte
planet-hosting stars (Ribas et al. 2003). than 4000 K (molecular opacity plays an important role below
The present paper is organized as follows. Sectiontl#is temperature). These limitations restrict the applids of
presents the method and explains in detail the procedute-to the SEDF to FGK type stars. Fortunately, these stars are very
tain Teg and angular semi-diameters, including the fitting atommon in the Galaxy and dominate the content of most of
gorithm, zero point corrections and error estimates. The-cosurvey catalogues. They are crucial for several key asysph
parison of our temperatures with several previous work#) bacal topics, such as the study of the structure and evolufon
based on photometric and spectroscopic techniques, is tie Galaxy, both the disk and the halo, and the charactenizat
scribed in Sect. 3. In Sect. 4 we present simple parameifoicplanet-hosting stars, among others.
calibrations ofTe¢ and BC as a function of ¥ — K)o, [m/H]
and logg valid for dwarf and subdwarf stars. The sample
10999 stars used to build the calibrations is also desciie
this section together with a detailed explanation of tHiedént The calculation of the synthetic photometry requires a well
contributors to the final uncertainties. Finally, the résw@re characterized photometric system, an accurate flux calibra
discussed in Sect. 5 and the conclusions of the present wiithi and suitable synthetic spectra. The work by Cohen et al.

gé. 1. Calculation of synthetic photometry

are presented in Sect. 6. (2003a,b) provides consistent absolute flux calibratiorxith
the visible ¢) (Landolt system) and IR (2MAS$HK) bands.
2. The Spectral Energy Distribution Fit (SEDF) The calibration given by Cohen et al. is computed from a set

of calibrated templates, using the synthetic Kurucz spectr

of Vega of Cohen et al. (1992). In the case of the IR photom-

The use of infrared (IR) photometry to determiriizetive tem- etry, they consider the transmission of the camera andsfilter

peratures was initially proposed by Blackwell & ShallisT¥9. the detector properties and the Earth’s atmosphere clearact

Their so-called Infrared Flux Method (IRFM) uses the rate b istics. From the comparison between observed and synthetic

tween the bolometric flux of the star and the monochromapbotometry for a set of 9 A-type stars and 24 cool giants, the

flux at a given infrared wavelength, both measured at Eartiythors infer the need to introduce a zero poifget in the syn-

as the observable quantity. This ratio is then compared witletic photometry to match the observed 2MASS photometry:

a theoretical estimate derived from stellar atmosphereetsod).001:0.005 mag {); —0.019+0.007 mag K); 0.0170.005

to carry out the determination of th&ective temperature. Themag (). The calculation of such values is not exempt of some

IRFM has been widely used by a number of authors, being maficulty since the dispersions of theffdirences between both

noteworthy the work by Alonso et al. (1995, 1996a,b). photometries (synthetic and observed) are of the same magni
The Spectral Energy Distribution Fit (SEDF) method thatide as the zero poinfisets themselves.

we propose here follows a somewhafffelient approach, To compute the syntheric magnitudes we made use of the

namely the fit of the stellar spectral energy distributi@mitthe no-overshoot Kurucz atmosphere models grid (Kurucz 1979)

optical (V) to the IR HK) using synthetic photometry com-taken fromhttp://kurucz.harvard.edu/grids.html:

puted from stellar atmosphere models. Unlike the Alonsd.et a Fi

(1996a) implementation of the IRFM, which averages tempe#., (T, log g, [m/H]) = 2.5 Iog( cal ] 1)

atures derived individually for each IR band, our methoe$ak Fi(Ter,l0gg, [m/H])

into account the four bands simultaneously (and naturallyherer:  is the absolute flux calibration given by Cohen et al.
In addition, and also unlike the IRFM, the bolometric flux i§2003b) (form! , = 0) andF,(Tex, g, [m/H]) is the flux in the
not requireda priori by the SEDF method but results self; pand computed from the integration of the model atmosphere

consistently with the temperature. The fitting algorithree(s convolved with the transmission function (filter, detecamd
Sect. 2.2) minimizes the fierence between observed and synearth's atmosphere) from Cohen et al. (2003b):

thetic photometry by tuning the values of thiéeetive temper- o
ature and the angular semi-diameter. H@ can be obtained F(Te;, logg, [m/H]) = f &(Te, log g, [m/H], )T:()dA (2)
from these two parameters, and then, when the distance to the 0

star is known, the luminosity is computed from tR€ and the where¢(Ter,l0gg, [M/H], ) is the flux given by the stellar
absolute magnitude in a given photometric band. The uncatmosphere model ang(1) the dfective transmission function
tainties of the derived parametef&f , angular semi-diameterin thei band normalized to a peak value of unity.

andBC) are estimated from the errors in the observed and syn-

thetic photometry as well as in the assumed#], logg and
Ay.

method

2.2. Fitting algorithm

From a theoretical point of view, the SEDF method coul@ihe fitting algorithm is based on the minimization of the
be applied to stars of any spectral type and luminosity clagsnction defined from the élierences between observed (cor-
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rected for interstellar extinction) and synthetidHK magni- they are of no use to calibrate the SEDF method. As an alter-

tudes, weighted with the corresponding error: native, we have used the list of photometric solar analogues
2 2 compiled by Cayrel de Strobel (1996). We assume that, as an
Y= (V —Av- VSY”) n (J —As- JSV”) + ensemble, the average of thffeetive temperatures of these
ov gy photometric solar analogues should be equal to tfectve
H — Ay — Heyn 2 (K-Ag - Ksyn 2 temperature of the Sun (i.e., 5777 K).
+ ( o ) +( ok ) ®3) After selecting a subsample of 50 unreddened stars

) ) _ ) with non-saturated 2MASS photometry from table 1 of
This function depends (via the synthetic photometry)laR  Cayrel de Strobel (1996), we computed their temperatures us
logg, [m/H] and a magnitude dierenceA, which is the ratio jng the SEDF method. We obtained an average temperature of
between the synthetic (star’s surface) and the observeddtuxsgzo . 14 K, i.e., 55 K (or~1%) higher than the solarffec-
Earth) (A = —2.5109F siar/ Fgarn)- A is directly related to the tjye temperature. Exactly the same value is obtained if vee us
angular semi-diameter by the following expression: the subset of solar féective temperature analogues” from ta-

9 = 107027 (4) ble 5 of Cayrel de Strobel. Without a profound analysis of all
the ingredients involved — from the stellar atmosphere hiode
Although the synthetic photometry depends implicitly oagr the absolute flux calibration, — it is veryflicult to assess the
ity and metallicity, in practice, the spectral energy disttion reasons for such fierence. However, it seems clear that the
in the opticaliR for our range of temperatures is onlyakly temperature scale as obtained from the synthetic photgmetr
dependent on these quantities. This fact makes it possible tone needs a correction to agree with the average of the sola
obtain accurate temperatures even for stars with poorrdéteranalogues. From a formal point of view, this correction can b
nations of log and n/H]. computed from the synthetic photometry that results frora-fo

As can be seen, the” function depends also on the intering a value off = 5777 K to the entire sample. After doing so,
stellar absorptiory (the absorption in the other bands can bge replaced the zero points given by Cohen et al. (2003b) (see
computed using the extinction law of Schaifers & Voigt (1282Sect. 2.1) by the averagefitirence (for each band) between the
A; = 0304y, Ay = 0.24Ay andAx = 0.154y). In principle, observed and synthetic photometry computed for the sokr an
it is possible to considety as a free parameter. However, thgpgues. Assuming that there is nfiset on theV band, the -
strong correlation betweefy; andAy, especially for the hotter sets for the other bands are: 0.887003 mag.(); 0.075:0.005
stars, decreases the precision in the determination of i®th mag (#); 0.022:0.005 mag k). It is interesting to note that
rameters, with resulting typical uncertainties of 497 and both in the case of Cohen et al. (2003a) and in our case, the
0.25mag iMy. Thus, for best performancéy should only be value of the dfset in theH band difers significantly from the
considered as a free parameter when its value is susperded laffsets inJ andK. It should be stressed that thieztive tem-
and no other method for its estimation is available. In gaherperatures given by Cayrel de Strobel (1996) have not beeh use
the best approach is to fix the valuef in Eqg. (3) from the here. We have only used the property of the stars in being clas
estimation by photometric calibrations, for instance. sified as solar analogues, and, consequently, we assunied the

Therefore, the only two adjustable parameters by the SER¥erage temperature to be equal to the sdfactve tempera-
method in the present work afBgs and A, whereas log, ture.

[m/H] and Ay are fixed parameters. To minimize Eq. (3) In our procedure, we are implicitly assuming that the cor-
with respect to these two parameters we use the Levenbeegtion in our temperature scale is just a zero poifgat and
Marquardt algorithm (Press et al. 1992), which is desigoedthat no dependence on temperature or metallicity is present
fit a set of data to a non-linear model. In all our tests, converhese assumptions are justifiegosteriori in Sect. 3, where
gence towards the minimum value pf was reached rapidly several comparisons of SEDF temperatures with other photo-

and unequivocally. metric and spectroscopic determinations are shown.
The angular semi-diameters computed from Eq. (4) were
2.3. Calibration of the SEDF method using solar used to check the consistency of the new zero points in our

temperature scale. These angular semi-diameters were com-
pared with the direct values compiled in the CHARM2 cata-
The standard procedure for the calibration of @direcr logue (Richichi & Percheron 2005). We restricted the compar
method to determinefkective temperatures is based on thison to stars with accurate VLBI or indirect (spectrophogem
comparison of the results with accurate temperatures #iam try) measurements of the semi-diameter. Only 10 of thess sta
rect methods for a set of stars. In this way, the list of stars wifulfill the conditions for applicability of the SEDF method.
empirical dfective temperatures and angular semi-diametdfgyure 1 shows the comparison of the semi-diameters foethes
from Code et al. (1976) has been widely used for calibratid® stars. The agreement is excellent, with an averafferdi
purposes. This list has been recently increased with the #mee Qg — 0sepr), weighted with the inverse of the square
works of Mozurkewich et al. (2003) and Kervella et al. (2004pf the error, equal t6-0.3% with a s.d. of 4.6% (see Table
Other authors use well-studied stars, such as the Sun, Yega)o All the direct values used in the comparison correspond
Arcturus, to calibrate their methods. to an uniform stellar disk. A crude comparison of both uni-

Unfortunately, the few stars with empirical values oform disk and limb darkened values for about 1600 F, G and
T« are too bright to have accurate 2MASS photometry amdstars in the CHARM2 catalogue indicates~d% positive

analogues
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2.4. Error estimation

One of the features of the SEDF method is that it yields indi-
vidual uncertainties of botfi.s andd. The total uncertainty can
be calculated by combining the contributions from the spec-
tral energy distribution fit and also from the uncertainiies
the fixed parameters, i.e., Igg[m/H], andAy. Assuming null
correlation between theseffdirent (and, in principle, indepen-
dent) sources of error, the total uncertainty of theparameter
(Te Or A) is the quadratic sum of theftiérent error contribu-
tions:

2
@R = @15 + (2 (o

2 2
) (Tioge)? + (ZTY) (@)

+ Ye
dlogg
(5)
As mentioned above, the minimizationytis carried out with
respect to the four magnitud&g HK, with the parametersy,
[m/H] and logg being held fixed. The first term of the equation
(AY,SEPH) is the error in the paramet&; coming from the fit
to the spectral energy distribution, which is computed ftbm
covariance matrixAY;SEPF = +/Ci). The derivatives in the

Fig. 1. Comparison of angular semi-diameters computed from tlgher three terms of the equation are determined numeyicall

SEDF method (with the new zero point in the temperature yeale
from the CHARM2 catalogue. In the case of HD 209458, the camp

a

Y, Yi(+A[m/H]) - Yi(=A[m/H])

i idi i i dlm/H] ~ 2 (©)
ison of the semi-diameter is between the SEDF method and pit-em [m/H]
ical determination from a high-precision transit light eeir

in the case of the metallicity, and in an analogous way for the
surface gravity and the interstellar absorption.
The error inT is obtained directly from Eq. (5), whereas

Table 1. Comparison of direct and SEDF angular semi-diameters.  the error ind must be calculated from the error in tifeparam-

Bqir are VLBI and spectrophotometric values (Richichi & Percheron  eter:

2005). For HD 209458, 64;; is derived from a planetary transit light

curve. 09 =021In1000 4 @)
Star G (Mas) e (Mas)  A6(%) The a_d(_)pted values for the errors in the magm?udze,g)(

metallicity (o7a/m7) and surface gravitydog,) are discussed

HIP 6702 0.1960.050 0.1830.004 0.5 in Sect. 4.1.1
HIP 8433 0.2250.050 0.28&0.005 -27.1 o
HIP 48113 0.40%0.005 0.4020.006 0.7 . .
HIP 50786  0.26@0.010 0.2680.004 -1.9 3. Comparison with other methods
HIP 51056 0.29@0.030 0.30&0.005 -55 . . L
HIP 85365 03880015 04180036 -7.9 Five samples of FGK stars with accurate determinations of
HIP 91237 02180015 0.2510.004 -195 effective temperatures (both photometric and spectroscopic)
HIP 96895 0.2780.015 02780004 —-3.0 were selected from the literature (Alonso et al. 1996a, iRean’
HIP 96901  0.2680.015 0.25%0.003 1.9 & Meléndez 2005, Fuhrmann 1998, Santos et al. 2003 and
HIP 113357 0.3650.010 0.3520.006 3.6 Edvardsson et al. 1993) to carry out a comparison with our
HD 209458 0.1120.010 0.11%0.002 -1.8 results. We put special attention in correcting for thiees

of interstellar reddening, which could lead to systemaitfe d
ferences. For the Alonso et al. and Ramirez & Meléndez sam-
ples (the most reddened), interstellar reddening was ciede
using the values of(B — V) given by the authors so that
the two temperature estimations would be directly compara-
ble. For the other three samples, composed of stars at closer

correction for limb darkening, of the same order of the dispedistances, we restricted our comparisons to unreddenes sta
sion of the relative dferences shown in Table 1. In additionAnyhow, this meant rejecting very few stars from furtherlana
we compared the radius of HD 209458 — obtained with thesis. Among several papers in the literature, we chose these
Hubble Space Telescope from a high precision planetary trdine samples because they have a minimum of 25 stars with
sit light curve (Brown et al. 2001) — with our estimation frormon-saturated 2MASS photometry and the values@H] and
SEDF, obtaining very good agreementl46+ 0.050R;, and logg — needed for a consistent comparison — are provided by
1.160+ 0.058R,, respectively. the authors.
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3.1. Methods based on IR photometry: Alonso et al. ———7—
(1996a) and Ramirez & Meléndez (2005) 80001 =

As mentioned above, the IRFM is the most popular method i +* ]
compute &ective temperatures from IR photometry. The wor 7000
by Alonso et al. (1996a) is undoubtedly the widest applic. €
tion of the IRFM to FGK stars. The authors computéeetive
temperatures for 462 stars with known interstellar absampt
surface gravity and metallicity. After selecting the stershe
Alonso et al. sample in the range 40Q0T < 8000 K and 5000
with errors in the 2MASS photometry below 0.05 mag, we ol | A
tained dfective temperatures from the SEDF method for a su 1
set of 315 stars. The comparison between both determirgati 4000
of Te is shown in Fig. 2. The averagefiirenceATer (IRFM o 30— F—— 1T+ T+ T |
— SEDF) was found to be67 K, with a standard deviation of &~ 150
81 K. The dependence of thisfiirence on the temperature isw,_ﬁ
not significantT 5™ = 1.03075F°" - 239 K. As shown in the ' -
bottom panel of Fig. 2, there is no dependence of the tempe® _ 59
ture diference with metallicity. © 300 4300 000 500 =000 5000
In a recent work, Ramirez & Meléndez (2005) have r¢ T, (SEDF) (K)
computed the IRFM temperatures of almost all the stars
Alonso et al. (1996a) using updated input data. According & 300 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ R
the authors, the flierence between the old and new tempe@rt 1501~ . .o L]

T, (IRFM)

ature scales is not significant. They also compare thééce ~ o L &

tive temperatures with some direct determinations. Thiecast %I 150l RIS YR N
conclude that there is a systematiffelience of about 40 Kat == | . O : . .
solar temperature (in the sense IRkko — their values). The '+ -300;— _13 ‘ _12 — ‘ 0
comparison between the temperatures of Ramirez & Meténde (m/H]

and our determinations is shown in Fig. 3. For 385 stars in-COfflg 2. comparison of the féective temperatures from the IRFM and
mon we findATer (IRFM —SEDF) equal t0-58 K (07,=67  the SEDF method for 315 stars in the sample of Alonso et a9Gap
K), and TR"™ = 1.061 TSEPF — 403 K. Unlike in the case The bottom panel shows the temperaturedénce as a function of
of Alonso et al. (1996a), the dependenceA@ts in [m/H] is the metallicity.

relevant (Fig. 3, bottom panel). Fom[H] < —-2.0 the tem-

peratures from Ramirez & Meléndez are clearly hotter than

our temperatures. The same trend was found by Charbonnel &

Primas (2005) when comparing their temperatures of 32 halo

dwarfs 3.5 < [Fe/H] < —1.0) with the values of Ramirez &

Meléndez. halo. Hfective temperatures were determined from fits to the
wings of the Balmer lines. Of those stars, 24 have accurate
3.2. Other methods 2MASS photometry so that reliable SEDF temperatures can be

derived. The comparison is shown in Fig. 4. The mean aver-
Besides the IRFM, which uses IR photometry, we have algge diferenceATs (Fuhrmann- SEDF) is 12 K, ¢r,,=45
compared theféective temperatures obtained using the SEDE), with a slight dependence on the temperatdiginmann =

method with other determinations. Two of these (FuhrmalmrggsTeSﬁEDFJr 618 K. No dependence was found betwadhy
1998 and Santos et al. 2003) are spectroscopic works, whiled jn/H] (Fig. 4, bottom panel).

in another case (Edvardsson et al. 1993) the temperatwes ar

based omvby — B photometry. The chief problem in the case of

spectroscopic determinations is that, in general, theynasily 3.2.2. Santos et al. (2003)

applied to bright stars, which have poor 2MASS photometry

(the 2MASS detectors saturate for stars brighter tas 4 To study the correlation between the metallicity and theéopro
mag). This fact reduces the number of stars in the Fuhrmagiility of a star to host a planet, Santos et al. (2003) okthin
(1998) and Santos et al. (2003) samples that can be compajjgsctroscopic temperatures for 139 stars based on the-analy

with SEDF method. sis of several iron lines. fiective temperatures for a total of
101 stars in the sample of Santos et al. can be obtained us-
3.2.1. Fuhrmann (1998) ing the SEDF method. In this cas&T« (Santos—- SEDF) is

28 K, with o7, = 68 K, and practically independent of the
This sample is composed of about 50 F and G nearby staesnperature752"°S= 1.05375EPF - 270 K (Fig. 5). There is
both main sequence and subgiants, of the Galactic disk amddependence @Ts with [m/H] (Fig. 5, bottom panel).
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Fig. 3. Comparison of theféective temperatures from the IRFM andFig. 4. Comparison of the féective temperatures from fits to Balmer
the SEDF method for 386 stars in the sample of Ramirez & Mige lines and the SEDF method for 24 stars in common with the saofpl
(2005). The bottom panel shows the temperatuffiedince as a func- Fuhrmann (1998). The bottom panel shows the temperatfiezetice
tion of the metallicity. as a function of the metallicity.

3.2.3. Edvardsson et al. (1993) to be preferred over the best possible accuracy. In thisosect
The sample of Edvardsson et al. is composed by 189 nearbwé present calibrations for bothy and BC as a function of

and G type stars. In contrast with the previous two, fiieotive (V — K)o, [m/H]and logg. To calculate the calibrations, the
temperature is not derived from spectroscopy but frotn -3 SEDF method was applied to a sample of stars in the Hipparcos
photometry. To do so, the authors built a grid of synthetizatalogue, as described below. Note that these calibsation
photometry using the atmosphere models of Gustafsson etsabject to two limitations with respect to the full SEDF nudh
(1975) and further improved it by adding several new atomkdrst, they are simplifications since not all the availali®i-

and molecular lines. fEective temperatures for 115 stars inmation is used, and second, individual uncertainties calpeo
their sample could be derived using the SEDF method. Tdetermined.

average dierenceATy (Edvardsson- SEDF) is 10 K, with

a dispersion of 70 K and no dependence on the temperatUJeT' The stellar sample
TEdvardsson= 1 0067 SEPF — 27 K (Fig. 6). As in the two previ- p

ous cases, the bottom panel of Fig. 6 shows that the temperatye collected a sample of FGK dwarfs and subdwarfs in the
difference is not correlated witmf H]. Hipparcos catalogue, and therefore with measured trigono-
metric parallaxes. Theiv magnitudes come mainly from the
Hauck & Mermilliod (1998) catalogue, except for those stars
with less than two observations, where we used the Hipparcos
The practical use of the SEDF method as it has been describathlogue. The entire sample has complete and non-saturate
in Sect. 2 is not straightforward since it requires the dalcu JHK photometry in the 2MASS catalogue. The metallicity
tion of synthetic photometry from stellar atmosphere msdekas extracted from the compilation of Cayrel de Strobel et al
and then use a numerical algorithm to minimize #fefunc- (2001) or computed fromvby — 8 photometry — either mea-
tion. Parametric calibrations (as a function of one or mare psured from our own observations or obtained from the Hauck
rameters) may fber a suitable means to estimate reliable e& Mermilliod (1998) catalogue —, using a slightly revisedve
fective temperatures in cases where simplicity and speed sion of the Schuster & Nissen (1989) calibration. The rarfge o

4. Parametric calibrations



E. Masana et al.: flective temperature scale and bolometric corrections 7

6500 T N T N T N T 7000 N T N T N T
6000\~ . -
65001 = .
53 - . < e
= = = N == ,
(8] - —e—
& 5500 A 4 5 ;
) o
e = 60001 .
= - g -
—~+ St
5000~ . i 1
| + i 55001 - .
o 4500 : } : } : } : o 300 } : } : } :
& 1501 n & 1501 n
. i . G te e 7 g i . )
= 0 ) 3 o - - 0 <
2] = — - o e " . L . =
@ 5 L . . S .
@ -150— — 2 -150 . .. |
5 E 5 f . ; .
[ -300 L | L | L | L = -300 | L | L | L
4500 5000 5500 6000 6500 5500 6000 6500 7000
T_(SEDF) (K) T, (SEDF) (K)
g 300 T { T { T Q 200 T { T { T { T { T { T { . T { T
w [ . . . N u_v [ '. . n
@ 1501 o - 5 100 . I c o, _
L . o e Wt . . n L k] c . e o . i
5 . - . . . . % . -.I . 0 -..
'_. 0 . ol - = 0 v, .';. % 1
S B . . T o ' I .S * "._ " . . T
& -1501 ) ) — 2 -100— . <. —
% ool ! ! ] ® ool ! ! Lt ! ! ]
}— _300 1 1 1 ’— _200 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 -05 0 05 15 125 -1 075 05 -025 0 025 05
[M/H] [M/H]

Fig. 5. Comparison of thefective temperatures from iron line fits andFig. 6. Comparison of the féective temperatures from photometry
the SEDF method for 101 stars in common with the sample ofdSanaind the SEDF method for 115 stars in common with the sample of
et al. (2003). The bottom panel shows the temperatuferdnce as a Edvardsson et al. (1993). The bottom panel shows the tempera
function of the metallicity. difference as a function of the metallicity. The standard dieridor

a single star in Edvardsson et al. (1993) is 81 K.

metallicities covered by the sample48.0 < [m/H] < 0.5.

Values of logg were computed fromuwby — 8 photometry a few measurements (and with no evaluation of systemat-
(Masana 1994; Jordi et al. 1996). Originally, the sample was ics), we have set a minimum error¥equal to 0.015 mag.
built to study the structure and kinematics of the disk arld ha  The uncertainties in the absolute flux calibration are given
of the Galaxy (Masana (2004)) and a full description inahgdi by Cohen et al. (2003a,b) and are in the range 1.5-1.7%
the photometry and a complete set of physical parametelrs wil (0.016—0.019 mag), depending on the band. For those stars

be provided in a forthcoming paper (Masana et al. 2006). affected by interstellar reddening, the uncertainty\inas
In spite of the proximity of the stars (90% of them are closer derived from photometric calibrations based by — 8
than 200 pc), we computed individual interstellar absori photometry (Jordi et al. 1996) is expected to be of about

from uvby — B photometry and corrected the observed magni- 0.05 mag, 0~1.5% inTeg.
tudes. As discussed below, interstellar absorption is étleeo - Errors in [m/H] and logg: As mentioned above,
mostimportant sources of uncertainty in #g determination. [m/H] was obtained, whenever possible, from spectro-
scopic measurements, and otherwise we used photometric
4.11. Errors calibrations, with _assigned ungertainties of 010 dex and
T 0.15 dex, respectively. We assigned uncertainties of 0.18
For our sample, the errors in the magnitudes, metallicity an dex to logg values determined from photometric calibra-
surface gravity were estimated in the following manner: tions. The &ect on the final fective temperatures due to
] the uncertainties of bothw{/H] and logg is very small:
— Errors in the VJHK magnitudes: The total error in each an error of 0.5 dex in#i/H] has an éect in Tey of less
magnitude was computed as the quadratic sum of the ob- {h5n 0.5%, whereas the same error in ddgas an fect

servational errpr, the error ir! the_ absolute flux calibmatio that ranges between 0% and 1%, depending on the value of
and the error in the determination of the interstellar ex- Tex and logg.

tinction. The first one comes from the photometric cata-
logues. However, to prevent the underestimation of the &e error was attributed to the flux in the stellar atmosphere
ror in the V band, usually computed from the average ahodels. Comparisons carried out by using other stellar atmo
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Fig.7. Relative error (%) in flective temperature assuming,,x = 0.015 magop.,m = 0.2, oeg, = 0.2 and the error of the absolute flux
calibration. Top left: f2/H] = 0.0. Top right: logg = 4.5. Bottom left: jn/H] = —2.0. Bottom right: logg = 2.0.

sphere models such as those by Castelli et al. (1997) and kbpt in mind that most of the stars in our sample are essbntial
NextGen models by Hauschildt et al. (1999) show resultiftg dunreddened, thus yielding the best possible accuracy.
ferences in temperature below0.3% in all cases (Ribas etal. Table 3 lists &ective temperatures, angular semi-
2003). diameters, radii and bolometric corrections in tieand K

An estimation of the final errors ifiqr as function offes, (2MASS) bands with the corresponding uncertainties for the
[m/H] and logg is shown in Fig. 7. As can be seen, the fientire sample. Using these values, we calculated simpke par
nal error is almost independent o&[H] and logg, but not of Metric calibrations of ective temperature and bolometric cor-
T Hotter stars have greater uncertainties (slighthpo for rection as described below.
Ter = 7500 K) than cooler stars (0.6% fdiz = 5000 K).
It is important to note that, in the case of reddened stars,
uncertainty of 0.05 mag iAy can double the error ifieqz com-
pared to the values in Fig. 7. For the angular semi-diamefdthough the éective temperature for FGK type stars is
the behaviour of the errors is very similar to those of the eftrongly correlated with the{ - K)o index (see for instance
fective temperature, with values for unreddened stars ofieb Alonso et al. (1996a)), it also depends weakly on the meiglli
1.0-2.5%. This means that for Hipparcos stars with good-parand surface gravity, as we mentioned in Sect. 2. Therefare, a
laxes, we are able to determine the stellar radii with reredalk empirical calibration of e+ should include terms in al{—K)o,
uncertainties of about 1.5-5.0%. [m/H]and logg. Furthermore, in our case the calibrations were

Figure 8 shows the cumulative histograms of the relati@nstructed separately in twl ¢ K)o intervals. Stars departing
errors in dfectiVe temperature, angular semi-diameter and réore than 3 from the fit were rejected. The resulting expres-
dius for the 10999 stars of the sample. As can be seen, ab¥ans are:
85% of the stars have determinationsigf better than 1.1%.
The relative error in the angular semi-diameter is alsoebett = 0.35< (V — K)o < 1.15 (4954 stars):
than 1.5% for about 85% of the stars. In the case of the radii, P
the main contributor to the error is the uncertainty in theapa Oer = 0.5961+ 0.1567(V — K)o + 0.0309( — K) +
lax. Even so, 50% of the stars have radius determinatiotsrbet + 0.009[n/H] + 0.0022fn/H]?
than 10%, and 85% of the stars better than 25%. It should be + 0.0021( — K)o[m/H] — 0.0067 logg

&', Effective temperature calibration
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Fig. 8. Cumulative histograms of the relative error iffextive tem-
perature, angular semi-diameter and radius for the 10989 st the

sample. Fig. 9. Residuals of thely fit as function of &ective temperature,
metallicity and surface gravity.
ooy = 0.0028 (8)
- 1.15<(V-K)g < 3.0 (5820 stars): get from MK classification. The error inffective temperature

caused by an error in lggwill be:
fer = 0.5135+0.2687(/ — K)o — 0.0174( - K)3 +

)
+ 0.0298fn/H] - 0.0009}n/H)? ATer = g5 lend 1098 (11)
— 00184 — K)o[m/H] - 0.0028 logg wherea is the codicient of the logz terms in Egs. (8) and (9).
oo, = 0.0026 (9) In the worst case, that of the hotter stakgs = 85 Alogg.

5040 o Thus, even if the uncertainty in Iggs as much as 0.5 dex, the
wherefer = 3. The standard deviation of Egs. (8) and (9) i ror induced ey is just 40 K.

eff . . .
about 20 K and 25 K, respectively. As shown in Fig. 9, there e fits for four diferent metallicities and log = 4.5 to-

is no residual trend as a function df ¢ K)o, [m/H] orlogg.  gether with the stellar sample are shown in Fig. 10. Figure 11
Equation (8) is aplicable in the range28 < logg < 4.75 and  ghows the empiricaler -(V — K)o relationships as a function
eg. 9in the range.35 < logg < 4.75. Furthermore the calibra- 5¢ the metallicity.

tions are valid in the ranges of colours and metallicitiethef

sample: ) . o
4.3. Bolometric correction calibration

-3.0<[m/H] < =15 for L0<(V-K)p <29 ) _ _
_1.5< [m/H] < ~05 for 05 < (V — K)o < 2.9 Since the SEDF_m_ethod pr(_JV|des botfieetive temperature
and angular semi-diameter, it also naturally allows fordie
-0.5<[m/H] <0.0 for 0.4 < (V- K)o <30 termination of the bolometric correction in a specific band.
0.5<[m/H] <05 for 0.35< (V-K)g <28 (10) From this, if the distance is known, one can compute the lu-

minosity of the star. The bolometric correction in a givenda

is defined as the fference between the bolometric magnitude

‘and the magnitude in that band:

While (V - K)o is an observational quantity anet [H] can
be obtained from photometric gfod spectroscopic measure
ments, a good determination of lgdgs usually unavailable
for the most of the stars. This could severely restrict the apC; = Myo — M; = mpo — m; (12)
plicability of the above calibrations. However, some photo )
metric indexes, as the Stromgrén (see Crawford (1975) or wheren_zb(). andm; are assur_ned to be corrected of |r_1terstellar
Olsen (1988)), are good surface gravity indicators andfia red_denlngMbm can be easily expressed as a function of the
able, can help to estimate lgg On the other hand, catalogue&2dius and iective temperature:
of spectroscopic metallicities usually provide an estiorabf T,

eff
the surface gravity. Finally, a crude estimation of fogan be T 4.74 (13)

R
My, = =5 IogR— —10log
o)
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L ] L | whereK is the factor corresponding to the transformation of
000 — — 2000 - - units. Once the bolometric correction for a bamslknown, the
0 ‘1 ;‘2 : ‘3 — 0o ‘1 ‘2 i . bolometric correction for any bandcan be determined from:
V), (V-E),
BCj = (m,» - Mj) + BC; (15)
T ' I I
8000? 05< <00 | gmof oo<mm<-05 | The error in the bolometric correction can be expressed as a
7000 — — 7000 —I function of the uncertainties ifie, 6 (or A) andm;, as in Sect.
e T e T 1 2.4
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The procedure described here was used to compute the
Fig.10. Te; -(V — K)o fits for four groups of stars with fierent bolometric correction in the& (2MASS) band for the stars
metallicities. The empirical relationships correspontbtpg =4.5 and in our sample. In the same way as for théeetive tempera-
[m/H] =-2.0,-1.0,-0.25 and+0.25. ture, we calibratedC as a function of ¥ — K)o, [/H] and
log g with the following results:

- 035< (V-K)p <115 (4906 stars):

BCx = 0.1275+ 0.9907( — K)o — 0.0395( — K)3 +
w +0.0693}n/H] + 0.0140}n/H)]?

8000- < MM =30 +0.0120(/ — K)o[m/H] - 0.0253 logg
| \ - [m/H] =-2.0 | opec = 0.007 mag 17)
! [M/H] = -1.0
7000 — [m/H]=0.0 _ - 115<(V-K)o < 3.0 (5783 stars):
- : | . BCx = —0.1041+ 1.2600( — K)o — 0.1570(/ — K)Z +
ét 6000~ | +0.1460n/H] + 0.0010fn/H]?
o —0.0631(/ — K)o[m/H] — 0.0079 logg
opc = 0.005 mag (18)
50007 ] . . . . . .
The range of validity of these calibrations is the same akén t
i > 1 case of the #ective temperature. The bolometric correction in
4000- . any band can be obtained fraBCx via Eq. (15).
‘ ‘ ‘ Figure 12 shows the fits for four fierent metallicities, to-
0 1 2 3 4 gether with the stars in the sample used to obtain the calibra
(V-K)qo tions. TheBCx — (V — K)o relationships as a function of the

metallicity are shown in Fig. 13. The calibration is tabatht
in Table 2 and compared with the calibrations by Alonso et al.

) . (1995) and Flower (1996) in Fig. 14, showing good agreement.
Fig. 11. T -(V — K)o relationships for log =4.5 and four diferent

metallicities.
5. Discussion

whereR,=6.95508 16 m andTe; = 5777 K. For the Sun we The procedure described in this paper yields three badlarste

adoptV(®) = —26.75 mag andnyq(®) = —26.83 mag, and parameters: the best-fittingfective temperature and angular

thereforeBCy (©) = —0.08 (Cox 2000). semi-diameter and, from them, the bolometric correctibihnd
Using the definition of the absolute magnitude at a givetistance is knowng can be transformed into the true stellar

band (M, = m, + 5logr + 5) and expressing the radius asadius. The accuracies of the parameters for the stars in our

function of the parallax#) and the angular semi-diametesample are 0.5-1.3% if.s, 1.0-2.5% ird and 0.04—0.08 mag

(R = 9/n), we obtain the following formula for the bolomet-for the BC.
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Fig. 14. Comparison betweeBCy values for logg =4.5 given in Table 2 (solid line) and the values given by Atoesal. (1995) for log = 4
(dashed line) and log = 5 (long-dashed line). In the panel correspondingMg f/] = 0.0, the calibration of Flower (1996) is also shown
(dotted line).

Comparisons with other determinations described in Setitns and inaccuracies of model atmospheres (non-Ifié€ts,
3 show general good agreement, witlfeliences below 05 3D effects, treatment on convection ,..fJexcting both photo-
except for Alonso et al. (1996a) and Ramirez & Meléndemetric and spectroscopic determinations. Bohlin & Gitlitla
(2005), where the dierence is about 008 The use of dfer- (2004) pointed out a probable 2% overestimation of the IR flux
ent atmosphere models and the intrinsic nature of the meithe Vega model used by Cohen et al. (2003a). A 2% shift in
ods (photometric for Edvardsson et al., Alonso et al., Rami absolute flux calibration is equivalent to dfdrence of about
& Meléndez and ours; spectroscopic for Santos et al. aA@ K in temperature and to a zero poirfset in the synthetic
Fuhrmann) can explain in part the smalffdrences. In the photometry of 0.022 mag. Such value would be compatible
case of the IRFM, the mainfilerence between the implemenwith our magnitude zero points in Sect. 2.3.
tation of both Alonso et al. (1996a) and Ramirez & Meléndez Beyond the internal errors, which in the case of the SEDF
(2005), and the SEDF method is the absolute flux calibratiaake into account the uncertainty in the flux calibration afid
Alonso et al. (1994) for the IRFM and Cohen et al. (2003b) farther error sources, the comparison with other methods show
the SEDF. This, together with the use offdrent versions of that, at present, the systematic errors involved in therdete
the ATLAS9 atmosphere models, is probably the reason for thation of dfective temperature are of about 20-30 K, equiva-
~60 K differential between both implementations of the IRFNént to the 2% uncertainty in the IR fluxes of Vega claimed by
and our determination. For Ramirez & Meléndez (2005)e¢heBohlin & Gilliland (2004) to be a realistic value.
is a dependence AT with [m/H] in such a way that the
temperature dierence (Ramirez & Meléndez- SEDF) increase .
abruptly for jn/H] < 2.0. In all the other cases, the temperatuf@ Conclusions

differences are not correlated with/[H]. We have presented a method (called SEDF) to compute ef-

The mostimportant factor to explain the systematics amofegtive temperatures, angular semi-diameters and boftamet
the dfective temperatures computed fronfidient methods is corrections from 2MASS photometry. We have adopted an ap-
the absolute flux calibrationffzcting photometric determina-proach based on the fit of the obserétH K magnitudes us-
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Table 2. Bolometric correction as a function of effective temperature for log g =4.5 and different metallicities (valid for dwarf and subdwarf
stars). Tables for logg =3.5 and log g =4.0 are available in electronic form.

[m/H] = +0.5 [m/H] = 0.0 [m/H] = -1.0 [m/H] = -2.0 [m/H] = -3.0
Te BC(V) BC(K) BC(V) BC(K) BC(V) BC(K) BC(V) BC(K) BC(V) BC(K)
4000 -1.536 2.336 -1.344 2.375 -1.067 2.417 — — — —
4100 -1.310 2.324 -1.156 2.348 -0.933 2.371 — — — —
4200 -1.122 2298 -0.999 2311 -0.818 2.319 — — — —
4300 -0.964 2.262 -0.865 2.266 -0.719 2.263 — — — —
4400 -0.830 2.219 -0.751 2.217 -0.635 2.204 -0.559 2.186 -0.509 2.166
4500 -0.716 2.171 -0.653 2.164 -0.562 2.144 -0.504 2.121 -0.468 2.097
4600 -0.618 2.119 -0.568 2.108 -0.499 2.082 -0.457 2.055 -0.433 2.029
4700 -0.532 2.064 -0.495 2.050 -0.444 2.020 -0.416 1.990 -0.403 1.962
4800 -0.459 2.008 -0.431 1991 -0.396 1.958 -0.380 1.926 -0.377 1.896
4900 -0.395 1950 -0.376 1932 -0.355 1.896 -0.350 1.862 -0.356 1.831
5000 -0.339 1.892 -0.327 1872 -0.319 1.834 -0.324 1.799 -0.337 1.767
5100 -0.290 1.833 -0.285 1.813 -0.288 1.773 -0.301 1.737 -0.321 1.704
5200 -0.247 1.775 -0.248 1.753 -0.261 1.713 -0.282 1.676 -0.308 1.643
5300 -0.209 1.717 -0.216 1.695 -0.237 1.653 -0.265 1.616 -0.298 1.582
5400 -0.177 1.659 -0.188 1.636 -0.217 1595 -0.251 1557 -0.289 1.523
5500 -0.148 1.601 -0.163 1579 -0.199 1.537 -0.239 1.499 -0.282 1.466
5600 -0.123 1.545 -0.142 1522 -0.184 1.480 -0.229 1.443 -0.276 1.409
5700 -0.101 1.489 -0.123 1467 -0.171 1.425 -0.221 1.387 -0.272 1.354
5800 -0.081 1.434 -0.107 1412 -0.160 1.370 -0.214 1.333 -0.269 1.301
5900 -0.065 1.380 -0.093 1.358 -0.151 1.317 -0.209 1.280 -0.267 1.248
6000 -0.050 1.327 -0.081 1.305 -0.143 1.265 -0.205 1.228 -0.266 1.197
6100 -0.038 1.275 -0.071 1.253 -0.137 1.213 -0.202 1.178 -0.266 1.147
6200 -0.027 1.224 -0.062 1.202 -0.132 1.163 -0.200 1.128 -0.267 1.098
6300 -0.018 1.173 -0.055 1.152 -0.128 1.114 -0.199 1.080 -0.268 1.050
6400 -0.002 1.123 -0.049 1.104 -0.125 1.066 -0.199 1.032 -0.270 1.003
6500 0.003 1.074 -0.045 1.054 -0.118 1.022 -0.199 0.986 -0.272 0.957
6600 0.007 1.026 -0.040 1.007 -0.112 0.975 — —
6700 0.011 0.978 -0.035 0.959 -0.106 0.929 — — — —
6800 0.015 0.931 -0.031 0.913 -0.101 0.883 — — — —
6900 0.019 0.884 -0.026 0.866 -0.096 0.838 — — — —
7000 0.023 0.837 -0.023 0.821 -0.092 0.793 — — — —
7100 0.026 0.792 -0.019 0.775 -0.087 0.748 — — — —
7200 0.029 0.746 -0.016 0.730 -0.083 0.704 — — — —
7300 0.032 0.701 -0.012 0.686 -0.079 0.660 — — — —
7400 0.034 0.656 -0.009 0.642 -0.076 0.617 — — — —
7500 0.037 0.612 -0.007 0.598 -0.072 0.574 — — — —
7600 0.039 0.568 -0.004 0.555 -0.069 0.532 — — — —
7700 0.041 0.525 -0.002 0.512 -0.066 0.490 — — — —
7800 0.043 0.481 0.000 0.469 — — — — — —
7900 0.044 0.438 0.002 0.427 — — — — — —
8000  0.046 0.396 0.004 0.385 — — — — — —

ing synthetic photometry, and it yields accuracies aroutd las one of the toolsftered by the Spanish Virtual Observatory
in T, 2% in 6, and 0.05 mag iBC, in the temperature range(Solano et al. 2005).

4000-8000 K. A zero pointftset was added to the synthetic  The resulting temperatures have been compared with sev-
photometry computed from the Kurucz atmosphere modelsdgal photometric and spectroscopic determinations. Ao
tie in our temperature scale with the Sun’s temperatureiiiio we obtained remarkably good agreement, slight systemiétic d
a sample of solar analogues. From the application to a lafgeences with other semi-empirical methods, such as thMIRF
sample of FGK Hipparcos dwarfs and subdwarfs we providge present. This is probably due to the uncertainties imlhe
parametric calibrations for botlffective temperature and bolo-solute flux calibration used by fiierent techniques. It is possi-
metric correction as a function o¥(- K)o, [m/H] and logg.  ble that, in spite of the greaffert carried out by Cohen et al.
Note that the method presented here has been selected &s o(®003a) and others to construct a consistent absolute flux ca
the main sources offective temperatures to characterize thigration in both the optical and the IR regions, some prob-
primary and secondary targets of the COROT space missiems still remain, which introduce small systematiteets in
(Baglin et al. 2000). Also, it is being currently implemettethe temperatures. However, thesgeets seem to be as small



E. Masana et al.: flective temperature scale and bolometric corrections 13

0 0 project of the University of Massachusetts and the Infréextessing
05r “35<[mH<-15 - 05r “L5<[mH]<-05 and Analysis Centg€alifornia Institute of Technology, funded by
1 : 1 the National Aeronautics and Space Administration and thgoNal
g1s| 1 gusf Science Foundation.
2F B 2k
251 B 251

3 1 > 3 PR 1 > 3 . References

V-K), V=K
0 oo 0 oo Alonso, A., Arribas, S., & Martinez-Roger, C. 1994, A&AS,
05 -0.5 <[m/H] < 0.0 B 05 0.0 <[m/H] <+0.5 107’ 365
A | A Alonso, A., Arribas, S., & Martinez-Roger, C. 1995, A&A,
sl 1 sl 297,197
"L 1%, Alonso, A., Arribas, S., & Martinez-Roger, C. 1996a, A&A,
Sol 1Ll 117,227

Alonso, A., Arribas, S., & Martinez-Roger, C. 1996b, A&A,
%0 1 2 s PR 1 2 s . 313,873
V=K% V=K% Baglin, A., Vauclair, G., & COROT team. 2000, JApA
Blackwell, D. E. & Shallis, M. J. 1977, MNRAS, 180, 177
Fig. 12. BCx — (V — K)o fits for four groups of stars with fierent Bohlin, R. C. & Gilliland, R. L. 2004, AJ, 127, 3508
metallicities. The empirical relationships correspontbtpg =4.5and Brown, T. M., Charbonneau, D., Gilliland, R. L., Noyes, R, W.

[m/H] =-2.0,-1.0,-0.25 and+0.25. & Burrows, A. 2001, ApJ, 552, 699
o Castelli, F., Gratton, R. G., & Kurucz, R. L. 1997, A&A, 318,
841
Cayrel de Strobel, G. 1996, A&A Rev., 7, 243
o5F S I | Cayrel de Strobel, G., Soubiran, C., & Ralite, N. 2001, A&A,
e [M/H] = -1.0 373, 159
—— [MMH]=0.0

Charbonnel, C. & Primas, F. 2005, A&A, 442, 961
Code, A. D., Davis, J., Bless, R. C., & Hanbury-Brown, R.
1976, ApJ, 203, 417

F 15t J/  Cohen, M., Megeath, S. T., Hammersley, P. L., Martin-Luis, F
@ & Staufer, J. 2003a, AJ, 125, 2645
Cohen, M., Walker, R. G., Barlow, M. J., & Deacon, J. R. 1992,
2r 1 AJ, 104, 1650
= Cohen, M., Wheaton, W. A., & Megeath, S. T. 2003b, AJ, 126,
a5l | 1090

Cox, A. 2000, Allen’s Astrophysical Quantities. Four Editi
(Springer Verlag N.Y. Inc)
30 o5 1 15 2 25 3 35 Crawford, D. L. 1975, AJ, 80, 955
(V-K), Cutri, R. M., Skrutskie, M. F., van Dyk, S., et al. 2003,
httpy/www.ipac.caltech.ed@masgeleasesllisky/dogexplsup.html
Edvardsson, B., Andersen, J., Gustafsson, B., etal. 1928, A
Fig. 13. BCx — (V — K)o relationships for log =4.5 and four diferent 275,101
metallicities. ESA. 1997, The Hipparcos and Tycho Catalogues (ESA SP-
1200)
as 20-30 K and could be explained through uncertaintiesFtower, P. J. 1996, ApJ, 469, 355
the IR fluxes of about 2%. In conclusion, the results presenteuhrmann, K. 1998, A&A, 338, 161
here strongly suggest that, given the smaffedences found Gustafsson, B., Bell, R. A., Eriksson, K., & Nordlund, A. B)7
between methods, théfective temperature scale of FGK stars A&A, 42, 407
(4000-8000K) is currently established with a net accuraty bHauck, B. & Mermilliod, M. 1998, A&AS, 129, 431
ter than 0.5-1.0%. Hauschildt, P. H., Allard, F., & Baron, E. 1999, ApJ, 512, 377

Jordi, C., Masana, E., Figueras, F., & Torra, J. 1996, A&AS,
Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Dr. Angel Alonso for the 123. 83

suggestion of using solar analogues to calibrate our metiidel , . ,
thf?r?k P. Nissen angd the anonyn?ous referee for their remaeks tKerve"a’ P., Thévenin, F., Folco, E. D., & Ségransan, 004,
helped to improve the paper. We also acknowledge suppom fro A&A, 426, 297

the Spanish MCyT through grant AyA2003-07736. I. R. acknowKUrucz, R. L. 1979, AJS, 40, 1

edges Support from the Spanish Ministerio de Ciencia y ﬂeg’[@ Masana, E. 1994, Master’s theSiS, Universitat de Barcelona
through a Ramén y Cajal fellowship. This publication makes of Masana, E. 2004, PhD thesis, Universitat de Barcelona
data products from the Two Micron All Sky Survey, which is injo Masana et al. 2006, in preparation




14 E. Masana et al.:fEective temperature scale and bolometric corrections

Table 3. Effective temperatures, angular semi-diameters, radii atairtsric corrections in botly andK bands, with their uncertainties, for
10999 stars as resulting from the algorithm presented inphper.

HD Ter 0 R BC(V) BC(K) HIP Tt 0 R
(K) (mas) (R) (K) (mas) (R)
66988 501%47 0.0040.001 1.1830.044 -0.068:0.019 14030024 145675 535732 0.2510.003 0.9780.013 -0.186:0.017  1.7980.020

BC(V) BC(K)

Mozurkewich, D., Armstrong, J. T., Hindsley, R. B., et al030
AJ, 126, 2502

Olsen, E. H. 1988, A&A, 189, 173

Press, W. H., Teukolsky, S. A., Vetterling, W. T., & Flannery
B. P. 1992, Numerical Recipes in Fortran 77 (Cambridge
University Press)

Ramirez, |I. & Meléndez, J. 2005, ApJ, 626, 446

Ribas, I., Solano, E., Masana, E., & Giménez, A. 2003, A&A,
411, L501

Richichi, A. & Percheron, |. 2005, A&A, 434, 1201

Santos, N. C., Israelian, G., & Mayor, M. 2003, A&A, in press

Schaifers, K. & \oigt, H. H. 1982, Landolt-Brnstein:
Numerical data and Functional relationship in Science and
Technology, Vol. 2b (Springer: Berlin)

Schuster, W. J. & Nissen, P. E. 1989, A&A, 221, 65

Solano et al. 2005, in preparation



