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ABSTRACT

W epresenta new algorithm | E clipsing B inary A utom ated Solver EBA S),
to analyse lightcurves of eclipsing binaries. T he algorithm is designed to anal-
yse large num bers of lightcurves, and is therefore based on the relatively fast
EBOP code. To facilitate the search for the best solution, EBAS uses two
param eter transform ations. Instead of the radii of the two stellar com po-—
nents, EBA S uses the sum of radii and their ratio, while the inclination is
transform ed into the im pact param eter. To replace hum an visualassesan ent,
we Introduce a new ‘alamm ’ goodnessof- t statistic that takes into acocount
correlation between neighbouring residuals. W e perform extensive tests and
sin ulations that show that our algorithm convergeswell, nds a good set of

param eters and provides reasonable error estim ation.

K ey words: methods: data analysis —binaries.

1 INTRODUCTION

T he advent of large CCD s for the use of astronom ical studies has driven a num ber of pho-—
tom etric surveys that have produced unprecedentedly large sets of lightcurves of eclipsing
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param eters that best t an eclipsing binary lightcurve utilizes hum an guess for the start-

ing point of the iteration, and further hum an decisions along the converging ieration (eg.,

R bas et al. 200Q) . Such a process isnot alw ays repeatable, and is in practicalwhen it com es

|
[

to the lJarge set of lightcurves at hand.

tistical analysis of the population of shortperiod binaries in another galaxy.A rst e ort

In this direction was perform ed by North & Zahn (2003, hereafter N7 03), who derived the

orbital elem ents and stellar param eters of 153 eclipsing binaries In the SM C 1n order to

study the statistical dependence of the eccentricity of the binaries on their ssparation. In

Ing binary lightcurves. An autom ated algorithm would have m ade an analysis of the whole
sam ple possble.

To meet the need for an algorithm that can handlk a large num ber of lightcurves we
developed EBA S | E clipsing B inary A utom ated Solver, which is a com pletely autom atic
schem e that derives the orbital param eters of eclipsing binaries. Such an algorithm can be
ofuse for the O GLE lightcurves, as we do In the next paper, and for the data of them any
other large photom etric surveys that cam e out in the last few years €g., EROS,MACHO,
DIRECT,MOA).EBAS is speci cally designed to quickly solve Jarge num bers of lightcurves
with S=N typical of such surveys.

"W Vithe & W ilson (2001, hereafter W W 1) have already developed an autom atic schem e
to analyze the O GLE lightcurves detected in the SM C, In order to nd eclipsing binaries
suitable for distance m easurem ents. However, whereas W W 1 used the W ilson-D evinney

=W D) code, EBA S uses the EBOP code, which is adm ittedly less accurate than the W D

subroutines that generate an eclipsing binary lightcurve for a given set of orbial elam ents
and stellar param eters, and rew rote a fully autom ated iterative code that nds the best
param eters to t the observed lightcurve.

A sEBA S uses extensively the lightcurve generator for each system , we preferred EBOP

over the W D code.
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At the last stages of w riting this paper another study w ith an autom ated lightcurve t—

was oconstructed to be quick and simple, and therefore has its own lightcurve generator,
which does not acoount for stellar deformm ation and re ection e ects. Thism akes it particu—
larly suitable for detached binaries. The com plexity ofthe EBOP lightcurve generator is in
between DEB L and the autom ated W D code of W W 1.

To facilitate the search for the globalm Inimum In the convolved param eter space, EBA'S
perfom s tw o param eter transform ations. Instead of the radii of the two stellar com ponents
of the binary system , m easured In tem s of the binary sgparation, EBAS uses two other
param eters, the sum of radii (the sum of the two rwlative radii), and their ratio. Instead of
the inclination we use the in pact param eter | the progcted distance between the centres
of the two stars during the prin ary eclipse, m easured In temm s of the sum of radii.

D uring the developm ent of EBA S we found that som e solutions w ith Iow 2 could easily
be classi ed as awed by visual inspection that revealed correlation between neighbouring
residuals. W e have therefore developed a new ’alamm ’ statistic, A , to replace hum an Inspec—
tion of the residuals. EBA S uses this statistic to decide autom atically whether a solution is
satisfactory.

The EBA S strategy consists of three stages. First, EBAS ndsa good iniialguess by a
com bination of grid searches, gradient descents and geom etrical analysis of the lightcurve.
Next, EBA S searches for the globalm nimum by a sin ulated annealing algorithm . F' inally,
we asses the quality ofthe solution w ith the new ’alamm ’ statistic, and if necessary, perform
furtherm nimum searches.

To check ournew algorithm we ran m any sin ulations which dem onstrated that the auto—
m ated code does nd the correct values of the orbital param eters. W e also used sin ulations
to estim ate the ervor nduced by two of our sim plifying assum ptions, nam ely m ass ratio
of uniy and negligbl third light. W e then checked the code against the results of N Z04,
and found that our code perform ed as well as their interactive schem e, except for very few

system s. F inally, we checked our code against four LM C eclipsing binaries that were solved

Section 2 presents the EBA S param eters and com pares them w ith the EBOP ones. Sec—
tion 3 details how the algorithm nds the globalm lninum ofthe 2 finction, and Section 4
describes our new alam statistic. In Section 5 and Section '§ we check and discuss the
perform ance ofEBAS.
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2 THE EBASPARAMETERS

of two m ain com ponents. The st com ponent generates a lightcurve for a given set of
orbial elem ents and stellar param eters, whilke the second nds the param eters that best t
the cbservational data. W e only used the lightcurve generator, and w rote our own code to
search for the best- t elem ents.

Like allotherm odel tting algorithm s, EBA S searches for the globalm ininum ofthe 2
function In the space spanned by the param eters ofthe m odel. T he naturalparam eters ofan
eclipsing binary m odel include the radii of the two stars relative to the orbital sem iIm apr
axis, the relative surface brightness ofthe two stars, Jg, the orbitalparam eters ofthe systam ,
P, Ty,eand !, and som e param eters that characterize the shape of the two stars and the
light distrdbution over their surface, such as linb and gravity darkening coe cients.

Finding the globalm lnimum can be quite di cul, because the param eter space of the
m odelis com plex and convoluted, causing the 2 filnction to havem any localm inin a. T here—
fore, the choice of param eters m ight be of particular In portance, as a change of variables
can substantially m odify the topography of the goodnessof- t function. Sm art choices of
the varables can allow for a better initial guess of the param eter values, as well as m ore

e cient perform ance of the m Inim ization algorithm .

form ed the variables e (eccentricity) and ! (longitude of perastron), which have a clear
K eplerian m eaning, into ecos! and esin ! . This approach isbene cialbecause ecos! cor-
responds closely to the di erence In phase between the prin ary and secondary eclipses, the
two m ost prom inent features of the lightcurve.

Follow ing this approach, we chose to transform the two m ost fundam ental param eters
of the stellar com ponents of the binary system | the two relative radii, r, = Ry=a and
rs = Rg=a, where R, and R are the radii of the prin ary and the secondary and a is the
orbital sem im apr axis. Instead, we used the sum ofradiiry = Rp+ Rg)=aandk = R=R,,
because the sum of radii can be well detem Ined from the lightcurve, much better than
I, or ;. W ith the sam e reasoning we chose to param eterize the Iightcurve by the in pact
param eter, x, which m easures the proicted distance between the centres of the two stars
In the m iddle of the prin ary eclipse (ie. at phase zero), In tem s of the sum of radiirn:

osi 1 e?
X = : @)
rn 1+ esn!
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Thus,x= Owhen i= =2 and x = 1 when the com ponents are grazing but not yet eclipsing.
W e found that the in pact param eter is directly associated w ith the shape ofthe tw o eclipses,
and can therefore be detem ined m uch better than i, the m ore conventional param eter.

The EBOP lightcurve generator m odels the stellar shapes by sim plk biaxial and sin ilar
ellipsoids, Instead of calculating the actual shapes ofthe two binary com ponents. T hism eans
that system s w ith com ponents which su er from strong tidal deform ation are poorly m od-
elled . Furthem ore, unphysical param eters sets, w ith stars Jarger than their R oche lobes, for
exam ple, are pem issble by EBOP.W e therefore Iim it ourselves to stars which are lkely to
be signi cantly an aller than their R oche Iobes.

0:49f=3

; 2
063+ h(lL+ q=3) @

RRL=a =

which reduces org= 1 (see below) to Rrp=a = 0379, we do not acoept solutions w ith
Ry + Rg)=a> 0651 ecos!).

The bolom etric re ection of the two stars are varied In EBAS by A, and A;. W hen
A, = 1, theprin ary star re ects allthe light cast on it by the secondary. T ogether w ith the
tidal distortion of the two com ponents, which ism ainly determ ined by the m ass ratio ofthe

two stars, the re ection coe cients A  and A ¢ detemm ne the Iight variability of the system

m odel at the basis of the program m e is a crude approxin ation to the real variability outside
the eclipses. T herefore, the EBOP m anual wams against the reliability of the re ection
param eters derived by the code. N evertheless, we decided to vary A, and A, iIn orderto t
the out-ofeclipse variability, even w ith an in probable (out not physically in possible) m odel
for som e cases. By doing that we could allow the algorithm to nd the value of the other
param etersthatbest ttheactualshape ofthetwo eclipses. The re ection coe cients should
be viewed astwo extra free param eters ofthe t, and not as physical quantities determ ined
by the Iightcurve.

The EBOP manualde nes the prin ary as the com ponent eclipsed at phase 0, probably
because the general practice assigns this phase to the desper eclipse. H owever, thisde nition
leaves the freedom to change the zero phase of the lightcurve and therefore interchange
between the prin ary and the secondary in the resulting solution. To prevent such am biguiy,
we chose the prin ary as being the star w ith the higher surface brightness. C onsequently, if
the solution showed Js > 1, we sw itched the com ponents. A coordingly, in EBA S the prim ary
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Table 1. EBA S param eters

Symbol Param eter

Js Surface brightness ratio (secondary/prin ary)

I Fractional sum of radii

k R atio of radii (secondary/prin ary)

X Fractional in pact param eter

ecos! E ccentricity tim es the cosine of the longitude of periastron
esin ! E coentricity tim es the sine of the longitude of periastron
Ap P rim ary bolom etric re ection coe cient

Asg Secondary bolom etric re ection coe cient

To T in e of prim ary eclipse

P P eriod

is the star w ith the higher surface brightness, and not necessarily the larger star. In special
cases w ith eccentric orbits, the prim ary m ight not even be the star which is eclipsed at the
desper eclipse.

A 1l relevant param eters of EBA S in this work are listed in Tabk'Z.

The present embodimnent of EBAS is ain ed at solving lightcurves from surveys such
asthe OGLE LM C and SM C studies. M any of these lightcurves have low S=N ratio, and
therefore the m ass ratio and limb and graviy darkening can not be found rliably. W e
therefore decided not to vary these param eters, and adopted here a uniy value for the value
ofthem ass ratio, and 018 and 035 for the values of linb and graviy darkening coe cients,
resoectively, for both the prim ary and the sscondary. The last two values are suitabl for
early-type stars, which form them aprpart ofthe O G LE eclipsing binary sam pl ofthe LM C
and SM C .Thisdoesnotmean that EBA S (through EBO P ) does not m odel tidal distortion
and Iim b and graviy darkening, but only that In all cases shown in thispaper, optin ization
is not perfom ed on these param eters. In other in plem entations of EBA S, m ore param eters
oould be varied.

Tablk 2 brings the f1ll list of EBOP param eters we use to generate the lightcurves, as

also explains how to derive the EBOP param eters which are not used asEBA S param eters
in the present version. The L, and L term s in the formulae for A, and A5 are the EBOP

param eters forthe contribution ofthe prin ary and secondary to the totallight ofthe system .

Note that two m ore EBOP param eters are not varied In the present version of EBA S:
the tidal lead/lag angle, t, and the light fraction of a possble third star, Ls.Both elem ents
are put to zero. W e estin ate the in plication of the latter assum ption in Section §.0n the
other hand, the orbialperiod, which isa tted param eter of EBA S, is not Included in the
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Table 2. EBOP lightcurve generator param eters

Symbol Param eter Calculation from EBA S param eters

Js  Surface brightness ratio (secondary/prin ary)

I Fractional radius of prim ary rek
k  Ratio of radii (secondary/prim ary)
Up Limb darkening coe cient of prim ary constant: 0.18
Us Linb darkening coe cient of secondary constant: 0.18
i Inclination cosi= rex l+1e Selg !
ecos! E ccentricity and longitude of periastron
esin ! E ccentricity and longitude of periastron
Yo G ravity darkening coe cient ofprim ary constant: 0.35
Vs G ravity darkening coe cient of secondary constant: 0.35
Sp Re ected light from prim ary 0:4IsrZAp
Ss Re ected light from secondary 0L, r2A ¢
g M ass ratio constant: 1
t Tidallead/lag angle constant: 0
L3 Third light (blending) constant: 0
To T In e of prim ary eclipse
SFACT Lum inosity scaling factor Linear factor — solved analytically

EBOP list of param eters. EBOP assum es the period is known and therefore all observing
tin ings are given In tem s ofthe orbitalphases. EBA S partly follow s this approach and does
not perform an initial search for the best period.H owever, EBA S does try to in prove on the
initial guess of the period after solving for all the other param eters. For this purpose, the
tin Ings of the observational data points need to be given, and not only their phases. N ote

that this approach requires the original guess for the period to be close to the realone.

3 SEARCHING FOR THE M INIM UM

The search fortheglobal ?m ninum isperfom ed in two stages.W e rst nd a good initial
guess, and then use a sin ulated annealing algorithm to nd the globalm nmum .W hik the

rst stage ismerely aimned at nding an initial guess for the next stage, In m ost cases i
already converges to a very good solution.

T he Initialguess search startsby tting the lightcurve w ith a an allnum ber ofparam eters,
and then adding m ore and m ore param eters, till the fi1ll set of param eters is reached. The
an aller num ber of param eters In the st steps m akes this process converge quickly and
e ciently. The values of the param eters as determm Ined In each step are very prelin nary,
and are usefulonly to facilitate the next steps. This isdone In  ve steps:

(i) Finding Ty by dentifying the prin ary eclipse and the phase of is centre.
(i) Fittinga lightcurve to theprim ary eclipse only, w ith ri, k, x, and T, as free param eters.
(iil) Finding ecos! by determ Ining the phase of the centre of the secondary eclipse.

(Iv) Fitting the whole lightcurve w ith two additional param eters, J; and esin ! .
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Table 3.The ve steps of obtaining the initial guess for O G LE 053312.82-700702.5.

Stage To re X k ecos ! Js esin ! Ap As P 2

729.87

729.85 02805 0.4911 0.6810

72985 02805 04911 0.6810 -0.0184 2103.5
729.85 02805 0.4000 1.0000 -0.0184 1.0000 0.0000 323.9
72985 02771 03806 0.9996 -0.0136 1.0213 -0.0003 0.9834 0.9998 5.394410 267.6

a s W N

nal 729.85 02697 03185 15087 -0.0134 1.0414 0.0143 0.3948 0.9927 5.394382 263.9

(/) Finding the nearest 2 localm ininum , allow ing all param eters to vary.

T he searches for the best param eters are rst done over a grid of the pertinent param e-

In plam ented by the m atlhb m inin ization routine Isognonlin.

Having found an iniialguess, EBA S prooeeds to in prove the m odelby using a varation

thisprocedure w ith the sin ulated annealing technigque, allow ing it to ‘roll’ uphill occasionally
and leave localm inim a.

F iy 1} dem onstrates the EBA S procedure by show ing the ve stgps of nding the initial
guess and the nal solution of O G LE(053312.82-700702.5. T he values of the param eters in
each ofthe ve steps are given in Table 3. T he last colum n of the table brings the 2 value
of the solution. This is done only for the stepswhich t the whol lightcurve.

To estin ate the uncertainties of the derived param eters, EBA S uses the M onte<C arlo

set 0of 25 sim ulated lightcurves by using the values of the m odel at the original data points,
w ith added nom ally distributed noise. T he am plitude of the noise is chosen to equal the
uncertainty ofthe data points. EBA S then proceeds to solve each of these lightcurves, using
the sinulated ("true") valuesofr, To,P and ecos! as nitialguesses. EBA S sets the error
of each param eter to be the standard deviation of its values in the sam ple of generated
solutions. Section 1§ analyses the perform ance of EBA S and nds that its error estin ation is
correct to a factor of about 2.

4 A NEW 'ALARM"STATISTIC TO ASSESS THE SOLUTION

GOODNESS-OF-FIT

D uring the developm ent of EBA S we found that som e solutionsw ith Jow  ? m ight be unsatis-
factory.F ig 2 presents such a system solution, O G LE 051331.74-691853 .5, cbtained m anually
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Figure 1. The ve steps ofI obtaining the best initial guess for O G LE 053312.82-700702.5. T he values of the param eters in
each step are given in Table b The line In the 1rst panelisa sm oothing of the data, perform ed by a running m ean sm oothing
algorithm . T he rest of the lines are EBA S m odels in the di erent steps of the algorithm . N ote that the bottom panel presents
the best initial guess and not the nalsolution.The vertical lines in the 1rst and the third panels are EBA S best estin ate for
the centres of the two eclipses.

by NZ04.W hilethevalueof ? isreasonable, them odeldeviates from the observations at the
edges of the eclipses, as a visual Inspection of the residuals, plotted as a function of phass,
can reveal. T his case show s that the 2 statistic, while being the unchallenged goodness-of-

t indicator, can be Iow even for solutions which are not quite satisfactory. For such cases,

hum an interaction is needed to in prove the t, or to otherw ise decree the solution unsat—
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F igure 2. Lightcurve, solution and elem ents for O G LE 051331.74-691853.5, as derived by N Z04. T he solution is not optim al,
as visual scrutiny of the edges of the eclipses m ay reveal.

isfactory. In order to allow an autom ated approach, an autom atic algorithm must replace
hum an evaluation.

W e therefore de ned a new estin ator which is sensitive to the correlation between ad-
poent residuals of the m easurem ents relative to the m odel. This feature is in contrast to
the behaviour of the 2 fiinction, which m easures the sum of the squares of the residuals,
but is not sensitive to the signs of the di erent residuals and their order. For an estin ator

to be sensitive to the num ber of consecutive residuals w ith the sam e sign, one m ight use

_________

Into ssparate sequential runs, where a 'run’ is de ned as a m axin al series of consecutive
residuals (n the ©lded lightcurve) wih the sam e sign. For exam pl, if the residuals are
£1;2;1; 3; 4;5; 2; 3g Wrtten in order of increasing phase) the four runs would be
££1;2;1g9;f 3; 49;£5g;f 2; 3gg. Long runs m ight indicate that the residuals are not
random Iy distrbuted. For example, n Fig 2 a run of 13 negative residuals exists around
phase 04, and a run of 17 positive residuals exists around phase 0:65.

D i erent approaches for residual diagnostics based on run tests m ay be found in the
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chose to de ne a new estin ator which is sensitive both to the length of the runs and to the
m agnitude of the residuals, In units of their uncertainties.
D enoting by k; the num ber of residuals in the ith run, we de ne the 'alam ' A as:

1 X Iy r;. T 2 4
A=— oy 2y e L+ —)

=1

where rj4 is the residual of the j-th m easurem ent of the i-th run and ;5 is its uncertainty.

; 3)

il i;2 ik

The sum is over all the m easurem ents in a run and then over the M runs. The ? is the
known function:

- 5o, @)

=1
where the sum isoverallN ocbservations.D ividingby 2 assuresthat, in contrastto 2 itself,
A isnot sensitive to a system atic overestin ation or underestin ation of the uncertainties.

It is easy to see that A ism inin al when the residuals altemate between positive and
negative values, and that long runsw ih large residuals increase itsvalie. Them inin alvalue
ofthe summ ation is exactly 2, and therefore the m inin alvalue of A is 4=

For N unoorrelhted G aussian residuals, the expectation value for A can be calculated
under the assum ptions that 2 = N, and that N is Jarge enough to m ake the length of the
runs be distribbuted geom etrically for all practical purposes. A coording to this calculation,
the expectation value of A as de ned above vanishes.

To explore the behaviour of the new statistic we sim ulated residuals of nom al random
noise com posed of 200, 500 and 1000 points, each of which for 100,000 tin es, and plotted
in Fig 3 histogram s of the A values. The solution of Fig 2 has indeed an A value of 124,
which istoo high, as can be seen in Fig 3.

W hen a solution show s high A , EBA S perfomm s additional sin ulated annealing searches
with di erent initial guesses. In m ost cases, a few iterations that start in the param eter
Soace not faraway from the previously found m ininum are su cient to nd a substantially
betterm nImum . W e stop this process when EBAS nds a new solution wih low enough
A . If this approach does not kad to a solution with low enough A, EBAS calls for visual
Inspection, and m anually Initialized optim ization m ay be attem pted. O ur experience w ith
the O GLE LM C data indicated that som e system s sin ply cannot bem odelled by the EBO P
subroutines, either because the lightcurve is not of an eclipsing binary, orbecauss EBOP is

nsu ciently accurate to m odel the light m odulation.
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Figure 3. The distrbution of A for nom ally distribbuted 200, 500 and 1000 random points.

Fig4 shows the Iightcurve of Fig 2 with its EBAS solution. C kearly, the code found a
modelwith lower 2 and better A valie of 0:02.

5 TESTING THE ALGORITHM

To check the reliability of EBAS when applied to O G LE-lke data, we perform ed a few
tests. W e analyzed a large sam pl of sim ulated lightcurves of eclipsing binaries, checked
the obtained 2 against the inserted noise, and exam ined the derived elem ents and their
uncertainties versus the correct elem ents. T he advantage ofa sin ulated sam pl of lightcurves
isthe know ledge ofthe \true" elem ents, a feature that ism issing, unfortunately, in realdata.
W e also used sim ulations to estim ate the sensitivity ofthe EBA S results to the assum ption
that there is no contrdbution of light from a third star, and to the assum ption that the
m ass ratio isuniy. W e then com pared the param eters derived by EBA S for real 509 O G LE
LM C system s wih the elem ents obtained m anually by NZ04 wih the EBOP code. The



EBAS | anew Eclipsing B inary Autom ated Solver with EBOP 13

293.0 N:331 alarm: 0.02
05411 k: 1.26 it 76.2 JS: 0.94

x>
r
Ap: 0.09 AS: 0.96 e cosw: 0.0007 e sinw: —0.0169
P:1.0947270

17.1 T T T T

17.2¢

17.3

17.4

17.5

17.6 v -

. . °
V7.7 8, opon 500 mege 300,58 "o
2

178} T ) ]

17.9

18 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

r
Figure 4.An in proved solution relative to the one ofFjg@I,wjrh lower ? and A .

goalofthis com parison wasto nd out how wellEBA S perform s as com pared w ith m anual
nding of the elem ents wih the sam e ocode. Finally, we ocom pared our results with the

hereafter GOM cM 05), who analysed OGLE and MACHO photometry and a few radial-
velocity m easurem ents. T he goal of this com parison was to com pare the elem ents found by
EBA S w ith elem ents found by using extra inform ation on the sam e system s. T his com parison
is of particular interest because GOM oM 05 used for their analysis not only lightcurves in
three pasdoands, but also radial velocities, and they interpreted their data w ith the m ore
sophisticated W D code.

5.1 Simulated lightcurves | com parison w ith the \true" elem ents

To check EBA S against sin ulated lightcurves we generated a sam ple of lightcurves w ith
the EBOP subroutines and solved them with EBAS. To ocbtain an O G LE -lke sam ple, the
elem ents were taken from the NZ04 set of solutions for the OGLE LM C data, w ith k, the
ratio of radii, chosen random Iy from a uniform distriution between 05 and 1 (the NZ04
solutionshad k = 1, except forthe relatively few system sw ith clearly totaleclipses) .Foreach
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Figure 5. Simulation results: the derived vs. originalnorm alized 2.

sim ulated system we created a lightcurve w ith the originalO G LE cbservationaltim ings, and
added random G aussian noise, w ith an am plitude equal to the m s of the actual residuals
relative to the N Z 04 solution ofthat system . In total, 423 sim ulated lightcurves were created
and solved.

To assess the goodnessof- t of the solutions we calculated for each system the nom al-
ized 2 ofthe EBAS solution, which is the sum of squares of the residuals, scaled by the
uncertainty ofeach point, divided by the num ber of degrees of freedom ofeach solution.W e
com pared this value w ith the \orighal 2" of each lightcurve, which is the average of the
sum of squares of the Inserted errors around the original calculated lightcurve, again scaled
by the uncertainty of each point.Fig § shows the 2 ofthe solution versus the origihalone.
T he continuous line is the locus of points Hrwhich thetwo ?2sareequal.The gure shows
that m ost points lie next to the line, which m eans that for each lightcurve the algorithm
found a set of param eters that t the data with residuals which are close, on the average,
to the original scatter. W hile one can not be sure that globalm inin a were found for all
lightcurves, the fact that none of the solutions showed substantially Jarge nom alized 2 is
reassuring.

F ig§ show s the values of six ofthe derived elem ents ofthe sim ulated sam ple asa function
ofthe original values. In order not to tum the plot too dense, we random Iy choose only 100
system s for the display. The gure show s that the sum of radii, ry, is reproduced quite well
by the code, and so isecos! .Forx, esin ! and Jg, EBA S produced slightly less accurate,

but still quite good results. The param eter k seem s m ore di cult to detem Ine, and is
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Figure 6.Simulation results: the derived vs. \true" elem ents.

derived values comncide w ith the original ones only for lightcurves of high S=N ratio. Still,
the correlation between the origihal and derived k values for the whole sam pl is 0.6, and
we feel that allow ing k to vary ism eaningfiil, except perhaps for very noisy lightcurves.

It is well known that lightcurves of only one colour include degeneracy between few
param eters. T he values of those param eters deviate together from their true values, yielding
aln ost as good solutions as the ones w ith the true values. To estin ate the m agnitude of
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Figure 7. Correlation between the deviations from true values for four pairs of elem ents. T he value of the corresponding
correlation appears in each panel.

this e ect, we consider the deviations of the derived elem ents from their true values in
our sim ulations and estin ate the correlations between those deiviations. F ig i} show s the
correlation between the deviation of the x param eter | x, and three other param eter
deviations. The gure showsa an allbut som ewhat signi cant correlation wih esin! and
k, and high correlation with r ..However, as the deviations of m ost of the . values are
quite an all, we still suggest that the derived values of . are valid. The gure also shows
that there is no correlation between J ¢ and k.
To explore the reliability of our uncertainty estin ate we consider for each param eter
p the scaled error P = (Rierived P original)= prs Which m easures the actual error, ie. the
di erence between the derived and original values of p, divided by the uncertainty, ,, as
estin ated by EBAS.W e plotted in Fig'§ histogram s of scaled errors for eight param eters.

W ih correct uncertainties, the distrbbutions of the scaled errors should all have G aussian
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Figure 8. Simulation results: the distribution of the scaled errors for eight EBA S param eters. For com parison, G aussian
distributions w ith unity variance are plotted. T he mn s of each distribution is given in each panel.

shape and varance ofunity.W ide distrlbution indicatesthat ourestin ate for the errorm ight

be too an all. W e can see that all distrbbutions | except that of k, the m ost problem atic

param eter | are close to have a G aussian shape and w idth ofunity, even though asym m etry

and outliers Increase the m s value by up to a factor oftwo.
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52 The sensitivity of the elem ents to tw o sim plifying assum ptions

T he present embodim ent of EBA S assum es that Ls is zero and the m ass ratio isuniyy. The
fom er assum ption im pliesthat allthe light ofthe system iscom Ing from the two com ponents
of the binary. This is not necessarily the case, as a third star, either a background star or
a distant com panion of the systam , could also contrlbute to the total light of the system .
Failure to realize the contribution of a third star could resul in underestin ation of the
depth ofthe eclipses, which induces further system atic errors In the derivation of the binary
elem ents. To estin ate the error induced by the valie assigned to the light of a third star,
we generated lightcurves identical to the ones of the previous sin ulation, except that we set
Ls;= 01 Prallofthem .W e then solved them using EBA S asbefore, assum ing Ls = 0.The
com parison between the solutions and the origihal values for three elem ents | the sum of
radii, the i pact param eter and the ratio of radij, is plotted .n Fig 9.

The sum ofradii, which ism ainly sensitive to the eclipse shape, is aln ost not a ected by
the di erent value of L 5.0 n the other hand, the values of the surface brightness ratio show
a relatively lJarge spread relative to the \true" values. H ow ever, this spread is not Jarger than
the corresponding one in Fig §. This m eans that the assimption L3 = 0 did not Increase
substantially the error of the derived values of the surface brightness ratios. The in pact
param eter values show the clearest e ect. T he derived values are system atically larger than
the true values, in order to acoount for the shallow er eclipses interpreted by EBA S, because
ofthe L; = 0 assum ption.

W e perform ed sin ilar sim ulation to estin ate the e ect of the assum ption that g= 1.
The results are plotted in Fig Q. T he sinulations show that the assum ption of g= 1 does
not a ect substantially the derived values of the sum s of radii, the surface brightness ratios

and the In pact param eters.

53 The realOGLE LM C lightcurves | com parison w ith m anual solutions

A s another test of EBA S, we applied our algorithm to the OGLE LM C lightcurves solved
by N Z 04 using m anual iterations w ith EBO P . N ote that we com pare here the \m anual"” ts
by N Z04 w ith those of EBA S for the real system s, while F ig'§ com pares the original scatter
of simn ulated lightcurves w ith that resulting from the t.

A fter discarding 58 solutions w ith high alam orhigh ?, we were left with 451 binares.

To com pare EBA S solutions w ith those 0fNZ04, we derive for each EBA S solution a nor-
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F igure 9. Sin ulation resuls: the e ect ofthe assum ption Ig = 0. T he derived values of the param eters, assum ing L3 = 0 vs.
the true values for system swith L3 = 0:1.

malized ?,which isequalto the unnom alized one, given by Eqn.4, divided by the num ber
of observed points m inus the number of tted param eters. F ig 11, plots a histogram of the
N Z04 nom alized 2’sm inus those of EBAS.

The ocom parison show s that the two sets of solutions are com parablk. In fact, NZ04
achieved better solutions for 156 system s, out ofwhich only 2 system s, which can be seen In
the gure, had sm aller nom alized 2 by more than 3% .On the other hand, EBA S solved
295 system s with lower 2, out of which 156 solutions had an aller nom alized 2 by m ore
than 3% . W e therefore suggest that EBA S found slightly better solutions for m ost of the
binaries analysed by NZ04.
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Figure 10.Sin ulation results: the e ect of the assum ption that the m ass ratio is unity. T he derived values of the param eters,
assum ing g= 1:0 vs. the true values for system swith g= 0:8.

54 Four eclipsing binaries analysed by GOM oM 05 | com parison w ith the
W D solutions

Very recently, GOM cM 05 derived absolute param eters for eight eclipsing binaries in the

velocity m easurem ents. O G LE data is available for four of these system s, and GOM oM 05
used these data as well. To com pare the values of GOM om 05 wih EBAS, we solved for
these four system s and plotted their solutions in Fig12.

B efore com paring the results ofthe two solutions, a word of caution isneeded.GOM oM 05

used the W D code, derived the tem perature ratio from the spectroscopic data, and used
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Figure 12.The EBA S solutions for the O G LE lightcurves of the four binaries analysed by GOM oM 05.
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Table 4. E lem ents of four binaries: com parison between GOM oM 05 ( rst row) and EBA S (second row)
solutions.

System s i k e

OGLE052232.68-701437.1 0426 0:018 780 0:8 084 0:10 0025 0:006
0:458 0:007 770 04 0:99 0207 0:044 0:014
OGLE050828.13-684825.1 0458 0:009 779 08 0:80 0220 0:043 0:006
0475 0:003 773 02 0:84 0:12 0043 0:001
OGLE051804.81-694818.9 0:498 0:010 813 08 0:75 0:08 0
0496  0:004 81:0 03 149 0:04 0:003 0:004
OGLE052235.46-6931434 0485 0:017 80:1 14 073 0:09 0
0:490 0:007 804 0:8 149 025 0:015 0:010

lightcurves of three di erent colours for each of the four system s. O ur solution is based on
the O GLE I-band data only.W e therefore choose to com pare only the geom etric param eters
ofthe system s, nam ely the sum ofradii, the lnclination, the ratio ofradiiand the ecoentricity.
Tabl 5.4 brings the detailed com parison. For each of the four system s, the rst line In the
table gives the GOM oM 05 elm ents, whik the second line gives EBA S’s. Ik is reassuring
that despite all the di erences in the derivation of the two sets of elam ents, all values of
all geom etric elem ents agree within 1{2 ofeach other. Indeed, the large di erences in the
values of the ratio of radii 0of O G LE 051804 .81-694818.9 and O G LE 052235 46693143 4 are
only caused by a sw itch between the prin ary and the secondary n the GOM oM 05 solution.
The recibrocalGOM oM 05’svaluesarewithin 1 ofthe EBA S resuls.

6 DISCUSSION

W e have shown that it is possbl to solve lightcurves of eclipsing binaries with a fully
autom ated algorithm which isbased on the EBOP oode. O ur sin ulations have shown that
the results of EBA S are close to the \real" ones and that EBA S results form ost cases have
a quality which isbetter than is achieved w ith hum an Interaction.

A though the EBOP oode does not Include the sophisticationso ered by, eg., the w idely
used W ilson-D evinney programm e, it has the advantage of being sim ple and of producing
param eters closely related to the real nfom ation content of the lightcurve (eg. surface
brightness instead of e ective tem perature) . In addition, it does take into account not only
re ection e ects, but also tidaldefom ation of com ponents (even though in a prim itive way),
so that it rem ains useful for system s w ith m oderate proxin ity e ects. C om parison w ith the
recent work of GOM oM 05 who used the W D code to analyse three colour photom etry,
radialvelocity and spectrosoopic data of four system s show s that the present version of

EBA S recovers quite well the sum of radii, the Inclination and the ratio of radii.
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It is interesting to com pare the speed of the present version of EBA S w ith the very fast

10,000 eclipsing binaries in the G alactic bulge. On the average, it took EBA S 50 ssconds
CPU tine to solve one orbi on an AMD Opteron, 250 246G H z, 64-bi m achine, whilke
error estin ation took another 100 seconds. T his is about 3 tin es longer than it took D evor
to solve an orbi wih hisDEBIL wih a SUN U raSPARCS 333M Hz. Applying EBAS to
10,000 system s is therefore feasible.

EBA S uses two redundant techniques to ensure the nding of the globalm inin um |
a ssarch for the m inimum w ih sinulated annealing and consultation with the new alam
A . The sin ulated annealing technigque causes heavy com putation load on EBA S, and ifthe
num ber of lightcurves is too large, the dem anding param eters ofthe annealing can be slightly
relaxed, sihce we can rely on the alamm to wam us if the globalm inin um is not reached.

In the next paperswe plan to apply EBAS to the samplk ofthe LM C M azeh, Tamuz &
N orth 2005, Paper IT) and SM C O G LE data.Obviously, when EBA S isapplied to realdata,
one should carefully exam ine the im plication of the speci ¢ choices done for the nonvariable
param eters, the values of the m ass ratio, the fractional light of a possibl third star and
the values for the linb and gravity darkening. H owever, the goalofapplying EBA S to such
large datasets is not to derive the exact param eters of a particular system . Instead, the ain
is to study statistical features of the shortperiod binaries, lke their frequency and period
distrbution. In that sense, the st of data points we use includes the photom etry obtained
for all the eclipsing binaries found in the sam plk.Forthe O GLE LM C data, this is about 300
points for m ore than 2000 system s, which adds up to about 0.6 m illions points, adm ittedly
wih low S=N ratio. Such a huge dataset should allow us to study som e statistical features
of the shortperiod binaries.

An obvious extension ofEBA S would be to allow for autom ated derivation of the m ass
ratio, the light of a third star, and even the linb and gravity darkening. T his can not be
done with O G LE data ofthe LM C, but would be possible for system s w ith better data and
m ore than one colour photom etry. For close binaries w ith strong proxin ity e ects we plan
to allow EBAS to use the W D code. In principle, the approach should be the sam e, w ith
the sam e procedure to nd the best initial guess, the sam e sin ulated annealing search and
the sam e error estin ation. T he developm ent of these capaciies of EBA S are deferred to a
later paper.

Finally, we plan to construct an autom ated algorithm to derive the m asses of the two
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stars in each eclipsing binary in the LM C, In a sin ilar approach to the one presented by
J.Devor In the \C lose Binardes in the 21st Century: New O pportunities and Challenges"
m esting. O ur approach relies on the fact that we know the distance to all the binaries in
our neighbouring galaxy, up to a few percent, and therefore know the absolute m agnitude
ofthe LM C OGLE system s. OGLE data ncludes som e m easurem ents In the V band for

each star In the LM C, and therefore the availabl absolute m agnitude inform ation inclides

these systam s. This should su e to derive a crude estin ate of the m asses and ages of all

the eclipsing binaries n the OGLE LM C dataset.
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