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A B ST R A C T

The distance ofthe Virgo cluster is derived in the B band from the 21cm -line

width-absolute m agnitude relation. The latter is calibrated using 18 spirals with

Cepheid distancesm ainly from HST.Thecalibration isapplied to a com pletesam pleof

non-peculiarspiralswith i> 45� and lying within the optical(n= 49)orX-ray (n= 35)

contourofthecluster,resulting in a m ean clusterdistanceof(m � M )0 = 31:m 58� 0:m 24

(externalerror)or20:7� 2:4 M pc.Them ean distance ofsubclusterA is0:m 46� 0:m 18

sm aller than that ofsubcluster B,butthe individualdistances ofthe m em bers of

the two substructuresshow considerable overlap. Clusterspiralswith 30� < i< 45�

yield alm ostas good distances asm ore inclined galaxies. H I-truncated galaxies are

overlum inous by 0:m 8 at a given line width. The distance m odulusis corrected by

� 0:m 07 forthe factthatclusterm em bershave lowerH I-surface uxesand are redder

in (B � I)ata given line width than the (�eld)calibrators. Di�erentsourcesofthe

B m agnitudes and line widthshave little e�ect on the resulting distance. Di�erent

precepts for the internal-absorption correction change the result by no m ore than

� 0:m 17.The individualdistancesofthe clusterm em bersdo notshow any dependence

on recession velocity,inclination,Hubble type or line width. The dependence on

apparentm agnitude reectsthe considerable depth e�ectofthe cluster.The adopted

distanceisin good agreem entwith independentdistancedeterm inationsofthecluster.

Com bining the clusterdistance with the corrected clustervelocity of1142� 61 km

s�1 givesH 0 = 55� 7 km s�1 M pc�1 (externalerror).Ifthe Virgo clusterdistance is

inserted into the tightHubble diagram ofclustersoutto 11000 km s�1 using relative

distancesto theVirgo clusteroneobtainsa globalvalueofH 0 = 57� 7 km s�1 M pc�1 .

Subjectheadings: Virgo cluster { distance scale { Hubble constant { Tully-Fisher

relation

1. Introduction

The correlation ofthe rotationalvelocity and the lum inosity ofa galaxy was�rstexploited

by �O pik (1921,1922) in papers wellahead oftheir tim e. Subsequently G ouguenheim (1969)
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suggested 21cm line widthsto be used asa m easure ofthe rotationalvelocity and hence ofthe

galaxy lum inosity.Theensuing 21cm -line width-absolutem agnitude relation oftheform

M = alogw + b (1)

isnow known as\Tully-Fisher"(TF)relation (Tully & Fisher1977).

The �rst application ofthe TF m ethod to the Virgo cluster gave a distance m odulus of

(m � M )= 31:70� 0:08 (Sandage& Tam m ann 1976).Thisrelatively largevaluewascon�rm ed by

K raan-K orteweg,Cam eron & Tam m ann (1988)and,aftercorrection ofthe distancesofthe local

calibrators,by Fouqu�e etal.(1990)using a com plete clustersam ple.Incom plete clustersam ples,

however,have consistently given signi�cantly sm allerTF distances(Aaronson,Huchra,& M ould

1979,Pierce & Tully 1988). Thisisnow understood asthe resultofthe Teerikorpiclustere�ect

(Teerikorpi1984,1987,1990,1993;Sandage,Tam m ann & Federspiel1995),which alwaysleadsto

too sm alldistancesifan incom plete setofclustergalaxies isused to de�ne the slope ofthe TF

relation (cf.Fig.13 below)orofany otherrelation between an observationalparam eterand the

absolute m agnitude in thepresence ofintrinsic scatter.

Justi�cation for a re-exam ination ofthe TF distance com es from severalfacts. (1) The

calibration ofthe TF relation can now be based on an unprecedended sam ple ofspiralgalaxies

with Cepheid distances m ainly from HST,and a com plete sam ple ofcluster spirals can now

objectively beselected from opticalaswellasX-ray surveys(Sects.2 and 5.3).(2)The resulting

zero-pointofthe TF relation is�rm (Sect.2.1)and the m ean distance ofa com plete sam ple of

49 inclined Virgo spiralscarriesa correspondingly sm allsystem atic and statisticalerror(Sect.5).

Largely independentdata sets and di�erent correction procedures allow an assessm ent ofthe

inuenceofvarying theinputparam eters(Sect.6).Severaltests(Sect.7)areused to dem onstrate

theinternalconsistency oftheindividualgalaxy distances.In Sect.8 we investigate thedi�erence

between the calibratorsand the Virgo spiralsin H Isurface brightnessand (B � I)colorand its

e�ecton the derived distances. The spatialstructure ofthe Virgo clusterasoutlined by the TF

distancesisillustrated in Sec.9. The discussion in Sect.10 com paresthe resultswith external

data.Theconclusion with respectto H 0 are presented in Sect.11.

2. Sam ple Selection

2.1. C alibrators

During the lastfew yearsthe num berofgalaxies with Cepheid distanceshasbeen growing

signi�cantly due to the capabilities ofthe Hubble Space Telescope. For the �rsttim e there are

enough galaxies with Cepheid distancesfora reliable calibration ofthe TF relation. W e use 18

spiralsofHubbletypesT = 2 to 5 ofwhich 12 have Cepheid distancesdeterm ined with HST,and

4 have ground-based Cepheid distancessetoutlaterin Table 2.Two late-type m em bers(T = 7)

ofthe tight M 101 group (NG C 5204 and NG C 5585) withoutindividualCepheid distance were
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added to extend the range ofHubble typesofthe sam ple. These two galaxies were assigned the

HST-Cepheid distance ofM 101. W e considerthe M 81 and the Sculptorgroup to be too spread

in distance and do notinclude m em bersofthese groupswithoutindividualCepheid distances.

NG C 4496A,which has a Cepheid distance (Saha et al.1996a),is not used because its total

m agnitudeisdisturbed by NG C 4496B.

Thezeropointofthe P-L relation ofM adore & Freedm an (1991)which we have used restson

the assum ption thatthe true distance m odulusofLM C is(m � M )0 = 18:m 50. Eleven distance

determ inations based on geom etrical,physicaland astronom icalzeropoints give consistently

(m � M )0 = 18:m 56� 0:m 03 shown in Table1.Ifthisvalueistaken atfacevalue,thederived Virgo

clusterm oduluswould increase by 0:m 06� 0:m 03,and H 0 would be decreased by � 3% from the

value we derive in Sect.11. In addition,the m ajority ofthe Cepheid distancesofthe calibrators

in Table 2 are taken from the originalliterature,i.e.they are notcorrected forthe long-exposure

e�ectofthe W FPC2 (Saha etal.1996b;Hilletal.1997). Thise�ectwould increase the Cepheid

distancesofseveralgalaxies by another0:m 05 and decrease H 0 by another� 2% . O n the other

hand Tanvir(1997)haspointed outa slightinconsistency ofthe I m agnitudesused by M adore &

Freedm an (1991)a�ecting theCepheid distancesdeterm ined from V and I m agnitudeswith HST.

He proposesH 0 to belargerby 5% forthise�ect;since 13 outof18 calibratorsin Table2 depend

on V and I data from HST thiscausesa 3-4% increase ofthe adopted value ofH 0 in Sect.11.

Thisshould approxim ately be balanced by a som ewhathigherLM C m odulusin Table 1 and the

long-exposure e�ect.In addition there isatleastthe suspicion thatHST photom etry in crowded

�eldsgives too brightm agnitudes(Sodem ann & Thom son 1997);forthe relevantCepheidsthe

e�ectisestim ated to be � 0:m 05 which leadsto a corresponding underestim ate ofthe distances

(Saha & Labhardt1997).

In a preprintC.S.K ochanek (1997)hascalculated Cepheid distancesof15 galaxiesrelativeto

LM C [again assum ed to beat(m � M )0 = 18:m 50]by com bining allavailable m ulti-colorCepheid

data and assum ing thatthey are strictly on a hom ogeneousphotom etric system and have equal

weight. Actually,the m ean V and I m agnitudesfrom HST,forinstance,have grossly di�erent

errors,becausethe form erare based on a su�cientnum berofobservations,butthelatteronly on

a bare m inim um .M oreover,the I m agnitudesare m easured againststrongerbackground e�ects.

Ifa period-lum inosity-color(PLC)relation isused,asthe authorproposes,the necessarily large

errorsin (V � I)orany othercolorare m ultiplied by the coe�cientofthe colorterm ofroughly

2.5 (depending on wavelength). A yetm ore fundam entalobjection againstthe sim ple ansatz ofa

PLC relation hassince been raised by Saio & G autschy (1997)who �nd a strong variation ofthe

slope ofthe constant-period linesdepending on the period.K ochanek o�ersfourdi�erentm odel

solutionsforthe distance m oduli,none ofwhich isfully self-consistent. Hissolutions m ake the

calibration in eq.(3)0:m 14 fainteron average.Yetwe see no m eritin these solutions.

Itrem ainsthe question ofthe m etallicity dependence ofthe Cepheid distances. Im portant

e�ects have been proposed (e.g.Sasselov et al.1997;Beaulieu & Sasselov 1996;Sekiguchi&

Fukugita 1997). O n the otherhand M adore & Freedm an (1991)and B�ohm -Vitense (1997) have
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given observationalevidence against a m etallicity dependence. The m ost direct observational

evidence com esfrom the m etal-rich G alactic and the m etal-de�cientLM C Cepheids;the form er

ascalibratorsyield an LM C Cepheid distance in agreem entwith evidence thatisindependentof

Cepheids(Table 1).Also DiBenedetto (1997)hasderived Cepheid distancesincluding the m etal

poorSM C,and hasobtained fully consistent resultsindependentofwavelength. The question

com esnow to restwith fully theoreticaltreatm entsofstellarevolution coupled with pulsational

theory indicating thatthe dependence ofM bol on logP issurprisingly insensitive to m etallicity

(Stothers1988;Chiosi,W ood,& Capitanio 1993;Sandage1996c;Saio & G autschy 1997).Allowing

forthe m etaldependence ofthe bolom etric correction introducesata given logP a variation of

M V and of< 0:m 1 overtherelevantm etallicity range.

The slope ofthe P-L relation ofLM C is quite welldeterm ined in di�erent wavelengths

(M adore & Freedm an 1991).Any rem aining uncertaintiesoftheslopehave a m inute e�ecton the

derived distances.Theperiod rangeoftheCepheidsused forthecalibratorsin Table2 issu�cient

to m inim izeselection e�ects(Sandage1988);in any casethey can only lead to an underestim ation

ofthedistances.

For these reasons it appears that any system atic errors ofthe Cepheid distances ofthe

calibratorsin Table 2 are below 0:m 10.

2.2. V irgo spiralgalaxies

The Virgo Cluster Catalogue (VCC;Binggeli,Sandage,& Tam m ann 1985) is the m ain

base from which we selected the di�erent sam ples ofVirgo spirals. The present investigation

isrestricted to Hubble types 2 to 8 (Sab to Sdm ),because none ofthe calibrators isoftype 1

(Sa),and because late-type galaxies(type 9 and 10)have exceptionally uncertain inclinationsi.

The VCC contains 151 spiralsoftypes 2 to 8 with v0 < 2600 km s�1 . O fthese 98 (123) have

i> 45�(30�),generally considered to bea necessary condition to con�netheinclination corrections

ofthe observed line width. Binggeli,Popescu,& Tam m ann (1993) assigned m em berships in

subgroupsto m any ofthe VCC galaxies. 34 \norm al" spirals with i> 45� in the notation of

Binggeliet al.(1993) belong to subgroup \big A" around M 87,15 are m em bers ofsubgroup

\B (r = 2:4�)",i.e.they lie within 2:4� ofM 49. The corresponding num bersforgalaxies with

i> 30� are48 and 19,respectively.Forthesegalaxiesphotom etricaswellasH Idata areavailable

from di�erentsources. W e de�ne these 34 \inner" spiralsofA and the 15 \inner" spiralsofB

with i> 45� asour\�ducialsam ple". The quali�cation \norm al" isto m ean thatthey are not

classi�ed as\peculiar" (Binggelietal.1985)and thatthey are notH I-truncated (G uhathakurta

etal.1988). The \�ducialsam ple" isidenti�ed in Table 3. The 5 H I-truncated and the 2 (5)

peculiarspiralswith i> 45�(30�)are listed nextin Table 3. Also listed are the 15 spiralswhich

fallwithin the X-ray contoursofthe clusterbutoutside ofA and B.Allspiralsofthe \�ducial

sam ple" are considered to bem em bersoftheVirgo cluster.Thisassignm entwillbetested below.

Finally,Table 3 contains41 galaxies which lie outside A and B and outside the X-ray contours.
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O fthese 15 lie outside the �eld ofthe VCC and were added from otherVirgo sam ples(Fouqu�e et

al.1990;K raan-K orteweg etal.1988;Pierce and Tully 1988). The projected positionsofallthe

103 non-peculiarspiralswith i> 45� isshown in Fig.1.

3. O bservationalD ata

3.1. C alibrators

The observationalparam etersofthe calibratorsand theirsourcesare given in Table 2. The

colum nshave thefollowing m eaning:

1. nam e in theNG C catalogue

2. Hubble type asgiven by the RSA (Sandage & Tam m ann 1987)in the nom enclature ofthe

RC3 (de Vaucouleursetal.1991)

3. totalapparentB m agnitude corrected forinternaland G alactic absorption aslisted in the

RC3 [based on them apsofBurstein & Heiles(1984)]

4. correction forinternalabsorption calculated from the Hubbletype [colum n (2)]and logR 25

following the RC3 schem e

5. correction forG alactic absorption aslisted in the RC3

6. adopted truedistance m odulus

7. source for(6):

1 M adore & Freedm an (1991)

y B�ohm -Vitense (1997) gives a Cepheid m odulus of (m � M )M 31 = 24:67 if

(m � M )LM C = 18:50

2 Silberm ann etal.(1996a)

3 Silberm ann etal.(1996b)

4 Sakaietal.(1996)

5 Freedm an & M adore (1994)

6 G raham etal.(1996)

7 Tanviretal.(1995)

8 M acrietal.(1996)

9 Ferrarese etal.(1996)

10 Saha etal.(1996b)
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11 Sandage etal.(1996)

12 K elson (1996)

13 Hughes(1996)

8. absolute B m agnitude calculated from (3)and (6)

9. adopted errorin theabsolutem agnitude[com bined from therespectiveerrorsofthedistance

m odulusaslisted in theoriginalsource,an assum ed errorof0:m 1 in thephotom etry and and

assum ed errorof0:2(A i+ A 0)]

10. inclination calculated from logR 25 aslisted in the RC3 following Fouqu�e etal.(1990);
� adopted inclinations are i= 29� for N 4321 (m ean from G rosb�l1985,W arm els 1988,

Arsenaultetal. 1988,Pierce 1994)and i= 22� forN 5457 (m ean from Rogstad & Shostak

1972,Com te,M onnet,& Rosado 1979,Bosm a,G oss,& Allen 1981,Pierce 1994)

11. log H Iline width read atthe 20% level,corrected forinclination and turbulentm otionsand

m otionsin z-direction (in m ostcasescopied from Huchtm eier& Richter1988,1989)

12. log H Ilinewidth read atthe 20% level,corrected forinclination and turbulentm otionsand

m otions in z-direction,calculated from w20 given by LEDA.Inclinations for the edge-on

corrections were taken from colum n (9) and the correction for turbulentm otion and the

m otion in z-direction wascalculated following Huchtm eier& Richter(1989).

13. uncertainty in log H Ilinewidth com posed ofthe assum ed uncertainties ofthe m easured

linewidth w20 and the inclination ofcolum n (10),i.e.10 km s�1 and 5�,respectively.

3.2. V irgo spiralgalaxies

Thedata fortheVirgo sam ple galaxiesare listed in Table 3.Thecolum nshave the following

m eaning:

1. Nam easlisted in oneofthefollowing catalogs:NG C (N),IC (I),UG C (U),VCC (V),ZW G

(Z)

2. Virgo subgroup m em bership asassigned by Binggelietal.(1993);Y m eansthatthe galaxy

doesnotlie in VCC �eld butisincluded in the sam plesofotherauthors;spiralswith code

Z are not assigned a subgroup m em bership;X m eans m em ber ofthe X-ray sam ple (the

projected position iswithin thede�ning X-ray isophote;cf.Sect.5.3)

3. Hubbletypeaslisted in the VCC on the schem e ofthe RC3

4. totalapparentB T m agnitude from RC3,corrected forinternaland G alactic absorption as

given in colum ns(6)and (8)
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5. uncertainty in B
0;i

T
com posed ofthe assum ed errorsofthe photom etry and ofthe internal

and G alactic absorption corrections,i.e.0:m 1 and 0:2(A i+ A 0),respectively;forthe �tof

theTF relation weassum ein addition an uncertainty of0:m 2 to m akesom eallowance forthe

depth e�ectofthe cluster.

6. correction forinternalabsorption calculated forthe Hubble type listed in colum n (3)and

logR 25 asgiven in the RC3 following the RC3 schem e

7. correction forinternalabsorption asgiven in theRSA

8. A 0 correction forG alactic absorption asgiven in the RC3 [based on the m apsofBurstein &

Heiles(1984)]

9. inclination calculated from logR 25 as listed in the RC3 following the recipe ofFouqu�e et

al.(1990)

10. log H Iline width read atthe 20% level,corrected forinclination and turbulentm otionsand

m otionsin z-direction,taken from Huchtm eierand Richter(1989). An asterisk denotesthe

caseswhere logw had to be calculated from w20 listed in the RC3. Two asterisksindicate

those caseswherelogw wascom puted from w20 given by Ho�m an etal.(1987,1989).Cases

forwhich no H Idata were available are m arked with a dagger.

11. log H Iline width read at the 20% level,corrected for inclination and turbulentm otions

and m otions in z-direction,calculated from w20 given by LEDA.Inclinations were taken

from colum n (9)and the correction forturbulentm otion and the m otion in z-direction was

calculated following Huchtm eier& Richer(1989).

12. uncertainty in log H Ilinewidth com posed ofthe assum ed uncertainties ofthe m easured

linewidth w20 and the inclination ofcolum n (9),i.e.10 km s�1 and 5�,respectively.

4. T he calibrated Tully-Fisher relation

A �rstsolution ofthecalibration oftheTully-Fisherrelation wasobtained by �tting a straight

line to the absolute m agnitudes(asthe dependentvariable)and line widths(asthe independent

variable)ofthe calibratorslisted in Table 2,colum ns(8)and (12).Each calibratorwasweighted

with itsestim ated errorofM B (colum n 9 ofTable 2).Theresultofthisfree�tis:

M B = (� 6:32� 0:08)logw � (4:05� 0:19) �M = 0:m 43: (2)

A second solution ispresented taking theerrorsin m agnitudeand linewidth into account.Thisis

achieved by dropping slanted lineswith slope �y=�x onto a regression line and dem anding a least

squaresm inim alization (cf.Seares1944). Forthisthe BCES (Bivariate Correlated m easurem ent

Errorsand intrinsic Scatter)algorithm ofAkritas,Bershady & Bird (1996)isused.The adopted
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errorson both axes are taken from colum ns(9)and (13)ofTable 2 and from colum ns(5)and

(12)in Table 3. Since the slope ofthe TF relation isdeterm ined m uch betterby including the

49 m em bersofthe \�ducialVirgo sam ple" described in Sect.2.2 we com bine the sam ple ofthe

calibratorswith the Virgo sam ple assum ing di�erentdistance m oduliand search forthatsolution

which givesa m inim um value ofthem eritfunction �2.

W e obtain the following relation which isillustrated in Fig.2:

M B = (� 6:97� 0:02)logw � (2:35� 0:05): (3)

Theslopeofeq.(3)issom ewhatsteeperthan theslopeofeq.(2),a consequence ofnow including

the errorsin logw.

W e adopteq.(3)asourreference and discussthe inuence ofdi�erentinputparam etersin

Sect.6.Thee�ectoftherem aining uncertainty oftheslope isdiscussed in Sect.10.

Itisofsom e theoreticalinterestto determ ine the intrinsic scatterofthe TF relation.Taking

the observed m agnitude scatter about eq.(3) of�M = 0:m 44 from the calibrator sam ple and

subtracting the typicalerrorin M ofthe calibrators,i.e.0:m 25,and the errorintroduced by the

m ean adopted errorsin line width,which translate to �M (w ) = 0:m 28,givesan intrinsic scatterof

�M = 0:m 23.In the presence ofunavoidable errorsofthe inputparam etersthisvalue is,ofcourse,

m eaninglessforpracticalapplications.

5. T he V irgo cluster distance

In thissection the TF distancesto di�erentVirgo sam plesarediscussed.

5.1. A �rst approxim ation

The directTF relation allowing only forerrorsin m agnitude [Table 3,colum ns(4)and (5)]

givesforthe\�ducialsam ple" de�ned in Sect.2.2

m B = (� 6:60� 0:03)logw + (28:31� 0:06) �M = 0:m 57: (4)

and com bined with eq.(2) gives a distance m odulusof(m � M )= 31:m 62� 0:m 08. W e prefer,

however,the solution which takes into accountthe errorsin m agnitude and line width. In this

case a �2 m ethod (cf.Sect.4)gives

(m � M )= 31:m 50� 0:m 09: (5)

The data were weighted with theirindividualerrorsin m agnitude and line width. Thisvalue is

furtherdiscussed in Sects.6.5 and 8.The�nally adopted valueand itserroraregiven in Sect.10.
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Ifthespiralsin Fig.3 aresubdivided into subclustersA and B a signi�cantdistancedi�erence

of�(m � M )= 0:m 46� 0:m 18 em erges (cf.Schr�oder 1996). Thisraises severalproblem s. The

distance di�erence is sm allenough and the distance overlap between individualgalaxies so

pronounced (cf.Figs.11 and 12 below)thatthetwo subgroupsm ustbegravitationally bound asis

also shown by theircom m on X-ray contour(cf.Fig.4 below).M oreover,the distancedi�erence is

notcon�rm ed by otherrelativedistanceindicators.D n � � data (Faberetal.1989)for11 galaxies

in A in B suggestA to bem oredistantthan B by 0:m 05� 0:m 36;two blueSNeIa and onein B give

�(m � M )= + 0:m 55� � 0:m 3 again in thesenseofA being m oredistant.Theapparentm agnitude

ofNG C 4472 (M 49),the brightestgalaxy in B,isalready brighterthan thatofNG C 4486 (M 87)

in subgroup A which hasallthe propertiesexpected ofa brightestclustergalaxy;ifB isassum ed

to be m ore distantthan A the absolute m agnitude ofNG C 4472 becom esexcessively brightas

com pared to NG C 4486. Notattem pting here to understand the com plex spatialstructure ofthe

cluster,we m ustadoptforpracticalreasonsa m ean distance ofthe spiralsin subgroup A and B

because allpreviousworkers in the �eld have done so. In particular,the Hubble diagram with

clusterdistancesrelative to the Virgo cluster(Fig.14 below)isbased on the entire Virgo sam ple.

The \�ducialsam ple" containsonly galaxieswith inclinations> 45� to avoid possibly large

errorsin the calculation oftrue line widthsfrom the observed line widths.Ifan inclination lim it

ofi> 30� isadm itted instead ofi> 45�,thesam pleisincreased from 49 to 67 \norm al" m em bers

in subgroupsA and B.Thisincreased sam ple givesinstead ofeq.(5)

(m � M )= 31:m 48� 0:m 07: (6)

TheTF slopeofthecom bined sam ples(Virgo [i> 30�]and calibrators)is� 7:15.Thee�ectofthe

lessinclined galaxieson thedistance m odulusissurprisingly sm all.

TheVirgo clusterm odulusisfurtherdiscussed in the following subsectionsand in Sect.6.

5.2. T he inuence ofH I-truncated and peculiar galaxies on the T F distance

Thereare �ve galaxiesin subgroup A which have an unusually sm allH Idisk (G uhathakurta

etal.1988). These galaxieswere excluded from the \�ducialsam ple".Ifthe H I-stripped objects

listed in Table 3 were included into the calculation ofthe TF distance ofthe �ducialsam ple one

would obtain (m � M )= 31:m 43� 0:m 09.Toshow thee�ecteven m oredrastically:them ean distance

ofthe H I-stripped galaxies alone with the calibration ofeq.(3) is (m � M )= 30:m 81� 0:m 24.

Figure 3 showsthatthe H I-truncated galaxies are � 0:m 8 too lum inousfortheirline width. W e

conclude thatitisnotappropriate to use H I-truncated galaxiesin the TF relation.Distancesto

sam pleswith H Itruncated galaxiesare underestim ated.

The sam e conclusion holdsforthe two galaxiesofthe �ducialsam ple which are classi�ed as

peculiarorinteractingfrom theirm orphologicalappearance.W ith am ean (m � M )= 31:m 14� 0:m 21

they also tend to give too sm alldistances.They were therefore excluded from ouranalysis.
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5.3. T he distance ofthe V irgo X -ray sam ple

Thedi�use X-ray em ission ofthe hotgasin the Virgo clusterhasbeen m easured by RO SAT

(B�ohringer et al.1994). W e use the X-ray boundary,i.e.the isophote with 0.444 counts s�1

arcm in�1 asan independentm ean to de�nethe clusterpopulation (Fig.4).There are 42 galaxies

with i> 45� within thede�ning X-ray contours(H I-truncated and peculiarobjectsom itted).The

factthatthe south-eastside ofthe X-ray contourisdisturbed by the G alactic North PolarSpur

hasonly negligible e�ecton thesam ple selection.

Com bining both the calibratorand the X-ray sam plesand taking errorsboth in m agnitudes

and logw into accountgives a TF slope of� 6:55,which isslightly butinsigni�cantly shallower

than that found in eq.(3). The distance m odulus ofthe X-ray sam ple corresponding to this

solution is

(m � M )= 32:m 05� 0:m 11; �(m �M ) = 0:m 70: (7)

The distance is 0:m 55 larger than the distance ofthe optically selected \�ducialsam ple". The

di�erenceispartly dueto theseven galaxiesin theX-ray sam plewhich areassigned to theW and

W ’cloud (lying in ornearthe lowerright\peninsula" ofthe de�ning X-ray isophote in Fig.4).

The latterhave a m ean recession velocity ofvLG = 1645 km s�1 and give a TF distance m odulus

of(m � M )= 32:m 58� 0:m 20.TheX-ray sam ple withoutthese seven galaxiesyields

(m � M )= 32:m 00� 0:m 11 �(m �M ) = 0:m 68: (8)

Even afterexclusion ofthe seven galaxiesthedistance m odulusisrelatively high.Thereason

isthe shallowerslope ofthe TF relation ofthe X-ray sam ple ascom pared to the �ducialsam ple.

Shallowerslopesalwaystend to increase thedistance.

5.4. T he distances ofV irgo galaxies outside the \�ducialsam ple" and outside the

X -ray sam ple

Ifthe adopted TF relation (eq.3) is applied to the 38 galaxies ofTable 3 which are not

m em bersofthe �ducialsam ple orthe X-ray sam ple,one obtainsa large m ean distance m odulus

of(m � M )= 31:m 85 with a large dispersion of�(m �M ) = 1:m 05. Indeed,Binggelietal.(1993)

assigned som e ofthese outlying m em bersto theM ,W ,W ’orS clouds,which appearto bein the

background form orphologicaland otherreasons.

The individualTF distancesofthe outlying galaxies are plotted versusrecession velocity in

Fig.5. The qualitative di�erence to Fig.6 below isobvious. Som e nearby and severaldistant

galaxiesare probably notclusterm em bers. They seem to partake in the (nearly)free expansion

�eld.
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6. T he inuence ofdi�erent data sources on the T F distance ofthe V irgo cluster

The inuence ofdi�erent input param eters on the distance ofthe Virgo cluster is now

investigated.

6.1. U sing alternative B m agnitudes

ThedistanceoftheVirgo clusterdoesnotchangewhen m agnitudesfrom di�erentsourcesare

used.Replacing theB T m agnitudesin Table3,colum n 4 by thoseofSchr�oder(1996),butkeeping

the RC3 corrections,increasesthe distance m odulusby only 0:m 04.Using instead the m agnitudes

ofofYasuda,Fukugita,& O kam ura (YFO 1997),again with the RC3 corrections,gives a very

sim ilarm odulusof(m � M )= 31:m 49 forthe �ducialsam ple.

6.2. U sing an alternative set ofline w idths

Huchtm eier& Richter(1988,1989)have published H Idata fornearby galaxiesand galaxies

in the Virgo cluster. Theirline widthscan be used asan alternative data setto the w20 data of

the Lyon Extragalactic Data Base (LEDA).The two setsofw20 line widthsusually are in good

agreem ent,although thereisan average system atico�setof+ 6 km s�1 ,theHuchtm eier& Richter

valuesbeing larger.Using the fully reduced Huchtm eier& Richterdata forthe calibratorsaswell

asforthe Virgo spiralsgives the sam e distance within 0:m 09 aseq.(5). However,the dispersion

ofthe TF relationsforboth the calibratorsand the Virgo galaxiesisslightly enlarged (Table 4,

solution 2).

6.3. U sing an alternative schem e for internalabsorption

So farthe correctionsforinternalabsorption were taken from the RC3.Alternative precepts

to determ ine the internal-absorption corrections are given in the RSA (Sandage & Tam m ann

1987). The m ain di�erence isthatthe RC3 correctsthe m agnitudesto face-on orientation,while

theRSA allowsforthetotalinternalabsorption.In addition theRSA correctionshavea som ewhat

stronger dependence on Hubble type. Asseen from Table 4 forsolutions 5 and 6,the internal

absorption corrections ofthe RSA lead to a slightly steeperslope ofthe TF relation and to an

insigni�cantly largerscatter. Also the Virgo m odulusis� 0:m 17 larger. However,the individual

TF distancesare equally consistentasthose with the RC3 correction,i.e.they do notcorrelate

signi�cantly with Hubble type,line-width,norinclination (cf.Sect.7). The m odulusdi�erence

between subclustersA and B rem ainsat0:m 46.

Ithasoften been proposed to use infrared m agnitudesforthe TF relation to circum ventthe

relatively large intrinsic-absorption corrections in B . However,the absorption in the I-band is
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stillm uch largerthan a 1=�-law would suggest(Schr�oder1996;G iovanellietal.1994).M oreover,

the m odestadvantage ofthe sm allerabsorption iso�setby the steeperslope ofthe I-band TF

relation (fora discussion cf.Schr�oder1996).

6.4. C orrections for G alactic absorption

Since the G alactic latitude ofthe Virgo cluster is 60� < b < 80� the inuence ofG alactic

absorption is sm allor negligible. M aps ofthe H Icolum n density indicate that the G alactic

absorption isnotzero forallVirgo clustergalaxies butvariesbetween 0:m 00 and 0:m 16 (Burstein

& Heiles,1984).Thesecorrections,aslisted in the RC3 and whosem ean value isonly 0:m 05,have

been applied to allgalaxiesin Table 2 and 3.

If,instead,one assum esA 0 = 0 forthe Virgo galaxies,the slope ofthe TF relation is not

changed within the errorlim its;the dispersion becom esinsigni�cantly sm aller(Table 4,solution

8).

6.5. T he e�ect ofdi�erent input param eters

The solutions 1-8 in Table 4 (colum n 8) give an overview how the Virgo cluster m odulus

variesasdi�erentsourcesofthe m agnitudes,line widths,and internalabsorptionsare used.Also

shown isthe e�ectofincreasing the sam ple ofspiralswith i> 45� by those with 30� < i< 45�

and by replacing the optically selected �ducialsam ple by the m em berswithin the X-ray contour.

Finally in solution 8 thesm alle�ectofassum ing zero G alactic absorption fortheclusterm em bers

isshown.

Theresulting Virgo clusterm oduliin colum n 8 span a range of31:m 48 to 32:m 00.There isno

objective way to discrim inate between the di�erentsolutions. W e therefore take a straightm ean

overthesolutions1-7 and obtain

(m � M )V irgo = 31:m 65� 0:m 07: (9)

7. Testing the internalconsistency ofthe results

Severaltests are perform ed to check the internalconsistency ofthe derived TF distances.

W ithoutlossofgenerality we considerhereonly theTF distancesofsolution 1 in Table 4.

The individualdistance m oduliare shown in Fig.6 as a function ofredshift. There is no

signi�cantcorrelation between the TF distance and the recession velocity. From Fig.6 one could

arguethatthe�vegalaxieswith redshiftslargerthan thegap atvLG � 1700 km s�1 do notbelong

to thecluster.However,thegap isa ukeofsm allsam plestatistics,becauseitdoesnotappearin
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the velocity distribution ofallVirgo m em bers(Binggelietal.1993). M oreover the high-velocity

galaxies have closely the sam e m ean TF distance asthe restofthe �ducialsam ple. There isno

objectiveargum entto excludeany galaxy in Fig.6 from clusterm em bership.Theonly statistically

signi�cante�ectisthedichotom y between subclustersA and B asdiscussed in Sect.5.1.

Figure 7 showsthe individualTF distancesplotted againstinclination.Any system atic error

oftheinclinationsa�ectsboth thecorrected linewidthsand thecorrectionsforinternalabsorption

and translates into a dependency ofthe TF distances on inclination. However,no such trend

exists,noteven forthe spiralswith 30� < i< 45�.

Sim ilarily we do not �nd a dependence ofthe TF distances on the Hubble type (Fig.8).

Thiswould have been the case ifthe correctionsforinternalabsorptions,which are a function of

the Hubble type,were system atically wrong orifthe TF relation wassigni�cantly di�erentfor

di�erentHubble types. (The question whetherTF distances depend on Hubble type islargely

determ ined by the internal-absorption correction used.)

As a next test we show a plot ofthe individualTF distances as a function ofline width

(Fig.9). The obtained distancesdo notdepend on the line width which m ustbe the case ifthe

slopeoftheTF relation hasbeen determ ined correctly.

In Fig.10 thereisa trend ofgalaxiesbecom ing fainterwith increasing TF distances.Thiscan

m ostnaturally be explained by the clusterdepth e�ect. Ifthe galaxiesare random ly distributed

in theclusterasto absolutem agnitudeM B,then thenearergalaxiesm ustbeapparently brighter.

A leastsquare �tthrough the data gives(m � M )= (0:12� 0:06)m B + 29:m 95.Thisim pliesthat

theclusterhasan e�ective depth of� 0:m 4 asoutlined by thespiralsofthe�ve-m agnitude interval

10m < m B < 15m .

The eightgalaxiesfainterthan 14m ,which allseem to lie on the farside ofgroupsA and B

respectively,do notshow an unusualbehaviourin the correlation ofthe param etersin Figs.6-9.

Two ofthe eightgalaxies,i.e.NG C 4353 and IC 3298,have particulary large TF distance m oduli

of(m � M )� 32:m 6. In spite ofthisNG C 4353 m ustbe assigned to the clusterwith a recession

velocity ofonly vLG = 982 km s�1 .Itistherefore arbitrary to exclude any galaxy ofthe �ducial

sam ple from cluster m em bership only on the basisofitslarge TF distance. Therefore,there is

also no rationalreason to exclude IC 3298 (vLG = 2355 km s�1 )from thecluster.

8. System atic di�erences betw een calibrators and V irgo spirals

TheVirgo clusterdistancedependson theassum ption that�eld and clustergalaxiesobey the

sam e TF relation. Thisassum ption can now be tested with the com plete UBVRIphotom etry of

Schr�oder(1996).Itturnsoutthattheclustergalaxiesareredderin (B � I)(corrected forinternal

and G alacticreddening)ata given linewidth than the18 calibratorswhich arepredom inantly �eld

galaxies. Thism eansthatthe TF relation cannotbe the sam e forthe two setsofgalaxies in all
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wavelengths. The clustergalaxiesare also m ore H I-de�cientthan the calibrators. The hydrogen

de�ciency D H I isherede�ned following YFO (1997),whereby thecolorresiduals�(B � I)at�xed

line width correlate wellwith D H I.The dependency ofthe individualTF distanceson �(B � I)

and D H I are shown by Schr�oder & Tam m ann (1996) for �ve di�erent passbands. Tam m ann

& Federspiel(1997) have argued thatthe bestVirgo distance isobtained by averaging over all

color and D H I-corrected UBVRIm oduli. The result is that the straight TF m odulusin B is

0:m 07� 0:m 02 largerthan the m ean ofallcorrected m oduli.W e apply thiscorrection to eq.(9)to

obtain the�nally adopted Virgo m odulusof

(m � M )0V irgo = 31:m 58� 0:m 07 (10)

wheretheerroristaken from eq.(9).

Itm ay be noted in passing thatthe TF m odulusin V seem s least sensitive to the cluster

e�ectand thattheuncorrected TF m odulusin I is0:m 09 too sm all(Schr�oder& Tam m ann 1996).

9. T he three-dim ensionalstructure ofthe V irgo cluster from T F data

IndividualTully-Fisher distances are reliable enough that they can be used to cautiously

explore the three-dim ensionalstructure ofthe Virgo cluster. Figure 11 showsa visualisation of

the spatialdistribution ofthe m em bersofsubgroupsA and B aswellasofthe calibrators that

belong to the Virgo cluster. Alldistancesgiven in thissection are based on Table 4,solution 1.

Thex-y plane isperpendicularto the line-of-sightfrom the Sun to M 87,i.e.itisa tangentplane

to the celestialsphere. The sphericalcoordinates were transform ed into linear coordinates at

the distance ofthe individualgalaxies. Since the distance m oduliobtained from the TF relation

are a logarithm ic m easure,the z axisislogarithm ic (log distance in M pc). A typicalerrorofan

individualdistance ofthe orderofthe scatterofthe TF relation [0:m 6 in (m � M )]correspondsto

an uncertainty of0.1 in z on theline ofsightto M 87.

The calibrators am ong the Virgo galaxies and NG C 4496A are shown as crosses at their

respective Cepheid distance. Three ofthem (N4321,N4496A,and N4536) are am ong the dozen

closestVirgo galaxies,whereasN4639 ison the farside ofsubclusterA.These fourgalaxieswith

known Cepheidsprovide a check on the accuracy ofabout0:m 45 ofthe individualTF distances

(cf.Table 5).

From theapparentangularsizeand thedepthscalculated from theTF distances(deconvolved

with theintrinsicdispersion ofabout0:m 40 oftheTF relation)wederivea lineardiam eter-to-depth

ratio forsubclusterA ofabout1:1.5.

Figure 12 em phasizesthatsubclusterB on average liesata greaterdistance than subcluster

A (0:m 46� 0:m 18 in thedistancem odulus).B appearsratherelongated in depth although itisquite

com pactin the projection on the celestialsphere.The diam eter-to-depth ratio forB isabout1:5.

Theratiosm ay besom ewhatsm allerifwe have underestim ated the distance errors.
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10. D iscussion

Theerroroftheadopted TF m odulusoftheVirgo clusterin eq.(10)reectsonly therandom

error.System atic errorsourcesare listed in Table 6.

Rem arksto Table6 areasfollows.ThezeropointerroroftheP-L relation hasbeen discussed

in Sect.2.1. Forcing extrem e slopes of� 7:50 and � 6:50 on the TF relation ofthe �ducial

sam ple and the calibrating galaxies changesthe distance m odulusby � 0:m 10. Di�erentprecepts

ofweighting the data ofthe calibrators and Virgo spirals can inuence the m odulusby 0:m 08.

G iving higher weight to the X-ray sam ple or om itting it altogether could change the adopted

distance m odulusby 0:m 1 atm ost. Taking the inputB m agnitudesand/orline widthsw from

di�erentsourceshasessentially no e�ecton the Virgo distance (Sects.6.1.and 6.2.);butdi�erent

preceptsoftheinternal-absorption correction a�ectthem odulusby � 0:m 10 (Table 4,solutions1-3

versus5-7). Di�erentpropertiesofthe calibratorsand the clustergalaxies have been accounted

forby excluding the truncated clustergalaxiesand by applying a m ean correction fordi�erences

in (B � I) and D H I (Sect.8);the rem aining m axim um error is estim ated to be � 0:m 05. The

calibrators are system atically less inclined (hii = 55�) than the cluster galaxies (hii = 72�).

Consequently the m ean RC3 correction forinternalabsorption ishA ii= 0:m 34 forthe form erand

hA ii= 0:m 66 for the latter. Yet the two sam ples becom e m ore sim ilar ifthe �ducialsam ple is

increased by the clustergalaxieswith 30� < i< 45�.In thatcase theclustersam ple hashii= 62�

and hA ii= 0:m 45 withoutchanging the clusterm odulusby m ore than 0:m 03 (Table 4,solutions3

and 7).M oreovertheindividualTF distancesareindependentofinclination (Fig.7),which would

notbe the case ifthe internalabsorption correctionswere inadequate.The conclusion isthatthe

internalabsorption correctionsintroducea system atic errorofnotm ore than 0:m 05.

Sum m ing the errorsin quadrature in Table 6 givesan externalerrorof� 0:m 23. Adding this

in quadratureto theinternalerrorin eq.(10)givesthe�naldistancem odulusoftheVirgo cluster

(A and B)to be

(m � M )0V irgo = 31:m 58� 0:m 24 (externalerror) (11)

orrV irgo = 20:7� 2:4 M pc.

The decisive elem ent ofthe present distance determ ination ofthe Virgo cluster is that a

com plete sam ple hasbeen used.Itisfortunate thatlow-lum inosity spiralsdo notexist,and that

the Virgo ClusterCatalog (VCC;Binggelietal.1985)goesm uch fainterthan the faintestspirals.

The faintestgalaxiesin thatcatalog are ofm orphologicaltypesIm and dE,wellfainterthan the

absolute m agnitude lim itofthe TF calibratorsofTable 2 and Fig.2.The sam ple studied here is

therefore indeed com plete forspirals. The im portance ofcom pleteness isillustrated in Fig.13,

where the �ducialsam ple is cut by di�erent m agnitude cuto�s. The brighter the cuto� is the

sm alleristhe distance m oduluseven forcom plete ux-lim ited sam ples(cf.Teerikorpi1987).

G iovanellietal.(1997a,b)have given TF data forinclined spiralsin 24 clusters. There are

23 galaxies percluster on average which reach � 3:m 8 into the lum inosity function on average.
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Thiswould be barely su�cientto derive an unbiased distance from a com plete sam ple (Fig.13).

However,theclustersam plesareadm ittably incom pleteatalllevelsbutparticularly atthefainter

m agnitudes. The authorsderive excellentrelative clusterdistancesasseen in Fig.14 below,due

to a very carefulm odelling ofthe clusterincom pleteness.They have also attem pted to obtain an

absolutecalibration by �tting theclusterdata to thelocaldistance-lim ited calibratorsand suggest

H 0 = 69� 5 (G iovanellietal.1997c). Clearly thislatterstep ism uch m ore sensitive to the bias

m odelthan the relative distances. Ifthe authorshad used the Virgo clusterdistance ofeq.(11)

they would have obtained from theirclusterdata H 0 = 57 asbelow in eq.(15). Vice versa their

valueofH 0 = 69 would require(m � M )V irgo = 31:m 17 which wedeem to to behighly im probable.

In a recentapplication ofthe TF m ethod to the Virgo cluster YFO (1997) have analyzed

a less restrictive sam ple of108 inclined Virgo spirals and irregulars. Their m ean distance is

(m � M ) = 31:m 81 with a large scatter of�(m �M ) = 0:m 93. Restricting the sam ple to the 63

galaxies with � > 10:5� { which roughly correspondsto subclusterA { yields(m � M )= 31:m 62

with �(m �M ) = 1:m 00. These m oduliare som ewhatlargerthan those ofthe �ducialsam ple and

subclusterA,respectively,from above. The scatter ofthe latter solutions is signi�cantly less.

M oreoverYFO did notcorrectthelinewidthsforturbulence,resulting in a quitesteep TF relation

which leadsto a signi�cantdependence ofthe individualdistanceson the corrected line widths.

The extrem ely low clusterm odulusof(m � M )= 31:m 09 �nally adopted by YFO forthe M 87

subclusterwasachieved by con�ning theirsam pleto only galaxieswith � > 10:5� and by excluding

21 spiralswith (m � M )> 32:m 0. W e take exception to these arti�cialcutswhich preventany

objective distance determ ination ofthe Virgo cluster.Thereisno objective reason to exclude the

m ore distantgalaxies which clearly are m em bers. They notonly perfectly �tunderthe distance

distribution curve (cf.Fig.12)butalso are indistinguishable from otherclusterm em berson the

basisofboth theirpositionswithin the opticaland X-ray contourofthe clusterin the sky and

also theirvelocities.

Shanks(1997),using both Cepheid and SN Ia distances as calibrators ofthe TF relation,

hasobtained an internally consistentzeropointcorrection of+ 0:m 46� 0:m 11 to the TF distance of

the Virgo clusterby Pierce & Tully (1988),obtaining now (m � M )V irgo = 31:m 43� 0:m 20. Since

the Pierce & Tully sam ple isincom plete even thiscorrected distance m ustsu�erthe Teerikorpi

incom pletenessbiasand besystem atically too low (Fig.13).

TheVirgo m odulusin eq.(11)isidenticalwithin theerrorswith theresultof�veindependent

m ethods,including Cepheids,SNeIa,globular clusters,novae,and the D n � � m ethod,giving

31:m 66� 0:m 08 (Sandage & Tam m ann 1997).

11. C onclusion
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11.1. H 0 from the observed,infall-corrected velocity

The Virgo cluster has been used frequently as a cosm ic m ilestone to derive the Hubble

constantfrom itsvelocity and itsdistance.The observed m ean heliocentric velocity ofthe cluster

isv = 1050� 35 km s�1 (Binggelietal.1993)orvLG = 922 km s�1 . Thislatter value m ustbe

transform ed to the cosm ic recession velocity thattakesthe Virgocentric infallofthe LocalG roup

into account.FortheVirgocentricinfallweadoptthevalueofvinfall= 220� 50 km s�1 (Tam m ann

& Sandage 1985),which is in excellent agreem ent with vinfall = 224 � 90 km s�1 (Bureau et

al.1996)and in statisticalagreem entwith vinfall= 275� 90 km s�1 ofHam uy etal.(1996);itis

furthersupported in Sect.11.2.Thusthe infall-corrected recession velocity ofthe Virgo clusteris

1142� 61 km s�1 .Thiscom bined with the adopted distance ofthe Virgo cluster(eq.11)givesa

localHubbleconstantof

H 0 = 55� 7 km s�1 M pc�1 : (12)

Although the justdescribed route to H 0 isquite com m on,itissurpassed by the calibration

ofthe Hubble diagram ofclustersaddressed in the nextsection,which tiesthe Virgo clusterto

distant clusters and leads to a value ofthe Hubble constant that is valid over a m uch larger

volum e.

As an exercise we consider also the e�ect on H 0 ifthe subclusters A and B are reduced

separately. The data are setoutin Table 7. The m ean velocity ofthe two aggregates corrected

for an infallvelocity of220 km s�1 is taken from Binggeliet al.(1993). The distance m oduli

are calculated from solutions1-3 and 5-7 in Table 4,butnow separately forA and B.Here the

X-ray sam ple is,by necessity,notconsidered.Theweighted m ean ofH 0 = 56� 3 reectsonly the

internalerror(cf.Sect.10).

11.2. H 0 from the H ubble diagram ofgalaxy clusters

Cluster distances relative to the Virgo cluster are available for 17 clusters from various

m ethods such as the Tully-Fisher (TF) m ethod,the D n � � relation,and �rst-ranked cluster

galaxies (fora com pilation see Jerjen & Tam m ann 1993). In addition,high weight relative TF

distancesare available for24 clustersfrom G iovanelli(1996). The latterlistdoesnotinclude the

Virgo cluster,butsince eightclustersare in com m on,the two listscan be m erged with a m ean

errorofonly 0.05 m ag. The double clusterA 2634/66 isnotused here because G iovanelli(1996)

only givesa distanceforA 2634.Theresulting Hubblediagram (Fig.14)contains31 clusterswith

distancesrelative to the Virgo cluster(cf.also Table 1 ofTam m ann & Federspiel1997).

Clusterswith v0 < 3000 km s�1 are corrected fora Virgocentric infallm odelwith a local

infallvelocity of220 km s�1 .M oredistantclustersdo notpartakeofthelocalm otion with respect

to the CM B.They are therefore corrected fora CM B vectorof630 km s�1 .Thedividing lim itof

3000 km s�1 isderived elsewhere (cf.Jerjen & Tam m ann 1993;Federspiel,Sandage,& Tam m ann



{ 18 {

1994,Figs.17-19;G iovanelli1996);the exactchoice hasno e�ecton the following conclusions.

Theridgeline in Fig.14 isrepresented by

logvCM B = 0:2
h

(m � M )� (m � M )V irgo
i

+ (3:070� 0:011): (13)

Theslopeof0.2 isforced,the strongly deviating Eridanusclusterisom itted.

Sim pletransform ation ofeq.(13)gives

logH 0 = logvCM B
� logrM pc = � 0:2(m � M )V irgo + (8:070� 0:011) (14)

Inserting the distance m odulusofthe Virgo clusterfrom eq.(11)into eq.(14)givesthe value of

H 0 fordistancesaslarge as11000km s�1 :

H 0 = 57� 7 km s�1 M pc�1 : (15)

Note thatreading eq.(13) atzero relative distance also predictsthe velocity ofthe Virgo

clusteritselfin the CM B fram e vCM B
V irgo = 1175� 30km s�1 .Thisisthe velocity one would observe

in theabsenceofalllocalpeculiarorstream ing velocities.Com paring thisvalue with theactually

observed clustervelocity ofvLG = 922� 35km s�1 ,one obtainsa Virgocentric infallvelocity of

the LocalG roup ofvinfall= 253� 46km s�1 (cf.Jerjen & Tam m ann 1993). W e take this asa

con�rm ation ofvinfall= 220� 50 km s�1 adopted in Sect.11.1.

Itm ustbe stressed thatthe determ ination ofH 0 from eq.(14)dependsonly on the quality

ofthe Virgo cluster distance and on the relative distances to other clusters,but it is totally

independentofany observed orinferred velocity ofthatcluster(Sandage & Tam m ann 1996).

11.3. C om parison w ith externalvalues ofH 0

Severalauthorshave suggested to derive H 0 atthe position ofthe Com a cluster(e.g.Baum

etal.1995,1996;Thom sen etal.1997;Hjorth & Tanvir1997). The resultistypically H 0 � 70.

However,the experim entwith only a single clusterism uch m ore di�cultthan the route via the

Virgo cluster tied to the expansion �eld ofm any clusters (Fig.14). The reason is,�rst,that

com parableobjectsin Com a arealm ostfourm agnitudesfainterthan in Virgo,and,secondly,that

the velocity ofCom a in the CM B fram e isquite poorly known. The observed m ean velocity is

vLG = 6912 km s�1 (Zabludo� etal.1993).Itisgenerally assum ed thatthe clusterdoesnottake

partofthelocalm otion relative to the CM B fram e.In thatcase vCM B
Com a = 7194 km s�1 .However,

clustershaverandom m otions(in theradialdirection)oftypically 450 km s�1 (Jerjen & Tam m ann

1993),and Com a deviatesindeed strongly from theHubblelinein Fig.14.Ifa m odulusdi�erence

between Com a and Virgo of�(m � M )Com a�V irgo = 3:m 72 isadopted (Dekel1996)eq.(13)gives

vCM B
Com a = 6500 km s�1 .Hence the velocity uncertainty alone a�ectsthe resultofH 0 by � 10% .
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The m ost direct way to derive the Hubble constant is through the Hubble diagram of

supernovae oftype Ia (SNe Ia)which isby now calibrated by seven SNeIa with known Cepheid

distances. The result ofH 0 = 58� 8 (externalerror)(Saha et al.1997) is in agreem ent with

the presentresult. The only interdependence ofthese determ inationsofH 0 isthattwo Cepheid

distancesused to calibrate theSNeIa are also used in Table 2 to calibrate theTF relation.

Lum inosity classdistancesand TF distancesof�eld galaxiesgive equally consistentvaluesof

theHubbleconstant,aftercorrection oftheM alm quistbias,ofH 0 = 55� 5 (Sandage& Tam m ann

1975;Sandage 1996a,b and referencestherein;Theureau etal.1997).

Theconclusion isthatthethreeindependentroutesthrough (1)theVirgo cluster,(2)SNeIa,

and (3)�eld galaxiesallgive H 0 = 55� 5 km s�1 M pc�1 .

An independentway todeterm ineextragalacticdistancescom esfrom aphysicalunderstanding

oftheobjectsconsidered withoutthenecessity to useastronom icallum inosity (orsize)calibrators.

The purely physicalcalibration ofthe P-L relation ofCepheids has already been m entioned

(Sect.2.1).ForseveralX-ray clustersSunyaev-Zel’dovich distanceshave becom e available.Three

papers having appeared during the last m onths give an (unweighted) m ean ofH 0 = 58 � 15

(Holzapfeletal.1997;Lasenby & Jones1997;M yersetal.1997). Rephaeli& Yankovitch (1997)

have pointed outthatthe inclusion ofrelativistic e�ectsreducesthisvalue by � 10 units.Recent

H 0 determ inations from variable,gravitationally lensed quasars give H 0 = 59 � 15 (K eeton

& K ochanek 1997;K undi�c et al.1997;Falco et al.1997; Schechter et al.1997). The �rst

interpretations ofthe CM B uctuation spectrum suggest even lower values (Lasenby & Jones

1997;Lineweaver1997).

In the lightofthisevidence valuesofH 0 below 45 and above 65 becom e im probable.
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Fig. 1.| Positions ofthe non-peculiar spirals ofTable 3 with i> 45� in the sky. The sym bols

denotethem em bership to a Virgo clustersubgroup assigned by Binggelietal.(1993).Also shown

isthe boundary oftheVCC �eld (Binggelietal.1985).
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Fig. 2.| Tully-Fisher relation for the calibrators ofTable 2. Twelve calibrators have Cepheid

distances determ ined with HST,4 have ground-based Cepheid distances,2 are m em bers ofthe

relatively tight M 101 group withoutindividualCepheid distances. The errorbarsshow the total

errorsin absolutem agnitudeund log linewidth which wereused asweightsfortheregression.The

line representsthe adopted calibration ofeq.(3).
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Fig. 3.| Tully-Fisher relation for the \�ducial Virgo sam ple". The error bars show the

individualtotalerrorsin m agnitude and log linewidth which served asweightsforthe calculation

ofthe regression line [eq.(3)]. Four galaxies with H I-truncated disks are also shown; they are

system atically too brightfortheirline width and were excluded from the Tully-Fisheranalysis.



{ 27 {

0

5

10

15

20

25

001020304012h 50m

de
cl

in
at

io
n 

(1
95

0)

right ascension (1950)

 

VCC boundary
X-ray isophote

X-ray sample

Fig.4.| Positionsofthem em bersoftheX-ray sam ple(ag X in Table3,i> 45�)and itsde�ning

isophote from RO SAT data.Also shown istheboundary ofthe VCC �eld (Binggelietal.1985).
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Fig. 5.| Tully-Fisherdistancesofallgalaxies in Table 3 outside the �ducialsam ple and outside

theX-ray sam pleasafunction ofredshift[referred tothecentroid oftheLocalG roup usingeq.(3)].

M em bershipsofdi�erentsubgroupsare denoted by di�erentsym bols. There isa cleartrend:the

average distance is increasing with increasing redshift. This behaviour is com patible with a free

Hubble expansion (the dash-dotted line shows the cosm ic expansion assum ing H 0 = 57). The

conclusion isthatthesegalaxiesdo notbelong to theinnerpartoftheVirgo clusterwhereinternal

m otionsdom inate theredshifts.
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Fig.6.| Tully-Fisherdistancesforthe m em bersofthe \�ducialsam ple" asa function ofredshift

(referred to thecentroid oftheLocalG roup)usingeq.(3).O n average,subgroup B liesabout0:m 46

m ore distantthan subgroup A.O bviously,the TF distancesofthe clustergalaxiesdo notdepend

on redshift.
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Fig.7.| TF distanceofthe�ducialsam pleasa function ofinclination.Also shown arethespirals
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The apparentTF distance m odulusisa function ofthe apparent-m agnitude cuto� ofthe sam ple.
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Fig.14.| Hubblediagram of31 clusterswith known relativedistances.Thedata weretaken from

Jerjen & Tam m ann (1993;asterisks)and G iovanelli(1996;open circles).Nineclustersarelisted in

both sources(�lled circles).Theabscissa givesthe distance m odulusrelative to the Virgo cluster.

The ordinate is the log ofthe recession velocity referred to the CM B.For \local" clusters with

v0 < 3000km s�1 the velocities are referred to the centroid ofthe LocalG roup and corrected for

Virgocentric infall,following the preceptsofFederspieletal.(1994).
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TA BLE 1

D istance D eterminations of LM C

object m ethod (m � M )0 zeropoint Source

ring ofSN 1987A geom etry 18:56 � 0:05 { Panagia et al.1996

R R Lyr P-L-

h
Fe

H

i

18:60 � 0:11 Sandage 1993 W alker 1993;Tam m ann 1996

red giants tip ofC M D 18:43 � 0:15 Sandage 1993 Lee et al.1993;Tam m ann 1996

C epheids (B V IJH K ) B aade-W esselink 18:57 � 0:15 { Laney & Stobie 1992

C epheids P-L relation 18:59 � 0:15 H yades Sandage & Tam m ann 1971

C epheids P-L relation 18:47 � 0:15 Pleiades Feast & W alker 1987

C epheids P-L relation 18:57 � 0:10 Pleiades Feast 1995

C epheids P-L relation 18:42 � 0:11 Pleiades B �ohm -V itense 1997

C epheids P-L relation 18:70 � 0:10 trig.parallaxes Feast & C atchpole 1997

M ira variables P-L relation 18:54 � 0:10 trig.parallaxes van Leeuwen et al.1997

C epheids I B aade-W esselink 18:58 � (0:02) stellar radii D iB enedetto 1997

C epheids P-L relation 18:57 � 0:11 trig.parallaxes M adore & Freedm an 1997

m ean: 18:56 � 0:03

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9709040v1


TA BLE 2

D ata for the C alibrators

N am e H ubble- B 0;i

T
A i A 0 (m � M ) Source M B error iR C 3 logw logw error

type m ag m ag m ag m ag m ag m ag � H & R LED A

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

N 224 (M 31) 3 3.36 0.67 0.33 24.44 1y -21.08 0.24 78 2.739 2.728 0.050

N 300 5 8.49 0.21 0.02 26.67 1 -18.18 0.20 44 2.344 2.296 0.036

N 598 (M 33) 5 5.73 0.35 0.19 24.63 1 -18.90 0.17 55 2.373 2.357 0.053

N 925 5 10.04 0.38 0.27 29.84 2 -19.80 0.22 58 2.395 2.382 0.031

N 1365 4 9.94 0.38 0.00 31.30 3 -21.36 0.15 59 2.655 2.648 0.019

N 2090 5 11.52 0.47 0.00 30.41 4 -18.89 0.30 63 2.526 2.503 0.021

N 2403 5 8.38 0.38 0.17 27.51 1 -19.13 0.29 62 2.484 2.415 0.033

N 3031 (M 81) 3 7.34 0.39 0.16 27.80 5 -20.46 0.29 65 2.697 2.667 0.031

N 3351 (M 95) 3 10.24 0.24 0.05 30.01 6 -19.77 0.20 50 2.546 2.538 0.029

N 3368 (M 96) 2 9.85 0.20 0.06 30.32 7 -20.47 0.20 50 2.656 2.649 0.041

N 3621 5 9.40 0.36 0.42 28.95 8 -19.55 0.23 57 2.518 2.509 0.024

N 4321 (M 100) 5 9.88 0.11 0.06 31.04 9 -21.16 0.26 29� 2.733 2.725 0.100

N 4536 4 10.62 0.54 0.00 31.11 10 -20.49 0.16 66 2.546 2.548 0.019

N 4639 3 11.95 0.23 0.06 32.00 11 -20.05 0.26 50 2.626 2.617 0.037

N 5204 7 11.43 0.30 0.00 29.34 12 -17.87 0.28 57 2.146 2.131 0.036

N 5457 (M 101) 5 8.31 0.00 0.00 29.34 12 -21.03 0.18 22� 2.680 2.665 0.100

N 5585 7 10.94 0.26 0.00 29.34 12 -18.36 0.27 52 2.290 2.260 0.055

N 7331 3 9.39 0.61 0.35 30.94 13 -21.57 0.25 75 2.740 2.725 0.014



TA BLE 3

D ata for V irgo C luster G alaxies

N am e sub- H ubble- B
0;i

T
error A

i

R C 3
A

i

R SA
A

0

R C 3
iR C 3 logw logw error

group type m ag m ag m ag m ag � H & R LED A

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

M em bers of\big A " or \B (r = 2:4�)",i> 45�,(\�ducialsam ple")

I3033 A 5 14.62 .21 .27 .44 .03 50 2.276 2.162 0.035

N 4192 A 3 10.03 .27 .76 1.17 .16 83 2.675 2.669 0.023

U 7249 A 5 14.75 .24 .66 .67 .02 72 2.130 2.106 0.067

I3059 A 7 14.51 .20 .17 .39 .02 41 2.187�� 2.160 0.078

I3066 A 5 14.52 .29 1.03 .87 .02 88 2.194�� 2.177 0.073

N 4206 A 5 11.72 .30 1.08 .87 .02 90 2.450 2.451 0.041

N 4212 A 5 11.38 .22 .32 .46 .14 53 2.558 2.512 0.059

N 4216 A 3 10.06 .27 .91 1.31 .02 90 2.732 2.718 0.023

N 4222 A 6 12.58 .33 1.26 .87 .02 90 2.367 2.372 0.048

N 4237 A 5 12.17 .21 .29 .45 .05 51 2.540 2.500 0.068

I3105 A 7 13.99 .25 .70 .73 .04 74 2.068 2.059 0.082

N 4294 A 5 11.87 .24 .63 .65 .03 70 2.362 2.358 0.031

N 4298 A 5 11.58 .22 .38 .50 .08 57 2.500 2.476 0.037

N 4302 A 5 11.31 .31 1.11 .87 .08 90 2.567 2.562 0.032

N 4307 B 4 11.80 .28 .98 .87 .00 90 2.588 2.565 0.032

N 4313 A ,X 2 11.80 .25 .73 1.22 .01 90 2.422 2.404 0.045

N 4316 B 4 12.59 .29 1.03 .87 .00 90 2.500 2.488 0.037

N 4330 A ,X 7 12.10 .28 .97 .87 .02 82 2.464 2.429 0.040

N 4353 B ,X 5 14.05 .21 .30 .46 .00 52 2.352 2.335 0.045

N 4356 B ,X 5 12.95 .29 1.06 .87 .00 90 2.486 2.448 0.041

I3298 A 5 14.43 .27 .92 .82 .01 81 2.299 2.268 0.057

N 4380 B ,X 2 12.34 .21 .32 .78 .00 60 2.524 2.502 0.028

I3311 A ,X 5 13.70 .31 1.12 .87 .06 90 2.260 2.200 0.070

I3322A B ,X 5 12.21 .33 1.33 .87 .00 90 2.442 2.452 0.040

I3322 B ,X 5 13.15 .29 1.03 .87 .00 88 2.338 2.284 0.058

N 4396 A ,X 5 12.22 .26 .80 .75 .04 77 2.279 2.260 0.052

N 4413 A ,X 4 12.60 .21 .28 .45 .11 51 2.316 2.345 0.052

V 952 B ,X 5 16.32 .21 .33 .47 .00 54 1.891�� 1.848 0.086

I3365 A ,X 6 13.81 .23 .50 .58 .03 64 2.155 2.087 0.054

I3371 A ,X 5 13.88 .37 1.54 .87 .02 90 2.186� 2.168 0.075

N 4445 B ,X 3 12.66 .28 1.01 1.33 .00 90 2.356 2.337 0.052

U 7590 B ,X 4 13.36 .25 .76 .74 .00 78 2.241 2.230 0.058

N 4451 B ,X 5 13.00 .21 .29 .45 .00 51 2.498 2.441 0.062

I3392 A ,X 3 12.40 .23 .51 .93 .08 69 2.340 2.306 0.034

I3414 B ,X 5 13.61 .21 .33 .47 .00 54 2.182 2.159 0.023

N 4466 B ,X 5 13.69 .25 .73 .71 .00 75 2.373 2.321 0.041

N 4498 A ,X 5 12.35 .22 .41 .52 .03 59 2.373 2.335 0.023

I 797 A ,X 5 13.22 .21 .24 .42 .09 47 2.292 2.267 0.060

N 4501 A ,X 5 9.85 .22 .41 .52 .10 59 2.793 2.780 0.047

N 4522 B ,X 4 12.15 .26 .84 .78 .00 81 2.377 2.356 0.046

I3517 B ,X 7 15.10 .21 .28 .46 .00 51 2.130 2.102 0.027

V 1605 A ,X 5 15.89 .32 1.26 .87 .00 90 1.900�� 1.866 0.139

N 4595 A ,X 7 12.62 .21 .26 .45 .03 50 2.286 2.259 0.046

N 4607 A ,X 3 12.78 .28 .88 1.29 .09 90 2.365 2.347 0.051

N 4633 A 6 13.14 .23 .57 .62 .04 68 2.338 2.349 0.024

N 4634 A 5 12.25 .27 .87 .79 .04 80 2.444 2.391 0.041

N 4639 A ,X 3 11.95 .21 .23 .66 .06 49 2.626 2.619 0.086

N 4654 A ,X 5 10.67 .22 .36 .49 .07 56 2.571 2.543 0.046

I3742 A 5 13.55 .22 .43 .54 .07 61 2.316 2.270 0.019

H I-truncated galaxies (G uhathakurta et al.1988)

N 4388 A ,X 2 10.85 .27 .79 1.29 .12 90 2.566 2.572 0.031

N 4402 A ,X 3 11.70 .27 .76 1.17 .13 83 2.446 2.440 0.039

N 4438 A ,X 3 10.33 .24 .59 1.01 .10 73 2.606 2.558 0.016

N 4450 A 2 10.71 .20 .16 .60 .03 44 2.534 2.624 0.119

N 4569 A ,X 2 9.75 .22 .42 .89 .09 68 2.591 2.575 0.016

peculiar or interacting galaxies (B inggeliet al.1985)

I3044 A 5 13.58 .24 .57 .61 .09 68 2.190 2.154 0.052

N 45681 A ,X 5 11.13 .23 .54 .60 .01 66 2.589 2.565 0.016



TA BLE 3| Continued

N am e sub- H ubble- B
0;i

T
error A

i

R C 3
A

i

R SA
A

0

R C 3
iR C 3 logw log w error

group type m ag m ag m ag m ag � H & R LED A

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

m em bers ofA ,B w ith 30� < i< 45�

U 7200 A 8 14.13 .20 .12 .18 .05 40 0.000y 0.000 0.000

V 132 A 7 16.37 .20 .17 .39 .02 41 1.677� 1.585 0.147

N 4254 A 5 10.24 .20 .09 .33 .11 30 2.736 2.702 0.260

N 4321 A ,X 4 9.89 .20 .10 .34 .06 32 2.747 2.679 0.232

I3258 A ,X 5 13.40 .20 .09 .33 .08 30 2.310 2.270 0.192

N 4351 A ,X 5 12.76 .21 .26 .43 .01 44 2.236 2.138 0.041

N 4390 A ,X 4 13.18 .20 .10 .34 .00 32 2.352 2.384 0.189

N 4411A B ,X 5 13.38 .20 .03 .30 .00 172 2.405 2.484 0.410

I3476 A ,X 5 12.95 .21 .12 .35 .12 34 2.405 2.355 0.168

I34833 A ,X 3 15.52 .20 .17 .59 .01 42 2.348 2.276 0.097

N 4519 B ,X 5 12.18 .20 .17 .38 .00 40 2.446 2.484 0.142

N 4535 B ,X 5 10.37 .20 .22 .41 .00 44 2.606 2.591 0.107

I3520 A ,X 6 14.68 .21 .24 .42 .08 42 2.190 2.109 0.044

N 4540 A ,X 6 12.23 .20 .16 .38 .05 39 2.318 2.412 0.134

N 4548 A ,X 3 10.75 .20 .14 .56 .07 38 2.663 2.612 0.164

N 4571 A ,X 5 11.69 .20 .08 .32 .06 274 2.548 2.534 0.271

N 4579 A ,X 2 10.21 .21 .12 .56 .15 39 2.787 2.753 0.170

U 7795 B ,X 8 14.54 .20 .14 .19 .00 41 2.064 2.053 0.059

N 4647 A ,X 5 11.75 .20 .15 .37 .04 38 2.505 2.507 0.157

N 4689 A ,X 5 11.41 .20 .14 .36 .05 36 2.580 2.482 0.170

galaxies outside A or B but w ithin X -ray contours:

N 4252 Z,X 5 13.96 .27 .92 .82 .00 81 2.212�� 2.196 0.067

V 297 Z,X 5 14.00 .31 1.22 .87 .00 90 2.239� 2.224 0.066

N 4273 W ,X 5 12.09 .21 .30 .46 .00 52 2.558�� 2.558 0.066

V 415 W ,X 7 14.57 .21 .37 .52 .00 58 2.163�� 2.111 0.036

U 7423 X ,X 7 15.23 .21 .32 .48 .00 54 2.212 2.231 0.022

I3225 W ,X 6 13.79 .24 .71 .70 .00 73 2.353�� 2.333 0.038

I3229 X ,X 5 14.39 .26 .84 .77 .00 78 2.161 2.120 0.077

N 4343 X ,X 3 12.37 .25 .75 1.15 .00 82 2.534 2.535 0.031

I3259 X ,X 5 13.85 .21 .39 .51 .00 58 2.305 2.288 0.015

N 44703 Z,X 5 12.81 .20 .21 .40 .00 44 2.324 2.291 0.080

I 8003 Z,X 5 13.81 .21 .21 .40 .05 44 2.258 2.137 0.058

U 7802 Z,X 5 13.86 .30 1.11 .87 .00 90 2.238 2.216 0.068

N 4591 Z,X 3 13.60 .22 .41 .83 .00 63 2.603 2.538 0.021

N 4651 Y ,X 5 11.09 .21 .27 .44 .03 50 2.718 2.685 0.088

N 4746 Y ,X 3 12.57 .25 .72 1.13 .07 80 2.543 2.535 0.029

galaxies outside A or B and outside X -ray contours

I 755 Y 3 12.79 .31 1.21 1.33 .00 90 2.316 2.304 0.056

U 7016 Y 2 13.60 .26 .81 1.31 .01 90 0.000y 0.000 0.000

N 4064 Y 5 11.60 .24 .60 .63 .02 69 2.318 2.299 0.032

N 4067 Y 3 13.12 .20 .19 .62 .00 45 2.587 2.556 0.107

N 4082 Y 5 14.69 .20 .00 .28 .19 0 0.000y 0.000 0.000

U 7133 Y 7 15.00 .21 .26 .45 .03 50 2.354 2.387 0.059

U 7209 M 3 13.12 .21 .23 .66 .03 49 2.549 2.515 0.078

N 4178 Z 5 11.22 .24 .68 .68 .00 72 2.491 2.454 0.024

N 4180 W 3 12.89 .23 .58 .99 .00 73 2.645 2.625 0.014

N 4189 M 5 12.27 .21 .21 .40 .03 44 2.672 2.586 0.113

N 4193 M 5 12.68 .22 .48 .56 .02 63 2.602 2.576 0.025

N 4197 Z 6 12.29 .30 1.15 .87 .00 90 2.442 2.427 0.043

I3061 M 5 13.13 .31 1.06 .87 .14 90 2.509 2.470 0.038

N 4207 Z 6 13.05 .22 .43 .54 .00 60 2.393 2.346 0.022

I3074 Z 7 13.58 .30 1.15 .87 .00 90 2.371 2.335 0.052

I3099 M 6 13.68 .32 1.21 .87 .04 90 2.398 2.343 0.051

I 776 Z 6 13.98 .21 .32 .47 .00 54 2.350 2.332 0.037

U 7387 W 6 13.59 .36 1.44 .87 .07 90 2.411�� 2.400 0.045

N 4289 W 4 13.05 .36 1.48 .87 .02 90 2.555 2.554 0.032

V 737 W 7 14.44 .24 .59 .66 .03 70 2.215 2.207 0.047

N 4376 Z 6 13.51 .21 .31 .46 .00 53 2.236 2.250 0.031



TA BLE 3| Continued

N am e sub- H ubble- B
0;i

T
error A

i

R C 3
A

i

R SA
A

0

R C 3
iR C 3 logw logw error

group type m ag m ag m ag m ag � H & R LED A

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

U 7522 W 5 13.02 .35 1.42 .87 .03 90 2.495�� 2.486 0.037

N 4405 Z 5 12.70 .21 .29 .45 .03 51 2.674 2.236 0.038

N 4420 W 5 12.38 .22 .48 .56 .00 63 2.344 2.338 0.020

N 4423 Z 7 12.93 .29 1.08 .87 .00 87 2.233 2.232 0.065

U 7579 W 6 14.24 .30 1.09 .87 .00 87 2.377 2.355 0.050

N 4455 Y 5 12.23 .27 .81 .76 .06 77 2.188 2.098 0.079

N 4480 W 3 12.73 .22 .41 .83 .01 63 2.619 2.563 0.023

I3474 W 7 13.61 .33 1.30 .87 .00 90 2.179 2.150 0.077

U 7697 Y 5 13.87 .31 1.09 .87 .12 90 2.326 2.304 0.056

N 4527 W 3 10.79 .23 .57 .98 .02 72 2.606 2.592 0.015

N 4533 W 6 13.48 .30 1.13 .87 .00 90 2.254�� 2.239 0.064

N 4536 W 5 10.63 .23 .52 .59 .00 65 2.566�� 2.548 0.016

N 4544 S 5 13.20 .26 .75 .72 .05 75 2.305 2.314 0.044

N 4713 Y 5 11.89 .21 .30 .46 .00 52 2.356 2.355 0.049

U 8114 Y 5 14.62 .23 .55 .61 .00 67 2.182 2.176 0.047

N 4758 Y 3 12.67 .27 .87 1.27 .01 90 2.297 2.282 0.059

U 8032 Y 5 13.62 .27 .89 .80 .00 80 0.000y 0.000 0.000

I3881 Y 5 12.66 .29 .93 .83 .12 82 2.318 2.310 0.052

N 4808 Y 5 11.78 .23 .57 .61 .00 68 2.467 2.391 0.022

U 8085 Y 3 13.71 .27 .87 1.27 .04 90 2.387 2.364 0.049

N O T E .| 1 interacting pair N 4567/8 (V V 219)
2 N 4411A :Fouqu�e et al.(1990) give i= 30�
3 peculiar galaxy (B inggeliet al.1985)
4 N 4571: Fouqu�e et al.(1990) give i= 30�



TA BLE 4

C omparison of T F parameters and the T F distance to the V irgo cluster for different sets of input
parameters [cf.eq.(1)]

solution slope interceptatlogw = 2:3 dispersion nV irgo (m � M )V irgo error

Virgo calibrators Virgo calibrators m ag m ag

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)

1 �6:969 13.13 �18:37 0.57 0.44 49 31.50 0.09

2 �7:071 13.33 �18:23 0.61 0.48 49 31.57 0.08

3 �7:152 13.13 �18:35 0.60 0.43 67 31.48 0.07

4 �6:551 13.06 �18:94 0.65 0.44 35 32.00 0.11

5 �7:311 13.11 �18:51 0.62 0.39 49 31.63 0.10

6 �7:371 13.34 �18:40 0.65 0.44 49 31.74 0.09

7 �7:454 13.09 �18:51 0.65 0.38 67 31.60 0.08

8 �6:925 13.15 �18:39 0.56 0.43 49 31.54 0.09

m ean over1-7 31.65� 0.17

N O T E.| Param etersforthedi�erentsolutions:

1.M agnitudesand A i,A 0 from RC3,logw from LEDA

2.M agnitudesand from A
i,A 0 from RC3,logw from Huchtm eierand Richter(1989)

3.Like1,butincluding allm em bersofsubclustersA+B with i> 30�

4.Like1,butusing theX-ray sam ple(excluding seven galaxiesin theSW corner)

5.M agnitudesand A 0 from RC3,A i from RSA,logw from LEDA

6.M agnitudesand A 0 from RC3,A i from RSA,logw from Huchtm eierand Richter(1989)

7.Like5,butincluding allm em bersofsubclustersA+B with i> 30�

8.M agnitudesand A i from RC3,A 0 = 0,logw from LEDA



TA BLE 5

A comparison of C epheid and T ully-Fisher distances (Table 4,solution 1)

galaxy vLG (m � M )Cepheid (m � M )TF �(m � M ) subcluster

N4321 1464 31:04� 0:26 31:21� 0:40 �0:17� 0:50 A

N4496A 1) 1568 31:13� 0:10 30:67� 0:40 0:46� 0:44 W

N4536 1646 31:11� 0:05 30:72� 0:40 0:39� 0:43 W

N4639 860 32:00� 0:23 32:53� 0:40 �0:53� 0:49 A

N O T E.| 1) T he m agnitude m ay be disturbed by N 4496B



TA BLE 6

External errors of the V irgo cluster modulus

errorsource error

zeropointoftheCepheid P-L relation 0:m 10

adopted slopeoftheTF relation 0:m 10

preceptsofweighting thedata 0:m 08

weightoftheX-ray sam ple 0:m 10

correction forinternalabsorption 0:m 10

intrinsicdi�erencesbetween calibratorsand Virgo galaxies 0:m 05

inclination di�erence between calibratorsand Virgo galaxies 0:m 05

estim ated totalexternalerror 0:m 23



TA BLE 7

T he values of H 0 calculated for subclusters A and B separately

n v220 (m � M ) r (M pc) H 0

A 34 1164� 67 31:35� 0:1 18:6� 0:9 63� 4

B 15 1111� 76 31:81� 0:1 23:0� 1:6 48� 5


