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ABSTRACT

T he distance of the V irgo cluster is derived in the B band from the 21 an -line

w idth-absolute m agniude relation. The latter is calbrated using 18 spirals w ith
Cepheid distancesm ainly from H ST . T he calbration is applied to a com plete sam plk of
non-peculiar spiralswih 1> 45 and lying w ithin the optical (n=49) or X -ray = 35)
contour of the cluster, resulting in a m ean clusterdistance of n M )% = 31858 (%24
(extemal error) or 2057 2:4 M pc. Them ean distance of subcluster A is 0% 46 (0% 18
an aller than that of subcluster B, but the individual distances of the m embers of
the two substructures show considerable overlap. C luster spiralswith 30 < i< 45
yield aln ost as good distances as m ore Inclined galaxies. H I-truncated galaxies are
overlum inous by (0% 8 at a given line width. The distance m odulus is corrected by

(% 07 for the fact that cluster m em bers have lower H Isurface uxes and are redder
in B I) at a given line w idth than the ( eld) calbrators. D i erent sources of the
B m agniudes and line w idths have little e ect on the resulting distance. D i erent
precepts for the ntemalabsorption correction change the result by no m ore than

(% 17. The Individual distances of the cluster m em bers do not show any dependence
on recession velocity, inclination, Hubbl type or line width. The dependence on
apparent m agniude re ects the considerable depth e ect of the cluster. T he adopted
distance is In good agreem ent w ith Independent distance determm inations of the cluster.

Combining the cluster distance w ith the corrected cluster velocity of 1142 61 km

s! givesHo= 55 7km s! Mpc?! (extemalerror). Ifthe V irgo cluster distance is
inserted into the tight Hubble diagram of clusters out to 11000 km s ! ushg relative
distances to the V irgo cluster one cbtains a globalvalie of Hg= 57 7km s® Mpc?t.

Subict headings: Virgo cluster { distance scale { Hubbl constant { Tully-F isher
relation

1. Introduction

T he correlation of the rotational velocity and the lum inosity of a galaxy was st exploited
by Opik (1921, 1922) in papers well ahead of their tin e. Subsequently G ouguenhein (1969)
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suggested 21 an line w idths to be used as a m easure of the rotational velociy and hence of the
galaxy lum inosiy. The ensuing 21 an -line w idth-absolute m agnitude relation of the form

M = algw + b @)
isnow known as \Tully-Fisher" (TF) relation (Tully & Fisher 1977).

The rst application of the TF m ethod to the V irgo cluster gave a distance m odulus of
fm M )= 3170 008 (Sandage & Tamm ann 1976). T his relatively large value was con m ed by
KraanK orteweg, Cameron & Tamm ann (1988) and, after correction of the distances of the local
callbrators, by Fouque et al. (1990) using a com plete cluster sam pl. Incom plete cluster sam ples,
how ever, have consistently given signi cantly sm aller TF distances @ aronson, Huchra, & M ould
1979, Pierce & Tully 1988). This is now understood as the result of the Teerdkorpi cluster e ect
(T eerdkorpi 1984, 1987, 1990, 1993; Sandage, Tamm ann & Federspiel 1995), which always leads to
too an all distances if an incom plete set of cluster galaxies is used to de ne the slope of the TF
relation (cf.Fig. 13 below) or of any other relation between an ocbservational param eter and the
absolute m agnitude in the presence of intrinsic scatter.

Justi cation for a reexam Ination of the TF distance com es from several facts. (1) The
callbration of the TF relation can now be based on an unprecedended sam plk of spiral galaxies
w ith Cepheid distances m ainly from H ST, and a com plte sam ple of cluster spirals can now
ob Ectively be selected from optical aswell as X —ray surveys (Sects. 2 and 53). (2) The resulting
zero-point of the TF relation is m (Sect.2.1) and the m ean distance of a com plte sam pl of
49 inclined V irgo spirals carries a correspondingly am all system atic and statistical error (Sect. 5).
Largely ndependent data sets and di erent correction procedures allow an assesan ent of the
In uence of varying the Input param eters (Sect. 6). Severaltests (Sect. 7) are used to dem onstrate
the interal consistency of the individual galaxy distances. In Sect. 8 we investigate the di erence
between the calbrators and the V irgo soirals in H I surface brightness and B I) ocolor and its
e ect on the derived distances. T he spatial structure of the V irgo cluster as outlined by the TF
distances is illustrated in Sec. 9. The discussion in Sect. 10 com pares the results w ith external
data. The conclusion w ith respect to H ¢ are presented In Sect. 11.

2. Sam ple Selection
2.1. Calibbrators

D uring the last few years the number of galaxies w ith C epheid distances has been grow ing
signi cantly due to the capabilities of the Hubble Space Telscope. For the st tin e there are
enough galaxies w ith C epheid distances for a reliabl calbration ofthe TF relation. W e use 18
spirals of Hubble types T = 2 to 5 of which 12 have C epheid distances determ ined w ith HST , and
4 have ground-based C epheid distances set out lJater in Tablk 2. Two latetype maembers (T = 7)
of the tight M 101 group NG C 5204 and NG C 5585) w ithout individual C epheid distance were
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added to extend the range of Hubbl types of the sam pl. T hese two galaxies were assigned the
H ST -C epheid distance of M 101. W e consider the M 81 and the Sculptor group to be too soread
in distance and do not include m em bers of these groups w ithout individual C epheid distances.
NG C 44967 , which has a Cepheid distance (Saha et al. 1996a), is not used because is total

m agniude is disturbed by NG C 4496B .

T he zeropoint of the P-L relation ofM adore & Freedm an (1991) which we have used rests on
the assum ption that the true distance m odulus of LM C is (m M )9 = 189 50. E keven distance
detemm inations based on geom etrical, physical and astronom ical zeropoints give consistently
m M )%= 1856 (003 shown in Tabk 1. Ifthisvalue is taken at face value, the derived V irgo
cluster m odulus would Increase by 08 06 0% 03, and H g would be decreased by 3% from the
value we derive in Sect. 11. In addition, the m a prity of the C epheid distances of the calbrators
In Tablk 2 are taken from the original literature, i.e. they are not corrected for the long-exposure
e ect ofthe W FPC2 (Saha et al. 1996b; Hillet al. 1997). Thise ect would increase the C epheid
distances of several galaxies by another 0% 05 and decrease H ¢ by ancther 2% . On the other
hand Tanvir (1997) has pointed out a slight inconsistency of the I m agnitudes used by M adore &
Freedm an (1991) a ecting the C epheid distances determ ined from V and I m agniudesw ith HST .
He proposes H o to be largerby 5% for thise ect; sihoe 13 out 0of 18 calbrators In Table 2 depend
on V and I data from HST this causes a 34% increase of the adopted value of H y In Sect. 11.
T his should approxin ately be balanced by a som ewhat higher LM C m odulus in Tabk 1 and the
longexposure e ect. In addition there is at least the suspicion that HST photom etry in crow ded

elds gives too bright m agniudes (Sodem ann & Thom son 1997); for the relevant C epheids the
e ect is estin ated to be 0% 05 which Jeads to a corresponding underestin ate of the distances
(Saha & Labhardt 1997).

In a preprint C S.K ochanek (1997) has calculated C epheid distances of 15 galaxies relative to
LM C khgai assumed tobeat m M )° = 18%50] by combining all available m ulticolor C epheid
data and assum ing that they are strictly on a hom ogeneous photom etric system and have equal
welght. A ctually, themean V and I m agnitudes from H ST, for Instance, have grossly di erent
errors, because the form er are based on a su cient num ber of observations, but the Jatter only on
a barem Inim um . M oreover, the I m agnitudes are m easured against stronger background e ects.
If a period-lum inosity-color PLC) relation is used, as the author proposes, the necessarily large
errors In (Vv I) or any other color are m ultiplied by the coe cient of the color term of roughly
25 (depending on wavelength). A yet m ore findam ental ob fction against the sin ple ansatz ofa
PLC relation has since been raised by Saio & Gautschy (1997) who nd a strong variation of the
slope of the constantperiod lines depending on the period. K ochanek o ers four di erent m odel
solutions for the distance m oduli, none of which is fully selfconsistent. H is solutions m ake the
calbration In eq. (3) 0% 14 fainter on average. Yet we see no m erit in these solutions.

Tt rem ains the question of the m etallicity dependence of the C epheid distances. Im portant
e ects have been proposed (eg. Sasselov et al. 1997; Beaulieu & Sasselov 1996; Sekiguchi &
Fukugita 1997). O n the other hand M adore & Freedm an (1991) and Bohm -V tense (1997) have
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given observational evidence against a m etallicity dependence. T he m ost direct observational
evidence com es from the m etalrich G alactic and the m etalde cient LM C C epheids; the form er
as calbrators yield an LM C Cepheid distance in agreem ent w ith evidence that is Independent of
Cepheids (Tablk 1). Also D iBenedetto (1997) has derived C epheid distances lncluding the m etal
poor SM C, and has obtained fully consistent resuls independent of wavelength. T he question
com es now to rest w ith fiilly theoretical treatm ents of stellar evolution coupled w ith pulsational
theory Indicating that the dependence 0ofM o1 on logP is surprisingly insensitive to m etallicity
(Stothers 1988; Chiosi, W ood, & Capitanio 1993; Sandage 1996¢; Saio & G autschy 1997). A llow ing
for the m etal dependence of the bolom etric correction introduces at a given logP a variation of
My and of < (%1 over the relevant m etallicity range.

T he slope of the P-L, relation of LM C is quite well determ ined in di erent wavelengths
M adore & Freedm an 1991). Any rem aining uncertainties of the slope have a m nute e ect on the
derived distances. T he period range of the C epheids used for the calbrators in Tabl 2 issu cient
tom inin ize selection e ects (Sandage 1988); n any case they can only lead to an underestin ation
of the distances.

For these reasons it appears that any system atic errors of the C epheid distances of the
calbrators in Tablk 2 are below 0% 10.

22. Virgo spiral galaxies

The Virgo C luster C atalogue (VCC; Binggeli, Sandage, & Tamm ann 1985) is the m ain
base from which we selected the di erent sam ples of V irgo spirals. T he present investigation
is restricted to Hubble types 2 to 8 (Sab to Sdm ), because none of the calbrators is of type 1
(Sa), and because Iatetype galaxies (type 9 and 10) have exceptionally uncertain inclinations i.
The VCC ocontains 151 spirals of types 2 to 8 with vy < 2600 km s 1. 0 fthese 98 (123) have
i> 45 (30 ), generally considered to be a necessary condition to con ne the inclination corrections
of the observed line width. Binggeli, Popescu, & Tamm ann (1993) assigned m em berships in
subgroups to m any of the VCC galaxies. 34 \nom al" spirals wih 1> 45 in the notation of
Binggeli et al. (1993) belong to subgroup \big A" around M 87, 15 are m em bers of subgroup
\B (r= 24 )", ie.they Iiewihin 24 ofM 49. The corregoonding num bers for galaxies w ith
i> 30 are 48 and 19, respectively. For these galaxies photom etric aswellas H I data are available
from di erent sources. W e de ne these 34 \lnner" spirals of A and the 15 \Inner" spirals of B
with i> 45 asour\ ducial samplk". The quali cation \nom al" is to m ean that they are not
classi ed as \peculiar" B inggeliet al. 1985) and that they are not H Itruncated (G uhathakurta
et al. 1988). The \ ducial sam pk" is ddenti ed in Tabl 3. The 5 H I®truncated and the 2 (5)
peculiar spiralswith 1> 45 (30 ) are listed next n Table 3. A Iso listed are the 15 spirals which
fallw ithin the X +ay contours of the cluster but outside of A and B . A 1l spirals of the \ ducial
sam ple" are considered to be m em bers of the V irgo cluster. T his assignm ent w illbe tested below .
Finally, Tabl 3 contains 41 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 other V irgo sam ples Fouque et
al. 1990; K raan-K orteweg et al. 1988; P ierce and Tully 1988). T he progcted positions of all the
103 non-peculiar spiralswih i> 45 isshown in Fig. 1.

3. O DbservationalD ata
3.1. Calibbrators

T he ocbservational param eters of the calbrators and their sources are given In Tablk 2. The
colum ns have the follow Ing m eaning:

1. name In the NGC catalogue

2. Hubbl type as given by the RSA (Sandage & Tamm ann 1987) in the nom enclature of the
RC3 (deVaucoulkurs et al. 1991)

3. total apparent B m agnitude corrected for intemal and G alactic absorption as listed in the
RC3 ased on them aps of Burstein & Heiles (1984)]

4. correction for intemal absorption calculated from the Hubbl type [coluimn (2)] and logR 25
follow ng the RC 3 scham e

5. correction for G alactic absorption as listed n the RC3
6. adopted true distance m odulus
7. source for (6):

1 M adore & Freedm an (1991)
y Bohm -V itense (1997) gives a Cepheid m odulus of m M v 31 = 2467 if
m M )wmc = 18:50

Siberm ann et al. (1996a)
Siberm ann et al. (1996b)
Sakaiet al. (1996)
Freedm an & M adore (1994)
G raham et al. (1996)
Tanvir et al. (1995)

M acriet al. (1996)

O© 00 J o b W N

Ferrarese et al. (1996)
Saha et al. (1996b)

=
(@]
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11 Sandage et al. (1996)
12 Kelson (1996)
13 Hughes (1996)

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

. adopted error in the absolute m agnitude [com bined from the respective errors of the distance

m odulus as listed in the original source, an assum ed error of % 1 in the photom etry and and
assum ed errorofO:Z(Ai+ A9%]

inclination calculated from logR 55 as listed in the RC 3 follow ing Fouque et al. (1990);
adopted inclnations are 1= 29 forN 4321 mean from Gros 11985, W am els 1988,
Arsenault et al. 1988, Pierce 1994) and i= 22 forN 5457 (mean from Rogstad & Shostak

1972, Comte, M onnet, & Rosado 1979, Bosna, Goss, & A llen 1981, P jerce 1994)

log H I line w idth read at the 20% level, corrected for inclination and turbulent m otions and
m otions In z-direction (in m ost cases copied from Huchtm eier & R ichter 1988, 1989)

log H I linew idth read at the 20% level, corrected for inclination and turbulent m otions and
m otions in z-direction, calculated from wyp given by LEDA . Inclinations for the edge-on
corrections were taken from colimn (9) and the correction for turbulent m otion and the
m otion In z-direction was calculated follow ing Huchtm eder & R ichter (1989).

uncertainty n log H I linew idth com posed of the assum ed uncertainties of the m easured
lnew idth w,o and the inclination of colimn (10), ie.10 km s 1 and 5 , respectively.

32. Virgo spiral galaxies

T he data for the V irgo sam ple galaxies are listed in Tabl 3. T he colum ns have the follow ing

m eaning:

. Nam e as listed In one of the follow Ing catalogs: NGC N ), IC (I),UGC @U),VCC (V),ZW G

@)

. Virgo subgroup m em bership as assigned by Binggeliet al. (1993); Y m eans that the galaxy

doesnot lie In VCC eld but is included in the sam ples of other authors; spirals w ith code
Z are not assigned a subgroup m embership; X m eans m ember of the X vay sam pk (the
pro gcted position is w ithin the de ning X —ray isophote; cf. Sect. 5.3)

. Hubbl type as listed in the VCC on the schem e ofthe RC3

. total apparent Bt m agnitude from RC 3, corrected for intemal and G alactic absorption as

given In colum ns (6) and (8)
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5. uncertainty In B g"i com posed of the assum ed errors of the photom etry and of the intemal
and G alactic absorption corrections, L e. ® 1 and 02 @+ + AY), respectively; oor the t of
the TF relation we assum e In addition an uncertainty of 0% 2 to m ake som e allow ance for the
depth e ect of the cluster.

6. correction for intemal absorption calculated for the Hubblk type listed n coimn 3) and
IogR 55 asgiven in the RC 3 follow ng the RC 3 schem e

7. correction for intemal absorption as given In the RSA

8. A? correction for G alactic absorption as given in the RC 3 based on the m aps of Burstein &
Heiles (1984)]

9. inclination calculated from logR ;5 as listed In the RC 3 follow Ing the recipe of Fouque et
al. (1990)

10. Iog H I line width read at the 20% level, corrected for inclination and turbulent m otions and
m otions in z-direction, taken from Huchtm eier and R ichter (1989). An asterisk denotes the
cases where Iogw had to be calculated from wjg listed in the RC 3. Two asterisks Indicate
those cases where Iogw was com puted from wyg given by Ho m an et al. (1987, 1989). Cases
forwhich no H I data were availabl are m arked w ith a dagger.

11. Iog H I Iline w idth read at the 20% Jlevel, corrected for inclination and turbulent m otions
and m otions In z-direction, calculated from w,g given by LEDA . Inclinations were taken
from colimn (9) and the correction for turbulent m otion and the m otion in z-direction was
calculated ollow ing Hucdhtm eder & R icher (1989).

12. uncertainty In log H T Inew idth com posed of the assum ed uncertainties of the m easured
linew idth w,¢ and the inclination of column (9), ie.10 km s 1 and 5 , respectively.

4. The calbrated Tully-F isher relation

A st solution ofthe calbration ofthe Tully-F isher relation was ocbtained by tting a straight
line to the absolute m agnitudes (@s the dependent variabl) and line w idths (as the lndependent
variabl) of the calbbrators listed In Tablk 2, colum ns (8) and (12). Each calbrator was weighted
w ith its estin ated error of M 5 (column 9 of Tablk 2). The result of this firee t is:

Mp= ( 632 008) lgw (405 0:19) y = 0%43: @)

A second solution is presented taking the errors in m agnitude and line w idth into account. This is
achieved by dropping slanted lines w ith slope = y onto a regression line and dem anding a least
squares m inin alization (cf. Seares 1944). For thisthe BCES (B ivariate C orrelated m easuram ent
E rrors and intrinsic Scatter) algorithm of A kritas, Bershady & Bird (1996) isused. T he adopted
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errors on both axes are taken from colimns (9) and (13) of Tabl 2 and from colum ns (5) and
(12) In Tabl 3. Since the slope of the TF relation is determ ined m uch better by including the
49 m em bers of the \ ducialV irgo sam plk" described in Sect. 22 we com bine the sam ple of the
callbbrators w ith the V irgo sam pl assum ing di erent distance m oduli and search for that solution

which gives a m ininum value of the m erit finction 2.

W e obtain the Hllow Ing relation which is illustrated n Fig. 2:
Mg = ( 697 0:02)ogw @235 005): 3)

T he slope of eq. (3) is som ew hat steeper than the slope ofeq. (2), a consequence of now incliding
the errors n logw .

W e adopt eq. (3) as our reference and discuss the in uence of di erent input param eters in
Sect. 6. The e ect of the rem aining uncertainty of the slope is discussed in Sect. 10.

It is of som e theoretical interest to determm ne the intrinsic scatter of the TF relation. Taking
the observed m agnitude scatter about eq. 3) of y = (%44 from the calbrator sam ple and
subtracting the typical error in M of the calibbrators, ie. % 25, and the error introduced by the
m ean adopted errors in line w idth, which translate to y () = 0% 28, gives an intrinsic scatter of

v = 0% 23. In the presence of unavoidable errors of the nput param eters this value is, of course,
m eaningless for practical applications.

5. The V irgo cluster distance

In this section the TF distances to di erent V irgo sam ples are discussed.

5.1. A rst approxim ation

The direct TF relation allow ng only for errors In m agniude [Tabl 3, colim ns (4) and (5)]
gives for the \ ducialsam pk" de ned in Sect.22

mg = ( 660 0:03)ogw + (28:31 0:06) v = 0%57: @)

and combined with eq. (2) gives a distancemodulusof m M ) = 31" 62 (% 08. W e prefer,
how ever, the solution which takes into acoount the errors In m agnitude and line w idth. In this
casea 2 method (cf. Sect. 4) gives

fm M )= 31T50 0O%09: ©)

T he data were weighted w ith their ndividual errors In m agniude and line w idth. This value is
further discussed in Sects. 6.5 and 8. The nally adopted value and is error are given in Sect. 10.
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Ifthe spirals in F'ig. 3 are subdivided into subclustersA and B a signi cant distance di erence
of m M )= 0"46 (%18 emerges (cf. Schroder 1996). This raises several problem s. The
distance di erence is an all enough and the distance overlbp between individual galaxies so
pronounced (cf.Figs.11 and 12 below ) that the two subgroupsm ust be gravitationally bound as is
also shown by their comm on X ray contour (cf.F ig. 4 below ). M oreover, the distance di erence is
not con m ed by other relative distance indicators. D data Faberet al. 1989) for 11 galaxies
In A in B suggest A to bem ore distant than B by 0% 05 (% 36; two blue SNeIa and one in B give

fm M)=+0"55 (0" 3 again In the sense of A being m ore distant. T he apparent m agnitude
OofNGC 4472 M 49), the brightest galaxy in B, is already brighter than that ofNGC 4486 M 87)
In subgroup A which has all the properties expected of a brightest clister galaxy; ifB is assum ed
to be m ore distant than A the absolute m agniude of NG C 4472 becom es excessively bright as
com pared to NG C 4486. N ot attem pting here to understand the com plex spatial structure of the
cluster, we m ust adopt for practical reasons a m ean distance of the spirals in subgroup A and B
because all previous workers In the eld have done so. In particular, the Hubbl diagram w ith
cluster distances relative to the V irgo cluster F ig. 14 below ) is based on the entire V irgo sam ple.

The \ ducial sam plke" contains only galaxies w ith inclinations > 45 to avoid possbly large
errors In the calculation of true line w idths from the observed line w idths. If an inclination lim it
ofi> 30 isadm itted instead of i> 45 , the sam ple is ncreased from 49 to 67 \nom al" m em bers
In subgroups A and B . This increased sam ple gives Instead of eqg. (5)

fm M )= 31"48 (%07: (6)

The TF slope ofthe combined sam ples (Virgo > 30 ]and calbrators) is 7:15. The e ect ofthe
Jess inclined galaxies on the distance m odulus is surprisingly am all.

T he V irgo cluster m odulus is fiurther discussed in the llow Ing subsections and in Sect. 6.

52. The in uence of H I-truncated and peculiar galaxies on the TF distance

There are ve galaxies in subgroup A which have an unusually sn allH Idisk (G uhathakurta
et al. 1988). T hese galaxies were excluded from the \ ducialsam plk". If the H Istripped ob fcts
listed In Tabl 3 were Included into the calculation of the TF distance of the ducialsam ple one
wouldcbtain m M )= 31%43 (% 09. To show thee ect even m ore drastically: them ean distance
of the H Istripped galaxies alone w ith the calbration ofeq. 3) is m M )= 30981 (%24.
Figure 3 show s that the H T<truncated galaxies are (% 8 too lum lnous for their Iine w idth. W e
conclude that it is not approprate to use H T-truncated galaxies n the TF relation. D istances to
sam ples w ith H T truncated galaxies are underestim ated.

T he sam e conclusion holds for the two galaxies of the ducial sam ple which are classi ed as
peculiar or interacting from theirm orphologicalappearance. W thamean m M )= 31014 (%21
they also tend to give too amn all distances. T hey were therefore exclided from our analysis.
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5.3. The distance of the V irgo X —ray sam ple

The di use X ray am ission of the hot gas in the V irgo cluster has been m easured by RO SAT
B ohringer et al. 1994). W e use the X -ray boundary, ie. the isophote with 0.444 counts s !
aran in ' as an independent m ean to de ne the cluster population F ig. 4). T here are 42 galaxies
wih i> 45 within the de ning X -ray contours (H Itruncated and peculiar ob fcts om itted). T he
fact that the south-east side of the X ray contour is disturbed by the G alactic N orth Polar Spur
has only negligible e ect on the sam plk selection.

Combining both the calbrator and the X +ay sam ples and taking errors both in m agnitudes
and logw Into acoount gives a TF slope of 655, which is slightly but insigni cantly shallower
than that found in eg. (3). The distance m odulus of the X -ray sam ple corresponding to this
solution is

m M)=32T05 O0%11; ¢ v, = 0%70: (7)

T he distance is (% 55 larger than the distance of the optically selected \ ducial sam plk". The
di erence is partly due to the seven galaxies in the X ray sam ple which are assigned to theW and
W ’ cloud (lying In or near the lower right \peninsula" of the de ning X <ay isophote n Fig. 4).
T he Jatter have a m ean recession velocity of vi,g = 1645 km s ! and give a TF distance m odulus
of m M )= 3258 (%20.TheXray sam pl w ithout these seven galaxies yields

fmn M )=3200 011 g y, = 0Y68: @®)

Even after exclusion of the seven galaxies the distance m odulus is relatively high. T he reason
is the shallower slope of the TF relation of the X ray sam ple as com pared to the ducilsample.
Shallow er slopes always tend to increase the distance.

5.4. The distances ofV irgo galaxies outside the \ ducial sam ple" and outside the
X —ray sam ple

If the adopted TF relation (eq. 3) is applied to the 38 galaxies of Tabl 3 which are not
m em bers of the ducial sam ple or the X +ray sam ple, one ocbtains a large m ean distance m odulus
of m M )= 3I%"85with a lJarge dispersion of ¢ y, = 1% 05. Indeed, Binggeli et al. (1993)
assigned som e of these outlyingmembersto theM ,W ,W ' or S clouds, which appear to be in the
background form orphological and other reasons.

The individual TF distances of the outlying galaxies are plotted versus recession velocity in
Fig. 5. The qualitative di erence to Fig. 6 below is cbvious. Som e nearby and several distant
galaxies are probably not cluster m em bers. They seem to partake in the (nearly) free expansion

eld.
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6. The in uence of di erent data sources on the TF distance of the V irgo cluster

The In uence of di erent input param eters on the distance of the V irgo cluster is now
nvestigated.

6.1. U sing alternative B m agnitudes

T he distance of the V irgo cluster does not change when m agnitudes from di erent sources are
used. Replacing the Bt m agniudes in Tablk 3, colum n 4 by those of Schroder (1996), but keeping
the RC 3 corrections, ncreases the distance m odulus by only 0% 04. U sing instead the m agnitudes
of of Yasuda, Fukugia, & Okamura (YFO 1997), again w ith the RC 3 corrections, gives a very
sin ilarmodulusof m M )= 31" 49 forthe ducialsampl.

6.2. Using an alternative set of line w idths

Huchtm eler & Richter (1988, 1989) have published H I data for nearby galaxies and galaxies
in the V irgo cluster. T heir line w idths can be usaed as an altemative data set to the w,¢ data of
the Lyon Extragalactic D ata Base (LEDA ). The two sets of wyg line w idths usually are in good
agreem ent, although there is an average system atic o set of + 6 km s !, the Huchtm efer & R ichter
values being larger. U sing the fully reduced Hucdhtm eler & R ichter data for the calbrators aswell
as for the V irgo spirals gives the sam e distance w ithin 0% 09 as eq. (5). H owever, the dispersion
of the TF relations for both the calbrators and the V irgo galaxies is slightly enlarged (Tablk 4,
solution 2).

6.3. U sing an alternative schem e for internal absorption

So far the corrections for intemal absorption were taken from the RC 3. A lemative precepts
to determm ine the intemalabsorption corrections are given in the RSA (Sandage & Tamm ann
1987). Them ain di erence is that the RC 3 corrects the m agnitudes to face-on orientation, whilke
the R SA allow s for the total ntemalabsorption. In addition the R SA corrections have a som ew hat
stronger dependence on Hubbl type. As seen from Tablk 4 for solutions 5 and 6, the intemal
absorption corrections of the RSA lead to a slightly steeper slope ofthe TF relation and to an
nsigni cantly larger scatter. A Iso the Virgo modulus is 0% 17 larger. H owever, the individual
TF distances are equally consistent as those w ith the RC 3 correction, i.e. they do not correlate
signi cantly w ith Hubbl type, lnew idth, nor inclination (cf. Sect. 7). The m odulus di erence
between subclisters A and B rem ains at OF 46.

It has often been proposed to use infrared m agnitudes for the TF relation to circum vent the
relatively large intrinsicabsorption corrections In B . However, the absorption in the I-band is



{121

stillm uch larger than a 1= —-law would suggest (Schroder 1996; G iovanelli et al. 1994). M oreover,
the m odest advantage of the am aller absorption is o set by the stesper slope of the I-band TF
relation (for a discussion cf. Schroder 1996).

6.4. Corrections for G alactic absorption

Since the G alactic latitude of the V irgo cluster is 60 < b < 80 the In uence of G alactic
absorption is sn all or negligble. M aps of the H I colum n density indicate that the G alactic
absorption is not zero for allV irgo cluster galaxies but varies between (0% 00 and 0% 16 Burstein
& Heiles, 1984). T hese corrections, as listed In the RC 3 and whose m ean value is only 0% 05, have
been applied to allgalxies in Tablk 2 and 3.

If, nstead, one assumes A° = 0 or the V irgo galaxies, the slope of the TF relation is not
changed w ithin the error lim its; the digpersion becom es insigni cantly an aller (Table 4, solution
8).

6.5. The e ect ofdi erent input param eters

The solutions 18 In Tablk 4 (column 8) give an overview how the V irgo clister m odulus
varies as di erent sources of the m agniudes, line w idths, and intermal absorptions are used. A Iso
shown is the e ect of Increasing the sam pk of spiralswith 1> 45 by thosswih 30 < i< 45
and by replacing the optically selected ducial sam ple by the m em bers w ithin the X ray contour.
Finally in solution 8 the sm alle ect of assum ing zero G alactic absorption for the cluster m em bers
is shown.

T he resulting V irgo cluster m oduli in colum n 8 gpan a range of 31" 48 to 32% 00. T here is no
ob ective way to discrim inate between the di erent solutions. W e therefore take a straight m ean
over the solutions 1-7 and cbtain

(0 M )yimgo= 31865 O%07: )

7. Testing the internal consistency of the resuls

Several tests are performm ed to check the Intemal consistency of the derived TF distances.
W ithout loss of generality we consider here only the TF distances of solution 1 in Tabl 4.

The individual distance m oduli are shown in Fig. 6 as a function of redshift. There is no
signi cant correlation between the TF distance and the recession velocity. From Fig. 6 one could
argue that the ve galaxiesw ith redshifts larger than the gap at vig 1700 km s ! do not belong
to the cluster. H owever, the gap isa uke of an all sam ple statistics, because it does not appear in
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the velocity distribution of allV irgo m em bers B inggeli et al. 1993). M oreover the high-velocity
galaxies have closely the sasmemean TF distance as the rest of the ducial sam ple. There is no
ob Ective argum ent to exclude any galaxy in Fig. 6 from clusterm em bership. The only statistically
signi cant e ect is the dichotom y between subclusters A and B as discussed in Sect.5.1.

Figure 7 show s the ndividual TF distances plotted against inclination. Any system atic error
ofthe Inclinations a ectsboth the corrected line w idths and the corrections for intemal absorption
and transhtes into a dependency of the TF distances on Inclination. However, no such trend
exists, not even for the spiralswith 30 < i< 45 .

Sin ilarily we do not nd a dependence of the TF distances on the Hubbl type Fig. 8).
This would have been the case if the corrections for Intemal absorptions, which are a function of
the Hubblk type, were system atically w rong or if the TF relation was signi cantly di erent for
di erent Hubble types. (T he question whether TF distances depend on Hubblk type is largely
detem ined by the intemalabsorption correction used.)

A s a next test we show a plot of the individual TF distances as a function of line w idth
Fig. 9). The obtained distances do not depend on the line w idth which must be the case if the
slope ofthe TF relation has been determ ined correctly.

In Fig. 10 there is a trend of galaxies becom ing fainter w ith increasing TF distances. T his can
m ost naturally be explained by the cluster depth e ect. If the galaxies are random ly distributed
in the cluster as to absolute m agnitude M g, then the nearer galaxies m ust be apparently brighter.
A least square tthrough thedatagives m M )= (012 006)m g + 29%95. This in plies that
the cluster has an e ective depth of 0% 4 as outlined by the spirals of the vem agnitude interval
10" <mpg < 15™.

T he eight galaxies fainter than 14™ , which all seem to lie on the far side of groups A and B
respectively, do not show an unusualbehaviour in the correlation of the param eters in F igs. 6-9.
Two of the eight galaxies, ie. NG C 4353 and IC 3298, have particulary lJarge TF distance m oduli
ofm M) 3296. In spite of this NG C 4353 m ust be assigned to the cluster w ith a recession
velocity of only vig = 982 km s ! . It is therefore arbitrary to exclude any galaxy of the ducil
sam ple from cluster m em bership only on the basis of its Jarge TF distance. T herefore, there is
also no rational reason to exclude IC 3298 (i, = 2355 km s 1) from the cluster.

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

TheV irgo cluster distance depends on the assum ption that eld and cluster galaxies obey the
sam e TF relation. This assum ption can now be tested w ith the com plete UBVR I photom etry of
Schroder (1996). It tums out that the cluster galaxies are redder n B I) (corrected for mtemal
and G alactic reddening) at a given line w idth than the 18 calbrators which are predom lnantly eld
galaxies. Thism eans that the TF relation cannot be the sam e for the two sets of galaxies In all
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wavelengths. T he cluster galaxies are also m ore H Ide cient than the calbrators. T he hydrogen
de ciency D y 1 isherede ned ollow ng YFO (1997), whereby the color residuals B I) at xed
Iine width correlate wellw ith D y 1. T he dependency of the ndividual TF distanceson @B 1)
and Dy 1 are shown by Schroder & Tamm ann (1996) for ve di erent passbands. Tamm ann

& Federspiel (1997) have argued that the best V irgo distance is obtained by averaging over all
color and D g r—corrected UBVR Im oduli. The resul is that the straight TF modulus In B is
0% 07 (0% 02 larger than the m ean of all corrected m oduli. W e apply this correction to eg. (9) to
obtain the nally adopted V irgo m odulus of

(M )gyg, = 3158 0207 10)

w here the error is taken from eg. (9).

It may be noted in passing that the TF m odulus in V seam s last sensitive to the cluster
e ect and that the uncorrected TF modulus in I is 0® 09 too an all (Schroder & Tamm ann 1996).

9. The three-dim ensional structure of the V irgo cluster from TF data

Individual Tully-F isher distances are reliable enough that they can be used to cautiously
explore the three-din ensional structure of the V irgo cluster. Figure 11 show s a visualisation of
the gpatial distribution of the m em bers of subgroups A and B as well as of the calbrators that
belong to the V irgo cluster. A 1l distances given in this section are based on Tabl 4, solution 1.
T he x-y plane is perpendicular to the lineofsight from the Sun toM 87, ie. it is a tangent plane
to the celestial sphere. T he spherical coordinates were transform ed Into linear coordinates at
the distance of the individual galaxies. Since the distance m oduli cbtained from the TF relation
are a logarithm ic m easure, the z axis is logarithm ic (log distance n M pc). A typical error of an
ndividual distance of the order of the scatter of the TF relation [P 6in (m M )] corresponds to
an uncertainty of 0.1 In z on the line of sight to M 87.

T he calbrators am ong the V irgo galaxies and NGC 4496A are shown as crosses at their
respective C epheid distance. Three of them ©N 4321, N 4496A , and N 4536) are am ong the dozen
closest V irgo galaxies, whereas N 4639 is on the far side of subcluster A . T hese four galaxies w ith
known Cepheids provide a check on the accuracy of about (% 45 of the ndividual TF distances
(cf. Tabk 5).

From the apparent angular size and the depths calculated from the TF distances (deconvolved
w ith the Intrinsic dispersion of about (% 40 ofthe TF relation) we derive a linear diam eter+to-depth
ratio for subcluster A ofabout 11 5.

Figure 12 em phasizes that subcluster B on average lies at a greater distance than subclister
A (%46 (%18 in the distancem odulus). B appears rather elongated in depth although it is quite
com pact in the projction on the celstial sphere. T he diam eterto-depth ratio for B is about 1:5.
T he ratiosm ay be som ew hat an aller if we have underestin ated the distance errors.
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10. D iscussion

T he error of the adopted TF m odulus ofthe V irgo cluster in eq. (10) re ects only the random
error. System atic error sources are listed In Tabl 6.

Ream arksto Tabl 6 are as follow s. T he zeropoint error of the P -1, relation has been discussed
In Sect. 21. Forcing extrem e slopes of 750 and 6:50 on the TF relation of the ducial
sam ple and the calbrating galaxies changes the distance m odulusby 0% 10. D i erent precepts
of weighting the data of the calbrators and V irgo gpirals can in uence the m odulus by 0% 08.
G ving higher weight to the X ray sam pl or om iting it altogether could change the adopted
distance m odulus by (% 1 at m ost. Taking the lnput B m agnitudes and/or line w idths w from
di erent sources has essentially no e ect on the V irgo distance (Sects. 6.1.and 62.); but di erent
precepts of the ntemalabsorption correction a ect them odulusby 0% 10 (Tablk 4, solutions 13
versus 5-7). D i erent properties of the calbrators and the cluster galaxies have been acocounted
for by excluding the truncated cluster galaxies and by applying a m ean correction for di erences
in @B I) and Dy 1 (Sect. 8); the ram aining m axin um error is estin ated to be 0% 05. The
calbrators are system atically less inclined (ii = 55 ) than the cluster galxies (ii = 72 ).
C onsequently the m ean RC 3 correction for ntemal absorption isA'i= 07 34 for the form er and
Mmii= Of 66 for the hatter. Yet the two sam ples becom e m ore sin ilar if the ducial sample is
Increased by the cluster galaxieswih 30 < i< 45 . In that case the cluster sam ple has hii = 62
and A 1= 0% 45 w tthout changing the cluster m odulus by m ore than OF 03 (Tablk 4, solutions 3
and 7). M oreover the individual TF distances are ndependent of inclnation Fig.7), which would
not be the case if the intemal absorption corrections were inadequate. T he conclusion is that the
Intemal absorption corrections introduce a system atic error of not m ore than 0% 05.

Summ ing the errors In quadrature in Tabl 6 gives an extemal error of (% 23. A dding this
In quadrature to the ntemalerror n eq. (10) gives the naldistance m odulus of the V irgo cluster
@A and B) to be
(M )Yy = 31%58 0%24 (extemalerror) (11)

Or Yy irgo = 2057 24 Mpc.

T he decisive elem ent of the present distance determ ination of the V irgo cluster is that a
com plete sam ple has been used. It is fortunate that low —-lum inosity soirals do not exist, and that
the Virgo C luster Catalog (VCC ; Binggeliet al. 1985) goes m uch fainter than the faintest spirals.
T he faintest galaxies in that catalog are of m orphological types In and dE, well ainter than the
absolute m agnitude Iim it of the TF calbrators of Tabl 2 and Fig. 2. The sam pl studied here is
therefore indeed com plete for spirals. The in portance of com pleteness is illustrated in Fig. 13,
where the ducial sam pl is cut by di erent m agnitude cuto s. The brighter the cuto is the
an aller is the distance m odulus even for com plete ux-lim ited sam ples (cf. Teerkorpi 1987).

G ovanelli et al. (1997a, b) have given TF data for nclined spirals in 24 clusters. T here are
23 galaxies per cluster on average which reach 3% 8 into the um inosity fiinction on average.
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Thiswould be barely su cient to derive an unbiased distance from a com plkte sam ple Eig. 13).
H ow ever, the cluster sam ples are adm ittably incom plete at all levels but particularly at the ainter
m agniudes. T he authors derive excellent relative cluster distances as seen in Fig. 14 below , due
to a very carefuilm odelling of the cluster incom pleteness. T hey have also attem pted to obtain an
absolute calbration by tting the cluster data to the localdistance-lim ited calbrators and suggest
Ho= 69 5 (Giovanelliet al. 1997c). C kearly this latter step ismudch m ore sensitive to the bias
m odel than the relative distances. If the authors had used the V irgo cluster distance of eq. (11)
they would have obtained from their cluster data Hy = 57 asbelow In eg. (15). V ice versa their
valie of Hg = 69 would require fn = M )y yrgo = 31% 17 which we deam to to be highly in probable.

In a recent application of the TF m ethod to the V irgo cluster YFO (1997) have analyzed
a less restrictive sam pl of 108 inclined V irgo spirals and irregulars. T heir m ean distance is

m M )= 31%"81 with a Jarge scatter of (, y, = 0% 93. Restricting the sam ple to the 63
galxieswith > 105 { which roughly corresponds to subclusterA { yields m M )= 318 62
wih ¢ m) = 1" 00. These m oduliare som ewhat larger than those of the ducial sam ple and

subcluster A, resgpectively, from above. T he scatter of the latter solutions is signi cantly less.

M oreover Y FO did not correct the line w idths for turbulence, resuting in a quite steep TF relation
which leads to a signi cant dependence of the Individual distances on the corrected line w idths.
The extramely Jow clustermodulusof m M ) = 31009 nally adopted by YFO for the M 87
subcluster was achieved by con ning their sam ple to only galaxieswih > 105 and by excluding
2] spiralswith m M ) > 322 0. W e take exception to these arti cial cuts which prevent any
ob Ective distance determ ination of the V irgo cluster. T here is no ob pctive reason to exclide the
m ore distant galaxies which clearly are m embers. They not only perfectly t under the distance
distribbution curve (cf.Fig.12) but also are Indistinguishable from other cluster m embers on the
basis of both their positions w thin the optical and X -ray contour of the cluster In the sky and
also their velocities.

Shanks (1997), using both Cepheid and SN Ia distances as calbrators of the TF relation,
has obtained an intemally consistent zeropoint correction of + 0% 46 (0% 11 to the TF distance of
the Virgo cluster by Pierce & Tully (1988), obtainingnow Mm M )yigo = 31843 0% 20. Since
the Pierce & Tully sam ple is lncom plete even this corrected distance must su er the Teerikorpi
Incom pleteness bias and be system atically too low ig. 13).

TheVirgom odulus In eq. (11) is identicalw ithin the errorsw ith the resul of ve independent
m ethods, including C epheids, SNela, globular clusters, novae, and the D m ethod, giving
31"66 (%08 (Sandage & Tamm ann 1997).

11. Conclusion
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11.1. Hgy from the observed, infall-corrected velocity

The V irgo cluster has been used frequently as a cogn ic m ilestone to derive the Hubbl
constant from its velociy and is distance. T he observed m ean heliocentric velocity of the cluster
isv= 1050 35km s! ®inggeliet al. 1993) orvig = 922 km s' . This latter value must be
transform ed to the coam ic recession velocity that takes the V irgocentric infall of the Local G roup
into acoount. For the V irgocentric nfallwe adopt the valie of vingn = 220 50 km s? (Tamm ann
& Sandage 1985), which is in excellent agreem ent with vipgp = 224 90 km s! Bureau et
al. 1996) and in statistical agreem ent w ith vingn= 275 90 km s L of Hamuy et al (1996); it is
further supported in Sect. 11 2. Thus the nfallcorrected recession velocity of the V irgo cluster is
1142 61 km s' . This conbied with the adopted distance of the V irgo cluster (eq. 11) gives a
localHubbl constant of

Ho=55 7km s! Mpct: a2)

A lthough the jist describbed route to H ¢ is quite comm on, it is surpassed by the calbration
of the Hubbl diagram of clusters addressed in the next section, which ties the V irgo cluster to
distant clusters and leads to a value of the Hubbl constant that is valid over a much larger
volum e.

A s an exercise we consider also the e ect on H o if the subclusters A and B are reduced
separately. The data are set out In Table 7. The m ean velocity of the two aggregates corrected
for an nfall velocity of 220 km s 1 is taken from Binggeli et al. (1993). The distance m oduli
are calculated from solutions 13 and 5-7 In Tabl 4, but now separately for A and B . Here the
X —ray sam pl is, by necessity, not considered. The weighted mean ofH = 56 3 re ectsonly the
intemal error (cf. Sect. 10).

11.2. Hgo from the Hubble diagram of galaxy clusters

C luster distances relative to the V irgo cluster are availabl for 17 clusters from various
m ethods such as the Tully-Fisher (TF) method, the D , relation, and rstranked cluster
galaxies (for a com pilation see Jergn & Tamm ann 1993). In addition, high weight relative TF
distances are available for 24 clusters from G lovanelli (1996). T he latter list does not include the
V irgo cluster, but since eight clusters are In comm on, the two lists can be m erged w ith a m ean
error of only 0.05 m ag. The double cluster A 2634/66 is not used here because G ovanelli (1996)
only gives a distance for A 2634. The resulting Hubbl diagram ¢ ig. 14) contains 31 clusters w ith
distances relative to the V irgo cluster (cf. also Tablk 1 of Tamm ann & Federspoiel 1997).

C lusters with vy < 3000 km s! are corrected for a V irgocentric infallm odelw ith a local
nfallvelcity 0f220 km s ! . M ore distant clusters do not partake ofthe Iocalm otion w ith respect
to the CM B . They are therefore corrected for a CM B vector of 630 km s ! . The dividing lin it of
3000 km s! isderived elssw here (cf. Jeren & Tamm ann 1993; Federspiel, Sandage, & Tamm ann
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1994, Figs. 17-19; G iovanelli 1996); the exact choice has no e ect on the follow ing conclisions.

T he ridge line in Fig. 14 is represented by
h i
bgvi"P =02 @m M) @ M)ympe + G070 0011): 13)

T he slope 0f 02 is forced, the strongly deviating E ridanus cluster is om itted.

Sin ple transform ation ofeq. (13) gives
gHo= ogv""®  logmpe= 02@m M Jyug+ 6070 0011) 14)

Inserting the distance m odulus of the V irgo cluster from eg. (11) into eq. (14) gives the value of
H, for distances as large as 11 000km s * :

Ho=57 7km s! Mpct: 15)

N ote that reading eq. (13) at zero relative distance also predicts the velocity of the V irgo
clister itself in the CM B ﬁ:amev\c,l\j’igBO = 1175 30km s'! . This is the velocity one would cbserve
in the absence of all local peculiar or stream ing velocities. C om paring this value w ith the actually
observed cluster velocity of vi,g = 922 35km s ', one obtains a V irgocentric lmfall velocity of
the Local G roup of Vipgn = 253 46km s!' (cf. Jerpn & Tammann 1993). W e take this as a

con m ation of vingy = 220 50 km s! adopted in Sect.11.1.

Tt m ust be stressed that the determ Ination of H o from eq. (14) depends only on the qualiy
of the V irgo cluster distance and on the relative distances to other clusters, but it is totally
Independent of any observed or Inferred velocity of that cluster (Sandage & Tamm ann 1996).

11.3. Com parison w ith externalvalues ofH

Several authors have suggested to derive H ¢ at the position of the Com a cluster (eg.Baum
et al 1995, 1996; Thom sen et al. 1997; H prth & Tanvir 1997). The resul is typically Hy  70.
H owever, the experin ent w ith only a single cluster ismuch m ore di cult than the route via the
V irgo cluster tied to the expansion eld ofm any clusters Fig. 14). The reason is, rst, that
com parable ob pcts In Com a are alm ost fourm agnitudes ainter than in V irgo, and, secondly, that
the velocity of Com a In the CM B fram e is quite poorly known. T he observed m ean velocity is
Vig = 6912 km s! (Zabludo etal 1993). It is generally assum ed that the cluster does not take
part of the localm otion relative to the CM B frame. In that case vSiE = 7194 km s ' . However,
clusters have random m otions (n the radialdirection) of typically 450 km s ! (Jergn & Tamm ann
1993), and C om a deviates Indeed strongly from the Hubbl line in Fig.14. Ifa m odulis di erence
between Com a and Virgo of M) coma Vigo = 3 72 is adopted @ ekel 1996) eq. (13) gives

veME = 6500 km s! . Hence the velocity uncertainty alone a ects the resul ofH g by  10% .
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The m ost direct way to derive the Hubbl constant is through the Hubbl diagram of
supemovae of type Ia (SNe Ia) which isby now calbrated by seven SNela w ith known Cepheid
distances. The result of Hy = 58 8 (extemal error) (Saha et al. 1997) is in agreem ent w ith
the present result. The only interdependence of these determ inations of H ; is that two Cepheid
distances used to calbrate the SNela are also used in Tabl 2 to calbrate the TF relation.

Lum nosity class distances and TF distances of eld galaxies give equally consistent valies of
the Hubbl constant, after correction ofthe M aln quist bias, ofH g = 55 5 (Sandage & Tamm ann
1975; Sandage 1996ab and references therein; T heureau et al. 1997).

T he conclusion is that the three independent routes through (1) the V irgo cluster, (2) SNela,
and (3) el galaxiesallgiveHy= 55 5km s! Mpc?t.

An independent w ay to determm ne extragalactic distances com es from a physicalunderstanding
ofthe ob cts considered w ithout the necessity to use astronom ical um inosity (or size) calbrators.
T he purely physical calbration of the P-L relation of C epheids has already been m entioned
(Sect.2.). For several X ray clusters Sunyaev-Zeldovich distances have becom e available. T hree
papers having appeared during the last m onths give an (unweighted) mean of Hg = 58 15
H olzapfel et al. 1997; Lasenby & Jones 1997; M yers et al. 1997). Rephaeli & Yankovich (1997)
have pointed out that the inclusion of relativistic e ects reduces thisvalue by 10 units. Recent
H o detem nations from variable, gravitationally lensed quasars give Hg = 59 15 (K eeton
& Kochanek 1997; Kundic et al. 1997; Faloo et al. 1997; Schechter et al. 1997). The &rst
Interpretations of the CM B uctuation spectrum suggest even lower valies (Lasenby & Jones
1997; Lineweaver 1997).

In the light ofthis evidence values of H g below 45 and above 65 becom e in probable.

W e have m ade use of the Lyon-M eudon Extragalactic D atabase (LEDA ) supplied by the
LEDA team at the CRAL Observatoire de Lyon (France). W e thank SM G . Hughes for his
results prior to publication and H . Bohringer for the V irgo X -ray in age from the RO SAT alksky
survey. W e are Indebted to M . Bershady for lending ushisBCES software. W e thank the R eferee
for valuable comm ents. M F and GAT gratefully acknow ledge the support of the Swiss N ational
Science Foundation. A S acknow ledges support from NA SA through the Space Telescope Science
Institute in the SNela calbration projct using HST .
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Fig. l.| Positions of the non-peculiar spirals of Tabk 3 with i > 45 in the sky. The symbols
denote the m em bership to a V irgo cluster subgroup assigned by Binggeliet al. (1993). A Iso shown
is the boundary ofthe VCC eld @B inggeliet al 1985).
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Fi. 2.| Tully-F isher relation for the calbrators of Tablk 2. Twelve calbrators have Cepheid
distances determ ined w ith H ST, 4 have ground-based Cepheid distances, 2 are m em bers of the
relatively tight M 101 group w ithout individual C epheid distances. T he error bars show the total
errors In absolute m agnitude und log linew idth which were used as weights for the regression. T he
line represents the adopted calbration ofeq. (3).
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Fi. 3.| Tully-F isher relation for the \ ducial Virgo sampl". The error bars show the
Individual total errors In m agnitude and log linew idth which served as weights for the calculation
of the regression line [q.(3)]. Four galaxies wih H Imtruncated disks are also shown; they are
system atically too bright for their line w idth and were excluded from the Tully-F isher analysis.
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the X ray sam ple as a function of redshift freferred to the centroid ofthe LocalG roup using eg. (3)1.
M em berships of di erent subgroups are denoted by di erent sym bols. There is a clear trend: the
average distance is Increasing w ith Increasing redshift. T his behaviour is com patlble with a free
Hubbl expansion (the dash-dotted line show s the coam ic expansion assum lng Hy = 57). The
conclusion is that these galaxies do not belong to the Inner part of the V irgo cluster w here intemal
m otions dom nate the redshifts.
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(referred to the centroid of the LocalG roup) using eq. (3). O n average, subgroup B lies about 0% 46
m ore distant than subgroup A . O bviously, the TF distances of the cluster galaxies do not depend
on redshift.
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corresponds to the sky as seen from the Sun (the units being transform ed into linear distances
at the respective V irgo galaxy distance), the z-axis show s the TF distance In logarithm ic units
(logdrr M pcl). The Sun is to the kft, M 87 and the Sun isat x = y = 0. The calbrators am ong
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Fig. 13 | T he Teerikorpi cluster ncom pleteness bias for the ducial sam ple of the V irgo cluster.
T he apparent TF distance m odulus is a function of the apparent-m agniude cuto of the sam ple.
T he asym ptotic value, which is the distance of the cluster, is only reached if the sam pl of cluster
galaxies is com plete and reachesdesp into the lum nosity fuinction (Sandageetal.1995). Thedashed
line is a nonparam etric t through the data points using thin plate splines and regularisation.



{371

r ‘Je]rjen & Tammann; Giovanelll e |
4 | - —
| ®*Jerjen & Tammann

~ ©Giovanelli Coma

log vCMB

3 \ \ \ \ \
0 1 2 3 4 5

(m—M)—(m—M)y,
Fig. 14 | Hubbl diagram of 31 clusters w ith know n relative distances. T he data were taken from

Jergen & Tamm ann (1993; asterisks) and G iovanelli (1996; open circles). N Ine clusters are listed in
both sources ( lled circles). T he abscissa gives the distance m odulus relative to the V irgo cluster.
The ordihate is the log of the recession velocity referred to the CM B . For \local" clusters w ith
vp < 3000km s the velcities are referred to the centroid of the Local G roup and corrected for
V irgocentric infall, ollow Ing the precepts of Federspiel et al. (1994).



astro-ph/9709040v1 4 Sep 1997

arxXiv

D istance D eterminations of LM C

TABLE 1

ob ject m ethod (m M )O zeropoint Source
ring of SN 1987A geompetryy 18:56 0:05 { Panagia et al. 1996
RR Lyr P-L- % 18:60 0:11 Sandage 1993 W alker 1993; Tamm ann 1996
red giants tip o£CM D 18:43 0:15 Sandage 1993 Lee et al. 1993; Tamm ann 1996
Cepheids BV IJH K ) B aadeW esselink 18:57 0:15 { Laney & Stobie 1992
C epheids P -L relation 18:59 0:15 Hyades Sandage & Tamm ann 1971
C epheids P L relation 18:47 0:15 P leiades Feast & W alker 1987
C epheids P -L relation 18:57 0:10 P leiades Feast 1995
C epheids P -L relation 18:42 0:11 P leiades Bohm -V itense 1997
C epheids P -L relation 18:70 0:10 trig. parallaxes Feast & Catchpole 1997
M ira variables P -L relation 18:54 0:10 trig. parallaxes van Leeuwen et al. 1997
C epheids I BaadeW esselink 18:58 (0:02) stellar radii D iBenedetto 1997
C epheids P L relation 18:57 0:11 trig. parallaxes M adore & Freedm an 1997
m ean: 18:56 0:03
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TABLE 2
D ata for the Calibrators

0;i

0

Nam e Hubble- B T A’ A (m M) Source M s error irRc 3 logw logw error
type m ag m ag m ag m ag m ag m ag H&R LEDA

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

N 224 M 31) 3 3.36 0.67 0.33 24 .44 ly -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




TABLE 3

D ata for Virgo Cluster G alaxies

Nam e sub— Hubble- Bg"i error Aéc3 A;SA gc3 irRc 3 logw logw error
group type m ag m ag m ag m ag H&R LEDA

1) 2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) (11) (12)
M embersof \bigA" or \B (r= 24 )",i> 45 , (\ ducialsam ple")
13033 A 5 14.62 21 27 44 .03 50 2276 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
13059 A 7 14.51 20 17 39 02 41 2.187 2.160 0.078
13066 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
13105 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 2476 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
13298 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
3311 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
13322 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
VvV 952 B, X 5 16.32 21 33 47 .00 54 1.891 1.848 0.086
13365 A, X 6 13.81 23 50 .58 .03 64 2.155 2.087 0.054
13371 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
13392 A, X 3 12.40 23 51 93 .08 69 2.340 2.306 0.034
13414 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 1 .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
I797 A, X 5 13.22 21 24 42 .09 47 2292 2267 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
13517 B, X 7 15.10 21 28 46 .00 51 2.130 2.102 0.027
V1605 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
13742 A 5 13.55 22 43 54 07 61 2.316 2270 0.019
H Itruncated 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)
13044 A 5 13.58 24 57 61 .09 68 2.190 2.154 0.052
N 4568 A, X 5 11.13 23 54 .60 01 66 2.589 2.565 0.016



TABLE 3| Continued

Nam e sub- Hubble- BJ7 error A Alc, ocs ircs ogw ogw error
group type m ag m ag m ag m ag H&R LEDA

1) ) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 8) 9) (10) (11) (12)
membersofA,B with 30 < i< 45
U 7200 A 8 14.13 20 12 .18 05 40 0.000Y 0.000 0.000
Vv 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 A1 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
13258 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
13476 A, X 5 12.95 21 12 35 12 34 2.405 2.355 0.168
134833 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
13520 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
13225 W, X 6 13.79 24 g1 .70 .00 73 2.353 2.333 0.038
13229 X, X 5 14 .39 26 .84 7 .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
13259 X, X 5 13.85 21 39 51 .00 58 2.305 2.288 0.015
N 4470° Z,X 5 12.81 20 21 40 .00 44 2.324 2.291 0.080
1800° 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
I755 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 2.4091 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
13061 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
13074 Z 7 13.58 30 1.15 .87 .00 90 2371 2.335 0.052
13099 M 6 13.68 32 1.21 .87 04 90 2.398 2.343 0.051
1776 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 2411 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



TABLE 3| Continued

Nam e sub— Hubble- Bg” error Arcs alaa al., irc 3 logw logw error
group type m ag m ag m ag m ag H&R LEDA

1) 2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) ®8) ) (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
13474 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 2 .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
U8ll4 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
13881 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

NoTE.| ! interacting pair N4567/8 (VV 219)

2 N 4411A : Fouque et al. (1990) give i= 30

3 peculiar galaxy (B inggeliet al. 1985)
4 N4571: Fouque et al. (1990) give i= 30



TABLE 4

Comparison of TF parameters and the TF distance to the Virgo cluster for different sets of input

parameters [cf.eqg. (1)]

solution slope Interoept at logw = 23 dispersion Ny irgo Mm M)y eror
V irgo calbrators Vigo calbrators mag m ag
@) @) Q) @) ©) (©) (7) @) )
1 6:969 1313 1837 0.57 044 49 31.50 0.09
2 7071 1333 1823 0.61 048 49 31.57 0.08
3 7452 1313 1835 0.60 043 67 31.48 0.07
4 6:551 13.06 18:94 0.65 044 35 32.00 011
5 7311 1311 18:51 0.62 039 49 31.63 010
6 7371 1334 18:40 0.65 044 49 31.74 0.09
7 7454  13.09 1851 0.65 0.38 67 31.60 0.08
8 6:925 1315 18:339 056 043 49 31.54 0.09
m ean over 1-7 31.65 0.17

No:: .| Param eters for the di erent solutions:

0 J o b w N B

.M agnitudes and A%, A? from RC3, ogw from LEDA

.M agnitudes and from A%, A° from RC3, Iogw from Huchtm efer and R ichter (1989)

. Like 1, but Including allm em bers of subclusters A+ B wih i> 30

. Like 1, but using the X -ray sam pke (excluding ssven galaxies In the SW comer)

.M agnitudes and A? from RC3,A' from RSA, logw from LEDA

.M agnitudes and A? from RC3,A* from RSA, Iogw from Huchtm efer and R ichter (1989)

. Like 5, but lncluding allm embers of subclusters A+B wih i> 30

.M agnitudes and A* from RC3,A°= 0, ogw from LEDA



TABLE 5

A comparison of Cepheid and Tully-F isher distances (Table 4, solution 1)

ga]axy VLG (m M )C epheid (m M )TF (m M ) subcluster
N 4321 1464 3104 026 3121 040 017 0350 A
N 4496A') 1568 3143 040 3067 040 046 044 W
N 4536 1646 3141 005 30772 040 039 043 W
N 4639 860 3200 023 3253 040 053 049 A

Nore .| ) Them agnitude m ay be disturbed by N 4496B



TABLE 6

External errors of the Virgo cluster modulus

error source error
zeropoint of the C epheid P -1, relation gt 10
adopted slope ofthe TF relation ot 10
precepts of weighting the data ot 08
weight of the X -ray sam ple ot 10
correction for intemal absorption gt 10
Intrinsic di erences between calibbrators and V irgo galaxies gt 05
nclination di erence between calbrators and V irgo galaxies 0% 05
estin ated total extemal error ot 23




TABLE 7

The values of Hy calculated for subclusters A and B separately

n V220 fm M) r Mpc) Ho

A 34 1164 67 3135 04 186 09 63 4
B 15 1111 76 3181 04 230 16 48 5




