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ABSTRACT

Context. Solar twins and analogs are fundamental in the charactienizaf the Sun’s place in the context of stellar measuresers
they are in understanding how typical the solar propertiesraits neighborhood. They are also important for reprasgrsunlight
observable in the night sky for diverse photometric and spscopic tasks, besides being natural candidates foohatgpplanetary
systems similar to ours and possibly even life-bearingrenments.

Aims. We report a photometric and spectroscopic survey of solar $tars within 50 parsecs of the Sun. Hipparcos absolute mag
nitudes and B — V)" colors were used to define adox around the solar values, where 133 stars were considédeiitional
stars resembling the solar UBV colors in a broad sense, us gresent in the lists of Hardorp, were also selectecolfj#icts were
ranked by a color-similarity index with respect to the Swuefjried byuvbyand BV photometry.

Methods. Moderately high-resolution, highAS spectra were used for a subsample of equatorial-soutte@mste derivel« , logg
(both ionization and evolutionary), and spectroscopic/Hifevith average internal errors better than 50 K, 0.20 dexd ard8
dex,respectively. Ages and masses were estimated frometizsd HR diagrams.

Results. The color-similarity index proved very successful, sinca@ of the best solar-analog and twin candidates that wer@ph
metrically and spectroscopically found to be good solarcimed difered from the Sun by more thae-3n their colors. We identify
and quantitatively rank many new excellent solar analogchvare fit to represent the Sun in the night sky to varyingeleg of ac-
curacy and in a wide range of contexts. Some of them are famigh (VY°"° ~ 8.5) to be of interest for moderately large telescopes.
We also identify two stars with near-UV spectra indistirgfsible from the Sun’s, although only HD 140690 also has giher&c
parameters matching the Sun’s, besides a high degree afmhburic fidelity. This object is proposed as a prime solat@nan both
the UV and visible ranges, a rare object. We present five neabgble” solar twin stars, besides five new “possible” twthe best
candidates being HD 98649, HD 118598, HD 150248, and HD 1®49@sses and isochronal ages for the best solar twin caedida
lie very close to the solar values within uncertainties, thrtomospheric activity levels range somewhat. We proplaaethe solar
twins be emphasized in the ongoing searches for extra-glalaets and SETI searches.

Key words. Stars: solar analogs — Stars: atmospheres — Stars: abasdanStars: late-type — Galaxy: solar neighborhood —
Techniques: spectroscopy

1. Introduction Gancarz & Wasserbulg 1977), and mass from planetary motion
) ) . . and asteroseismology. Nevertheless, to fully exploit tbeeip-
The Sun occupies a very special place in stellar studies, @y reference position of the Sun as a star, we need to know
ing still the most fundamental and dependable reference f-piace in the parameter space of stellar observatioris.ih
ject in stellar astrophysics. It remains the one star forcWhi ng easy task: the extremely detailed observations avaifil
extremely important parameters can be determined from fifgk Sun are only tied with fiiculty to the woefully less de-
principles, such as theffective temperatur@e; from directly (ajled stellar measurements. The main reasons for this @ ph
observed irradiance (Neckél 1986), age from nucleochron@dmetry and spectrophotometry are théidiilties in geometri-
ogy andor undisturbed meteoriteftiérentiates (Guenthiér 1989;ca|ly treating the solar image and scattered light; the imsse
flux difference between the Sun and stars, a factordf'!;
Send gprint requests toG. F. Porto de Mello, gustavo@astro.ufrj.br and the impossibility of observing the Sun at night, whickes
* Present address: INAF, Osservatorio Astronomico di Roi®@40, the stability of instrumentation. The photometric prosertof

Monte Porzio Catone, Italy the Sun in the various photometric systems in use, thus, re-
** Based on spectroscopic observations collected at the @té6o main uncertain despite protracteflaets employing a variety of
do Pico dos Dias (OPD), operated by the Laboratorio Natidea direct and indirect methods (e.q., Tlg & Schmidt-Kaler 2:98

Astrofisica, CNPq, Brazil, and the European Southern @bsery [Hayes [1985; Saxner & Hammarbadk 1985; Netkel 1986;
(ESO), within the ONESO and OMAG agreements, under FAPESI—E[ie| et all[1993t Q[au 1999, 1994 Porto de Mello & da Silva

project ri 199810138-8.
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[1997; |Ramirez & Meléndezl 2005k; Holmberg et al. _2002013). It also seems to be part of a stellar population tHadas/-

|Casagrande et al. 2006; Meléndez etial. 2010, and many dip-depleted in lithium (e.gl, Pasquini et Al. 1994; Taketlale
ers). ), and it may possess lower-than-average chromospheri

The identification of stars closely resembling thactivity for its agel(Hall & Lockwood 2000; Hall et al. 2007),

Sun plays an extremely interesting role in this taskave more subdued photometric variability than stars witl s
I[_1996) and raises considerable interdat properties |._2007; Radick et al. 1998)t(b

on diverse astrophysical fronts. Solar twin stars were @dfinsee I:é,l' etal. 9), and have a slightly longer rotatioreal p
by [Cayrel de Strobel & Bentolilal (1989) as (non binary) stargod than stars of the same age (Pace & Pasquini |2004). In ad-
identical to the Sun, within the observational uncertamtin all dition, the Sun seems to lead most of the local stars of simi-
fundamental astrophysical parameters, such as mass, @ilentiir age and metallicity in the velocity component towards th
composition Te; , surface gravity, photospheric velocity fieldsgalactic rotationl(Cayrel de Strobel 1996; Porto de Mellalet
magnetic activity, age, luminosity, and asteroseismalalgi ). Adding to these putative peculiarities (for an iagting
properties. Such stars should have spectra that are imgligsh- review of this topic, se@%%) the Sun occuples
able from the solar one. It is debatable whether such stardéh a position very close to the Galactic corotati
be detectable, or even actually exist (Cayrel de Strobéllet 2001), whereby the Sun shares the rotational velocity of the
[1981). Even though uncertainties in determining fundamespiral arms and the number of passages through them is pre-
tal stellar parameters have been decreasing steadily,teninumably minimized. These characteristics may have a bear-
differences from star to star may simply be too small to heg on the Sun’s ability to maintain Earth’s biosphere on
distinguished. For instance, very slight variances in doam long timescales (Leitch & Vasisht 1998; Gonzalez et.al. 2001
composition or details of internal structure between tvarsst [Porto de Mello et all 2009).
can lead to sizable disparities of observable spectralegties Is the Sun an atypical star for its age and galactic position?
and evolutionary states, and turn them into very dissimil@ sample of nearby solar twins may help gauge the solar sta-
objects indeed. tus in the local population of middle-aged G-type starsdvett

Solar analogs, by contrast, are unevolved, or hardly edolvéAnd, last but not least, solar twin stars would be naturalcd®
solar-type stars that merely share the solar atmosphedomee  when searching for planetary systems similar to our own ek w
ters and are thus expected to have very similar colors arudrape as presenting interesting targets to the ongoing SETI progr
flux distributions to the Sun. We feel the distinction betwee- dI_aEr)E ) and the planned interferometric probes aiated
lar twins and analogs has not beeffimiently stressed in the lit- detecting life, remotely, in extra solar Earth-like plaby way
erature, and we thus take some time to point out some keysissue biomarkers/(Segura et &l. 2003).
Solar twins, on the one hand, are expected to match every con-The search for solar analogs was initially stimulated
ceivable solar physical property, and therefore to mdteeitna by [Hardorp [(1982, and references therein) when attempt-
star all the photometric and spectroscopic solar propsuieder ing to identify stars with UV spectra matching the solar
the reasonable assumption that a perfect physical matcldwogdne, as judged mainly by the CN feature aroua8870.
automatically lead to the same observables. Solar anatwgs,Hardorp classed stars by magnitudé&eatiences of their spec-
the other hand, merely have the atmospheric parametersyoosral features to the Sun's (represented by Galilean satel-
similar to the solar ones, to degrees of similarity that Haeen lites), and his solar analog lists are still widely referred
taken at diferent values by dierent authors (alas, adding to theo nowadays (e.g!,_Alvarez-Candal et al. _2007; Milani €t al.
confusion). Such stars are expected to possess spectoopttet 2006). This prompted anffert by [Cayrel de Strobel et al.
ric quantities, including colors, similar to the solar onlast we ),LCayrel de Strobel & Bentolilal_(1989), and_Friel el al
note that, due to the various degeneracies of the problemhwh ) to check that Hardorp’s best candidates stood up
we discuss below, stars with colors resembling the Sun may me detailed spectroscopic analysis: this subject receised
turn out to be solar analogs. thorough review by_Cayrel de Strobel (1996). Subsequently,

Solar analogs, and of course also solar twins, may be vé?gr Mell ilval(1997) used a detailed spectroscopi
useful in providing a proxy for sunlight in the night sky spec and evolutionary state analysis to show that 18 Sco (HR 6060,
cally for spectrophotometry of solar system bodies andrathle HD 146233) was a nearly perfect match for the Sun as judged
ibration purposes. These solar surrogates are very imgdde. by colors, chemical compositioifig; , surface gravity, luminos-
those cases when techniques that can be applied in daytiote, sty, mass, and age, thereby confirming that the 16 Cyg A and
as observing the clear blue sky or solar radiation reflected & pair (HD 186408 and HD 186427), previously pointed to by
telescope domes, are not an option. Ideally these solaogsalthe Cayrel de Strobel group as the best solar twins, were,olde
should be faint enough for adequate use by large telescapes, less active, and more luminous than the Sun, though posgessi
be observable with the same instrumentation as used for-woTkg; and metallicity very near the Suns. Glushneva et lal._(2000)
ing with very faint targets, such as small and distant aglero analyzed the spectral energy distributions of solar arsaficm
besides being observable without the need of stoppers trahetHardorp’s lists, concluding that 16 Cyg A and B are the clos-
density filters, which always add some measure of unceytainést matches to the solar distribution, followed closely 8y 1

Additionally, both solar twins and solar analogs are expeéttd Sco, but, as did_Porto de Mello & da Silva_(1997), they found
help pin down the solar color indices better. the two former objects to be more luminous than the Sun, con-

Moreover, solar twins may be expected to have followed atuding that they are not true solar twins. Soubiran & Triaud
evolutionary history similar to that of the Sun. There is gom(2004) have analyzed moderately high-resolution, homeges
ewdence that the Sun may be metal-richer than the averageEEODIE spectra by comparing the stars with spectra of Moon

e thin disk star in its neighborhodd (Rocha-Pinto & Mécieand Ceres in an automatgd method measuring over 30 000

), though we note that recent data has cast doubt upon tesolution elements. They confirm that HD 146233 is the best
claim, as judged by a revised solar (Asplund etlal. 2009) anghtch for the Sun and conclude that both photometric and spec
interstellar medium[(Nieva & E[zyblllLZQﬂZi comi ositi@s troscopic data must be assembled to find real solar twinsel'he

well as results from nearby solar-type stars (Adibekyarh.et aauthors also found a very large dispersion in the publishied a
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mospheric parameters of solar analog candid ¥
(2004) have spectroscopically analyzed 15 photometritogsa
of the Sun, presenting HD 146233 and HD 186427 as the best
analogs, along with HD 10307 and HD 34411, also concurring
that photometric and spectroscopic data must be merged for a
precise determination of similarity to the Sun. ~
King et all (2005) suggest that HD 143436 is as good az i HD 181199 O ]
solar twin as HD 146233. Meléndez etlal. (2006) present HD 5™ 2 | HD 11131 O Oq
98618 as another star as close to the solar properties as HIF | HD 70516 O i
146233, and_Meléndez et hll__(2007) claim that the best solar : HD 218739 O
twins ever are HD 101364 and HD 133600, since they notonly 0.1 F
reproduce all the solar fundamental parameters but alse hav s @ ?
a similar lithium abundance (see also_Meléndez et al. 12012) E o 0@ © 8o ]
Takeda et al. [(2007) draw attention to the importance of the 0.0 Bt P Pa— P P P P b
lithium abundance as a record of the stellar history of ngjxin ' ' ’ R ' ' '
and rotational evolution, concluding that slow rotatioduces v
greater depletion. Finally, do Nascimento Jr. et al. (2G0@w
that the lithium depletion history of solar analogs is catly
mass-dependent and suggest that, among the proposed
twins, the best match for the solar convective propertresud-
ing the Li abundance, is HD 98618. This star also seems to
the solar mass and age very closely. Israelian et al.(2@0Y)2
suggest that an enhanced depletion of lithium is linked & th ) . ) .
presence of p|anetary Companions; however, this claim béas pNO consensus as yet 0_n the existence of inconsistenciesd@tw
questioned bl Luck & Heiter[ (2006), Ghezzi et dl. (2010), a,ﬁ_je two scales, there is evidence that for stars that ardasubs
[Baumann et al.[(2010). It is possible that the very low lithiu tially cooler than the SurTe < 5300K, NLTE, and other ef-
abundance of the Sun and other stars may be yet another p% be precluding strict consistency between theg, (e.
of the major observational and theoretical puzzle of plarnyet 4). For stars wiffir that are not too dissimilar
formation. from the Sun, good agreement can be expected between photo-
As part of an ongoing féort at a complete survey of so-Mmetric and spectroscopiGs . This is an importantissue, since
lar analog stars nearer than 50 pc, this paper reports a esluffie properties of solar twins and analogs must be equal setho
limited, homogeneous, and systematic photometric andrspecOf the Sun in a variety qf contexts, such as in narrow and broad
scopic survey of solar twin stars, approximately restddtes < Pand photometry and in low and high-resolution spectrogcop
+30° in what pertains to spectroscopic observations. It is, ho#2n the other hand, afiierential spectroscopic approach allows
ever, photometrically complete and all-sky withircdtO pc and direct comparison between Sun and stars.
vTyeho < 8 and partially complete (owing to lack of photom-  In the appendix, we present a new photometric calibration
etry) within 40 pc< d < 50 pc and 8< VMo < 9. The best for solar-type stars for many colors in regular use, inaigdi
candidates will be subjected to detailed spectroscopitysisa the B — V)] (B — V)", and Stromgrent(- y) indices,
that employs higher resolution spectra in a forthcomingepapbased on publishe@ers employing the infrared flux method.
In section 2 the selection of the sample is described. Irigedt The Paschen continuum colors have been metallicity-cklr
we describe the results of the photometric similarity asialyin  using only spectroscopic metallicities from detailed gses.
section 4 the observational data are presented, and thespe®ur solar twin selection process starts from the Hippareos ¢
scopic analysis is described in section 5. In section 6 weudis alog (ESA[1997) photometry and is subsequently refined with
the spectroscopic results and obtain masses and ages in-an @& — V) and Stromgren color indices. From the calibrations de-
lutionary analysis, presenting the best candidates, andraxg Scribed in the Appendix, solar color indices were derived an
the conclusions in section 7. A new photometric calibratbn have been the basis for our selection of solar twin candsdate
Ter ON colors and metallicity, based on IRFM data and tailored From our photometric calibrations, adopting for the Sun
specifically to solar analog stars and MARCS model atmosphdrer = 5777 K [[19€6), we obtain
analysis, is presented in the Appendix.

0.4 _ HD 113039 O -

E HD 108575 O ]
03F 3

Fig. 1. Uncertainties in the I@'Cho absolute magnitudes for stars
|dhe final sample of 158 non-binary stars selected from the
ipparcos catalog. Outliers with large errors in absolusgmni-

tide are identified by HD numbers.

(B— V)o7"so"= 0.653

2. Sample selection (B— V), Ve = 0.737

In a solar-analog hunt, by the very nature of the objectsséie

lection of candidates must be initiated photometricallgbiors (b-y)o =0.409.

and absolute magnitudes. The next step in the selectioregsoc

must be spectroscopic, since atmospheric parametersanid lu  These values are in good agreement, within quoted er-

nosities of the candidate objects will be compared to thé#geo rors, with the determinations of Holmberg et'al. (2006) and

Sun. An important question, therefore, is the availabditgon- |Casagrande et all_(2010), for all three colors, and with ).

sistentTe; scales where the Sun may be accurately placed bathgiven by Meléndez et al. (2010).

photometrically and spectroscopically. For the my index, we adopted the same procedure as
Porto de Mello et al. [ (2008) discussed, in their analysis eMmployed by_Porto de Mello & da Silval_(1997) to derive the

the atmospheric parameters of theCentauri binary system, solar B — V) and U — B) colors. A sample of nine stars, spec-

possible d@'sets between the various published photometric atrdscopically analyzed with homogeneous methods, withrsol

spectroscopid¢r scales. While one conclusion was that there imetallicity, and a narrow range dtgs around the Sun leads to,
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interpolating the solaf¢t in anny versus Ty regression: having both B—V) and U — B) colors similar to the solar ones,
plus a few stars from Hardolp (1982). For the solar colors, we
m? =0.217 (F Catalog; see below)_ used B - V)o =0.653+ 0.003 (as above) andﬂ(— B)O =0.178
+ 0.013 (the latter frorn Por Mell ilva_1997). Some

This same procedure was applied to the Paschen continu@iihe former stars have also been considered by Har 198
colors and led toB — V), >°""soN= 0,648, @ — V), ¥ = 0.730, 1O have UV spectral features very similar to the solar ones.
and p-Yy), = 0.406, in excellent agreement with the solar colors

derived directly from the photometric calibrations. Quf also 3. Photometric similarity index
agrees very well with the recent derivation.of MeléndeZet a~ y

) _ The two-dimensional @ ((B-V) ™", MJ’*"% box would auto-
The initial selection process sets up @ Box around the matically select solar twins were it not for the metalliciis
(B- V)gyChO and the solar absolute magnitude in the Tycho sysiension, since surface gravit§ffects are negligible in the nar-

tem, MT/);cho_ To obtain the latter figure, we compared the Sun W color-magnitude interval involved here. Stars selédig

the solar twin HD 146233 (18 Scd) (Porto de Mello & da Silvd"eans o_f color have a dispersionTigr corresponding to a dis-
[1997), and set persion in [F¢gH]. We use throughout the notation [B] = log
’ N(A)/N(B)star - log N(A)/N(B)sun, Wwhere N denotes the number
Tyeho _ pqTyeho _ padohnson_ pgJohnson abundance of a given element. Thus, a metal-rich star cthalar
Vi sco Vo T 'WVigsa Vo oof the Sun may mimic the solar colors, as may a star hotter ttean th

. Lo o Sun but metal-richer. To narrow down further the candidiate |
Regarding the similarity between the V an@¥°bands and 1, 1)e opserved spectroscopically, we defined a color-sityila
the very slight absolute magnitudeférence between the Suninéiex S with respect to the Sun:
and HD 146233 in the Johnson V band, this procedure shoul
not introduce any systematic error. We take M- 4.82 [Neckel (C x_c @)2
1 1
CI { }

[1986), and from the Hipparcos parallax obtailﬂ,"llg%gionz 4.77 Sc=a _
(7e)
ho

and M;" = 4.83, to derive NJ*"° = 4.88+ 0.03, to which we
18 seo whereC; represents the color indiceB{ V), (B—V)™¢, (b-y),

. Tycho .

The widths of the & (B-V)Merovs. M/ “boxwerearrived 4nqmy “ande is an arbitrary normalization constant. The last
at by an iterative procedure. The uncertaintiesBn—(V)Y"  color is essentially a photometric metallicity dimensierhile
and I\/lT,VChO, are obtained from the uncertainties of th&¥° the three previous colors are independent measurements of
and VY°"° bands respectively, and the uncertainty in the pardhe stellar Paschen continuum. This index then simultasigou
lax and the \/¥¢"° band. Experimentation with arbitrary widthsreflects the gradient of the Paschen continuum and the streng
revealed that the average uncertainties were a functioheof f metal lines. Attempts to employ tieand ¢/ — K) colors in
magnitude limit, being independent of the absolute mageituthe definition of the index had to be abandoned owing to the
and color indices of the selected stars. The Hipparcosagatalarge incompleteness of such data for the program stars. The
is formally complete down to ¥¢"° ~ 9.0, an apparent magni-index & expresses a simple sum of quadratitetiences with
tude that translates to a distance of 67 parsecs for a star wigspect to the adopted solar colors, weighted by the average
the same luminosity as the Sun. The uncertainty i\T}(CNﬂ in- error of each color. The average color errors for tHEY < 8.0

creases smoothl\37/ as magnitude increases, and there is . sfiafs are
discontinuity at VV¥¢"° ~ 8.0 (Fig.[1). At this magnitude, ap-
proximatel;t/?/ the completenes(s I?mit znf thebycatalc?gs also Iieg <o>(B - V)’*""*"= 0.009
(Qlseni[ 1983, 1993, 19944,b); indeed, the completenesesé th eho
catalogs was lost at ¥ ~ 8.1, for the samples selected in the <> (B—V)¥¥"°=0.013
first iterative runs. Our sample was therefore divided &£ =
8.0. The 2 limits of the box were chosen so that the box widths <> (b —y) = 0.003
corresponded to the average uncertainties of he\() V" and

<o> (my) = 0.005.

M{/°" for the stars inside the box. This was satisfied<ay>

(M) = 0.07 andko> ((B- V)™ = 0.013, for V¥ < 8.0 The B — V)™Msonand B — V)™M errors were directly
stars. The corresponding values for the 8.0™°"° < 9.0 stars obtained from the Hipparcos catalog, and the-(y) and m
are 0.013 and 0.020, respectively, but the figures "< 8.0 errors are given by Olsen (1983, 1993, 1994a, 1994b) for
stars were used to define both boxes. We chose to enforce s&ich object. For the 106 stars within &0V ™M < 9.0, uvby
consistency for the brighter sample, for whigliby photome- photometry is only available for 68 stars. The correspogdin
try is complete and for which better spectroscopic dataccbal average color errors for the fainter targets are

secured. After binary or suspected binary stars were redhove

from the list, 158 stars were retained, 52 having® < 8.0. <o> (B - V)lonnson= 9,013

The completeness of the availability of trg £ V)™¢ color in

the Hipparcos catalog for ¥°"° < 8.0 stars of all spectral types — <o> (B—V)™eho = 0,020

is 92%. This figure increases to 95% for G-type starsofbdx

is thus seen to be a practical limit that allows the workingsi <o> (b-y) =0.003

to be observed spectroscopically in a reasonable amounti@f t

To this sample we added some stars selected in the Bright <o> (my) = 0.005.

Star Catalog (Hfileit & Jaschek 1991; Hdieit/[1991) solely for

1)

formally attach the uncertainty of
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Fig. 2. Left The color similarity index & plottedversusthe photometrid ;s for the 52 stars with ¥ < 8.0. The box contains,
in the & axis, stars with & < 1.00 within 2r of the solar one (defined as zero) in the ordinate. The width@box is set by the
o (Ter P'°) = 65 K uncertainty in the photometriess . The dotted horizontal line defines the Bmit in Sc. Stars are identified by
HD numbersRight The same as the left panel, but for the 8.&™°"° < 9.0 stars, only those observed spectroscopica#jow
Same as above for stars selected by their UBV similarity éoShn, presence in the listsof Hardbfp (1982), or both.

[Olsen ((1993) discusses systematic discrepancies betweenin Fig[2 the color similarity index for the ¥°"° < 8.0 stars
the photometry of southern stars (which he calls the "F” catwith Sc < 2.4 is shown. The stars located inside the 120x

log of Olsen 1983) and northern stars (Olsen 1993, 1994w®b, are the best candidates, in principle, since they have thadTly
"G” catalog), providing transformations for the homogeatian absolute magnitude and color compatible with the solar ones
of the photometry. We employed these transformations te comithin a formal 2r limit. A similar diagram was obtained for
vert all the p - y) andmy indices to the "F” catalog df Olsen the 8.0< V" < 9.0 stars. The number of stars within the

), since more than half of our prime targets, tH&'Y <

20~ boxes for each case was 16 for the brighter and 28 for the

8.0 stars, have their photometry in this catalog. Since therc fainter candidates. As an initial estimation of the atmesjh

similarity index will be an important tool in the forthcongmlis-
cussion, itis very important that the reader keeps in miatiah

parameters, thay-[Fe/H] calibration of McNamara & Powelll
(1985), along with the photometric; calibrations for B - V),

the Stromgren photometry discussed here is compatibletivit (B — V)™ and p - y) detailed in the Appendix, were used
to obtain photometrid¢; and [FgH] parameters. Though su-
perseded by recent works, the relation_ of McNamara & Pawell
o ) provides a simple lineam; -[Fe/H] relationship for solar-
The color-similarity index was computed for the sample takype stars, which is very accurate in a narrow interval adoun

catalog o [(1983).

ing the dfferent color errors for the ¥"° < 8.0 and 8.6< VT¥eho

the Sun and well linked to the Hyades iron abundanc¢HFe

< 9.0 stars into account. The solar colors obviously corredpo= 10.12 {Paulson et d[._2003;_ Cayrel ef Al._1985). These pho-
to an index & = 0.00, and ther constant was adjusted in eachometrically derived atmospheric parameters are plottédd[3
case so that ac2uncertainty in § was equal to unity. This was for all the sample stars for whialvby photometry is available

obtained by inserting the solar color themselves into tliexn and the $ defined. The solar colors, once entered into this set of
equation, added by twice their corresponding errors.
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b e T T T e e T ] 4. Observations and reductions
: 2 o ] 4.1. OPD optical spectra
o2k 3 Spectroscopic observations were performed with the cepeé-
T : ] trograph, coupled to the 1.60m telescope of ObservatorRicb
2 : ] dos Dias (OPD, Brazobpolis, Brazil), operated by Labaiatd
2 00f E Nacional de Astrofisica (LNACNPQ), in a series of runs from
£ : ] 1998 to 2002. Spectra were obtained for 47 stars in 2 spectral
2 . ] ranges,~150 A wide, centered at6145 and16563 (Hy). The
5 02¢f ] nominal resolution was R 20 000 per resolution element, and
i ] the SN ranged from 50 to 440, with an average value of 160.
) ] Four stars were only observed in thé@145 range, and one star
04t . E only in the 16563 range. Three objects, HD 73350, HD 146233
b —— ——— ——— e —— e : (18 Sco), and HD 189625 were observed in separate epochs

5600 5650 5700 5750 5800 5850 5900 5950

and reduced and analyzed separately as a procedure césrol.
photometric Teff

proxies of the solar flux spectrum, the Galilean satellitesoRa,

Fig. 3. Photometrid s and [FgH]s, separated by the CO|0rsim_Ganymede, and Callisto were observed in both spectral sange

ilarity index S. The gray box limits the & errors in the photo- lo Wgs onlydobs_erved in thEG_SGd?’ rangbe. h dard d
metric Tegs and [F¢H]s, and is centered on the solar parameters ata reguction was carried out by the stancard procedure

(the Sun is identified by its usual symbol). Black circlestamse USiNg IRAF. Bias and flat-field corrections were performed,
stars within a  color similarity with the Sun. background and scattered light were subtracted, and the one

dimensional spectra were extracted. The pixel-to-wawglen
calibration was obtained from the stellar spectra theneselvy
selecting isolated spectral lines in the object spectracaedk-

ing for the absence of blends, the main screen for blends be-
ing the Solar Flux Atlasl(Kurucz et al. 1984) and the Utrecht

calibrations, yield e o = 5774 K and [F¢gH] = -0.03, assuring spectral line compilation (Moore et al. 1966). There folémlv

us that no significant systematic error is incurred by thegro tcflen?r?pprlﬁrnci:;eﬁitlzort]i Or]: 3\'/' spec:]rcar:;) a:jrte)stf{g:r?relnwé?ad .
dure. The photometrically derived [fFs, when compared with ontinuu ormalization was performed by g low-orce

the final spectroscopic ones (see section 4), define a Iiraaeart onnoImltals to Imci—free regions, ?jnd ?tcareful comhpaﬂsé)n
gression with a low correlation cfigient of R= 0.32, but no € soiar Tiux spectrum was carried out o ensure a nigh cegree

systematic deviation from the identity line. Under the ceable of homogeneity in the procedure. The equivalent widthsether
hypothesis of statistical independence, the total dispecf the a_lfterWAs ) of a set of unblended, weak, or m‘?def?t.e'y strong
regressiong- = 0.16 dex, yields-([Fe/H]P™) = 0.14 dex, when lines of Fa and Far were measured by Gaussian fitting in all
the errors of the spectré)scopically determined’l[-l}eare’taken stars, totalling 15 and 2 lines, respectlvely, fo_r the bappsed
into account (section 4). When entered into Thg calibrations, spectra. Sample OPD spectra are shown in[Fig. 4.

this uncertainty in [FAH]P"°! along with the already determined

errors in the colors, fixes the uncertainty of the photoroally 4.2 ESO/FEROS spectra
derivedTezs . We obtained (Tt P™Y) = 65 K, a value that sur-

passes the expected internal dispersiofig derived from the The FEROS spectrograph (Kaufer et al. 1999) was used to ob-
(B-V), (B- V) and p - y) calibrations, as discussed intain data for 17 stars, in three runs from 2000 to 2002. Spssta

the Appendix. This can be explained by the larger errors in c@'® common between the FEROS and OPD data sets, as a homo-
ors and [FgH] of the sample stars, as compared with the mudgneity test: HD 19518, HD 73350, HD 98649, HD 105901,
brighter stars used to obtain the photometric calibratiéios HD 115382, and HD 146233. AFEROS spectrum of Ganymede
stars not observed spectroscopically (section 4), thes@ar Was also secured. The standard FEROS pipeline of spectral re
final determination of the atmospheric parameters and atesolduction was used, and the spectra were degraded to the ssme re
magnitudes. For all the sample, the colors, color simijtarit ©lution of the OPD spectra, and clipped to the same wavefengt
dices, along with the photometrically deriv@d; , [Fe/H], and range. The blaze curvature, unfortunately, precluded earaf

absolute magnitudes (in the™° band) are shown in Tables 1,the Hr profile of the FEROS data. The/i$ of the degraded
2, and 3. FEROS spectra ranged from 100 to 700, the average value being

. . o 400. After this procedure, the data reduction followed dyac
In Fig[3, those stars with as2color similarity with the Sun the same steps as the OPD data.

are clearly contained within the box that defines atmospheri
parameterd ¢ and [FgH] within 65 K and 0.14 dex, respec-
tively, from the solar values. It will be shown below that thet.3. ESO UV spectra
color similarity index is indeed veryficient in selecting stars
which not only are photometrically similar to the Sun, bugaal
possess atmospheric parameters contained within a nartemw i
val of the solar ones, as determined from a spectroscopiemo

aftmospheres af?a'ys's- Th's approach allowg a fast anq CONVE | mage Reduction and Analysis Facil@fRAF) is distributed by the
nient photometric selectlpn of stars resembllng any déf_sﬁfl National Optical Astronomical Observatories (NOAO), whiis op-
of colors and atmospheric parameters, expediently dilmings erated by the Association of Universities for Research itrakemy
the necessity of spectroscopic follow-up, provided thatdbl- (AURA), Inc., under contract to the National Science Fouiua
ors are sfficiently accurate. (NSF).

The cassegrain Boller & Chivens spectrograph of the ESQ1..52
telescope was used in two runs, in 1997 and 1998, to acquire
I&)W-resolution spectra for 37 stars, plus four proxies &f $io-
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Table 1. Photometric and spectroscopic data for the program stars\Wyi < 8.0. The second to sixth columns providécho,

(B — \V)lohnson (g _\/yTyeho (h _ vj) andmy, respectively. The seventh column gives the photomeimidasiity index with respect to
the solar colors (see text). Columns 8 and 9 list the photocadlyy derived éfective temperatur&e; and metallicity. Columns 10
and 11 list the visual absolute magnitude from the Ty@hdand and its corresponding uncertainty, respectivelyu@ok 12, 13,
and 14 list the BN ratios of the spectroscopic observations as follo¥6d:45 and16563 ranges from the OPD coudé spectrograph;
FEROS spectrograph. The last column merely notes if lowhi®on UV spectra from the Boller-Chivens Cassegrain gpgcaph

of the ESO 1.52m telescope have been obtained.

HD viveho (g_yylomnson (g_\)Tyeho (h_y)  my  Sc Ter PO [FeHlpnor MU o (M) 16145 16563 FEROS UV

1835 6.5 0.659 0.758 0.422 0.225 4.03 5686 —-0.10 4.90 0.05 - - -
4308 6.6 0.655 0.723 0.402 0.198 2.24 5743 -0.17 4.93 0.04 280 180 - W
9986 6.8 0.648 0.720 0.408 0.217 0.22 5785 -0.01 4.79 0.06 - - 220
11131 6.8 0.654 0.711 0.403 0.188 4.85 5711 -0.31 4.98 0.23 - - -
13724 8.0 0.667 0.746 0.414 0.228 1.69 5753 +0.04 4.78 0.10 70 140 -
18757 6.7 0.634 0.729 0.417 0.191 5.40 5639 -0.45 4.92 0.05 - - -
19518 7.9 0.642 0.731 0.399 0.203 2.10 5784 -0.08 4.84 0.11 120 - 450
24293 7.9 0.658 0.727 0.412 0.211 0.58 5724 -0.14 4.79 0.10 60 90 -
25680 6.0 0.620 0.720 0.397 0.212 3.45 5854 +0.05 4.85 0.05 - - -
25874 6.8 0.667 0.747 0.410 0.227 1.06 5774 +0.08 4.77 0.04 170 170 -
28471 8.0 0.650 0.717 0.399 0.210 1.38 5812 +0.00 4.79 0.08 - - -
28701 7.9 0.650 0.710 0.402 0.186 5.64 5714 -0.32 4.76 0.08 - - -
28821 7.7 0.683 0.747 0.422 0.205 5.31 5597 -0.35 4.85 0.10 80 170 - W
30495 5.6 0.632 0.710 0.399 0.213 2.18 5844 +0.04 4.94 0.04 260 380 —
32963 7.7 0.664 0.743 0.403 0.237 2.46 5858 +0.29 4.92 0.10 - - 410
35041 7.7 0.636 0.731 0.395 0.213 258 5847 +0.08 4.89 0.10 - - 250
37773 7.8 0.692 0.746 0.429 0.236 10.90 5656 —-0.08 4.90 0.11 - - 610
64184 7.6 0.675 0.755 0.420 0.218 3.45 5661 -0.16 4.95 0.07 - - -
66653 7.6 0.655 0.726 0.400 0.222 0.85 5839 +0.14 4.80 0.06 130 - 560
68168 7.4 0.667 0.729 0.419 0.224 252 5717 -0.07 4.79 0.09 - - 630
70516 7.8 0.652 0.725 0.415 0.222 1.08 5753 -0.04 4.93 0.19 - - -
71334 7.9 0.643 0.746 0.408 0.220 0.39 5782 +0.02 4.92 0.09 - 220 660 +
73350 6.8 0.655 0.731 0.405 0.224 0.31 5815 +0.11 4.95 0.07 180 210 700
76151 6.1 0.661 0.752 0.410 0.239 2.93 5820 +0.23 4.91 0.04 - - -
77006 8.0 0.651 0.707 0.384 0.202 09.07 5867 +0.05 4.82 0.11 - - -
86226 8.0 0.647 0.719 0.381 0.204 10.48 5883 +0.10 4.85 0.10 - - -
88072 7.6 0.647 0.753 0.404 0.221 0.63 5801 +0.08 4.74 0.10 - - 250
88084 7.6 0.649 0.712 0.399 0.215 1.33 5835 +0.06 4.87 0.08 - - -
98618 7.7 0.642 0.713 0.404 0.208 1.10 5787 -0.07 4.78 0.09 - - -
108575 8.0 0.68 0.745 0.417 0.234 3.37 5745 +0.07 4.90 0.34 - - -
112257 7.9 0.665 0.758 0.417 0.223 2.30 5707 -0.05 4.76 0.11 - - -
114174 6.9 0.667 0.757 0.418 0.233 3.72 5737 +0.05 4.76 0.07 - - -
117939 7.4 0.669 0.738 0.409 0.208 0.83 5714 -0.13 4.96 0.07 140 120 -
134664 7.8 0.662 0.739 0.404 0.207 0.76 5746 -0.08 4.83 0.12 100 180 -
138573 7.3 0.656 0.745 0.413 0.228 1.24 5770 +0.05 4.85 0.07 130 120 -
139777 6.7 0.665 0.723 0.413 0.211 0.95 5715 -0.15 4.94 0.04 - - -
142072 7.9 0.670 0.749 0.420 0.210 3.21 5640 -0.26 4.83 0.11 120 170 —
145825 6.6 0.646 0.727 0.395 0.228 2.74 5895 +0.27 4.93 0.06 180 230 -
146233 5.6 0.652 0.736 0.400 0.221 0.78 5831 +0.13 4.83 0.04 340 230 380
150248 7.1 0.653 0.740 0.412 0.212 0.52 5723 -0.12 4.83 0.08 180 200 -
155114 7.6 0.637 0.720 0.396 0.197 4.27 5791 -0.12 4.85 0.09 140 120 - v
158222 7.9 0.667 0.727 0.414 0.219 0.99 5733 -0.06 4.83 0.08 - - -
164595 7.1 0.635 0.722 0.404 0.209 1.11 5790 -0.06 4.84 0.06 190 160 -
187237 7.0 0.660 0.718 0.402 0.215 0.62 5804 +0.03 4.88 0.05 - - 100
189567 6.1 0.648 0.718 0.399 0.199 2.76 5774 -0.13 4.90 0.04 - - -
189625 7.4 0.654 0.729 0.406 0.232 1.15 5840 +0.20 4.74 0.09 150 110 - W
190771 6.3 0.654 0.732 0.406 0.231 1.00 5834 +0.18 4.89 0.04 290 150 - W
202628 6.8 0.637 0.710 0.396 0.210 2.83 5845 +0.03 4.95 0.06 - - -
207043 7.7 0.660 0.737 0.410 0.228 0.80 5791 +0.09 5.01 0.08 130 160 -
214385 8.0 0.640 0.723 0.403 0.195 3.03 5740 -0.22 4.97 0.11 120 - - v
218739 7.2 0.658 0.716 0.398 0.212 1.53 5819 +0.04 4.86 0.16 - - -
222143 6.7 0.665 0.724 0.402 0.220 0.65 5814 +0.09 4.85 0.05 - - -

lar flux spectrum: Vesta, Ganymede, Callisto and lo. Theulsefra were normalized and ratioed to the Ganymede spectrum. We
spectral range was13600-4600, and the nominal spectral resaestimated errors in the flux spectra remaining from errothén
lution was R= 2 000. The exposure times were set to obtah S wavelength calibration as no larger than 1%. Errors dueéo th
around 100, and only a few cases fell short of this goal. Adlcsp normalization procedure were estimated by comparing the ra
tra were reduced in a standard way and wavelength-calthratspectra of Vesta, Callisto, and lo to that of Ganymede, and at
Offsets in the wavelength calibration were corrected by sigjfti tributing all fluctuations to random noise in the normalizat

all spectra to agree with the wavelength scale of the Gangmeah average value obi= 1.8% results. The Ganymede spectrum
spectrum. Spectra were then degraded to a resolution-8®0, was chosen as the preferred reference solar proxy. A siedlar
and the resulting 8l is better than 200 in all cases. The spercise with the spectra of five stars very similar to the Suhéir
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Table 2. The same as Tahl@ 1 for the 70 program stars withs®\@ < 9.0 and availablevbyphotometry. Owing to a management
error, we also observed two stars not inside the Hipparoosdk, HD 140690, and HD 216436, plus one star inside the bax, bu
withoutuvbyphotometry, HD 8291: the [I7d] of the latter was arbitrarily set to solar.

HD vieho (g_yylommson (g_\)¥eho (h_y) my Sc Ter PO [FeHlpnor MY o (M) 16145 16563 FEROS UV
3810 8.8 0.638 0.713 0.396 0.196 4.19 5792 -0.14 4.96 0.17 - - -
6512 8.2 0.656 0.746 0.407 0.224 0.30 5791 +0.09 4.81 0.12 - - -
8291 8.7 0.638 0.736 - - - 5794 +0.00 4.83 0.17 90 80 -
7678 8.3 0.646 0.718 0.399 0.223 1.18 5862 +0.17 4.91 0.11 - - -
12264 8.1 0.660 0.736 0.401 0.225 0.84 5833 +0.17 4.85 0.13 80 110 - v
15507 8.7 0.670 0.749 0.423 0240 6.46 5732 +0.06 4.87 0.14 - - -
15632 8.1 0.666 0.749 0413 0222 081 5736 —0.02 4.99 0.12 - - -
17439 8.7 0.668 0.747 0.416 0.237 3.33 5772 +0.13 5.00 0.12 - - -
19617 8.8 0.682 0.746 0.430 0.245 11.89 5692 +0.01 4.99 0.19 - - -
21543 8.3 0.619 0.713 0.388 0.176 14.44 5780 —0.31 5.00 0.14 - - -
26736 8.1 0.657 0.709 0.407 0.232 1.31 5846 +0.19 4.83 0.13 - - -
26767 8.1 0.640 0.724 0.395 0.224 241 5888 +0.22 4.88 0.17 - - -
27857 8.1 0.657 0.715 0.402 0.213 0.53 5802 +0.01 4.81 0.13 - - -
28068 8.1 0.651 0.734 0.409 0.226 0.46 5799 +0.09 4.80 0.16 - - -
31130 8.9 0.655 0.730 0.407 0.225 0.32 5807 +0.10 4.97 0.14 - - -
34599 8.4 0.660 0.737 0.405 0.222 0.21 5799 +0.09 5.00 0.10 - - -
35769 8.7 0.689 0.755 0412 0241 428 5789 +0.24 4.98 0.19 - - -
36152 8.3 0.657 0.752 0.408 0.224 0.37 5780 +0.08 4.99 0.13 - - -
41708 8.1 0.626 0.712 0.393 0.208 3.84 5862 +0.04 4.85 0.13 - - -
43180 8.4 0.658 0.734 0.390 0.212 4.16 5848 +0.12 4.87 0.10 - - - W
45346 8.7 0.661 0.738 0.399 0.219 0.95 5820 +0.12 4.78 0.12 - - -
75288 8.6 0.673 0.754 0.417 0.243 5.17 5779 +0.19 4.75 0.13 - - -
76332 8.6 0.620 0.735 0.405 0.213 0.99 5802 -0.03 4.99 0.17 - - -
78130 8.8 0.674 0.755 0.413 0.236 275 5777 +0.16 4.85 0.16 - - -
78660 8.4 0.665 0.724 0.406 0.227 0.62 5816 +0.14 4.91 0.14 - - -
81700 8.6 0.650 0.733 0.402 0211 0.53 5787 -0.01 4.89 0.11 - - -
90322 8.8 0.641 0.711 0.404 0.207 0.90 5785 —0.09 4.98 0.18 - - -
90333 8.4 0.676 0.738 0.404 0216 049 5768 +0.02 4.91 0.12 - - -
93215 8.1 0.670 0.758 0413 0235 250 5774 +0.15 4.75 0.12 - - -
98649 8.1 0.658 0.741 0.405 0.227 0.58 5816 +0.15 491 0.11 120 140 420
105901 8.3 0.626 0.728 0.395 0.197 4.58 5800 -0.11 4.78 0.13 110 250 240
110668 8.3 0.672 0.752 0.408 0.223 0.54 5763 +0.06 4.74 0.15 - - -
110869 8.1 0.662 0.748 0.414 0.223 0.97 5737 -0.02 4.81 0.10 - - -
110979 8.1 0.654 0.751 0.408 0.214 0.16 5746 —-0.05 4.77 0.13 - - -
111069 8.7 0.630 0.720 0.399 0.236 3.17 5921 +0.33 4.87 0.19 - - -
111938 8.5 0.632 0.713 0.407 0.207 0.98 5774 -0.12 4.91 0.13 - - -
115231 8.5 0.667 0.756 0419 0217 229 5671 -0.16 4.86 0.15 - - -
115382 8.5 0.630 0.731 0.408 0.205 1.16 5750 —0.16 4.80 0.17 140 110 330
118598 8.3 0.652 0.721 0.407 0.213 0.12 5772 -0.05 4.84 0.13 130 130 -
121205 9.0 0.675 0.756 0.395 0.212 2.61 5791 +0.07 4.87 0.19 - - -
123682 8.4 0.690 0.756 0.410 0.209 156 5679 -0.14 4.93 0.14 - - -
126267 8.9 0.680 0.743 0.421 0.229 3.97 5700 -0.04 4.83 0.16 - - -
129920 8.3 0.659 0.711 0.409 0.211 0.40 5754 -0.10 4.90 0.09 - - -
133430 8.6 0.669 0.729 0.406 0.196 2.39 5695 —0.25 4.99 0.11 - - -
134702 8.4 0.645 0.716 0.405 0.213 0.28 5794 -0.03 491 0.16 - - -
140690 8.6 0.659 0.729 0.415 0.210 1.19 5699 —0.19 4.74 0.12 110 160 -
143337 8.1 0.639 0.729 0.406 0.180 7.03 5664 —0.45 4.80 0.15 80 180 -
153458 8.1 0.652 0.723 0.405 0.216 0.09 5794 +0.01 4.85 0.12 140 100 -
154221 8.7 0.640 0.710 0.402 0.232 1.78 5888 +0.25 4.77 0.21 - - -
155968 8.5 0.687 0.752 0.416 0.245 596 5782 +0.23 4.86 0.15 - - -
157750 8.1 0.670 0.721 0.405 0231 1.26 5834 +0.20 4.88 0.16 110 120 -
158415 8.4 0.681 0.744 0.406 0.222 0.71 5769 +0.08 4.85 0.09 - - -
163441 8.5 0.685 0.750 0.402 0217 1.14 5767 +0.06 4.76 0.15 - - -
163859 8.6 0.660 0.753 0.411 0213 045 5717 -0.10 4.92 0.10 - - -
BD+153364 8.7 0.647 0.733 0.411 0.213 1.38 5744 -0.10 4.83 0.17 110 150 -
171226 8.9 0.648 0.720 0420 0233 370 5767 +0.02 4.97 0.19 - - -
181199 8.2 0.656 0.752 0.407 0199 173 5694 -0.22 4.78 0.26 - - -
183579 8.8 0.653 0.727 0.399 0.216 0.90 5824 +0.08 4.91 0.17 - - -
188298 8.5 0.657 0.718 0.408 0.229 0.81 5822 +0.14 4.92 0.17 - - -
191487 8.6 0.654 0.729 0.390 0.217 4.01 5873 +0.19 4.79 0.16 100 130 -
200633 8.4 0.639 0.728 0.406 0.201 1.46 5741 —0.19 4.76 0.16 - - -
202072 8.2 0.665 0.725 0.399 0.198 2.80 5749 -0.14 4.78 0.13 90 100 -
204627 8.7 0.610 0.727 0.391 0.196 7.20 5833 —0.09 4.98 0.16 - - -
206772 8.4 0.653 0.709 0.394 0.210 2.77 5842 +0.06 4.79 0.10 - - -
209262 8.1 0.687 0.752 0.411 0225 146 5739 +0.05 4.77 0.13 - - -
211786 8.1 0.666 0.726 0.394 0.197 4.46 5771 -0.10 4.96 0.11 130 100 -
214635 8.7 0.672 0.733 0.400 0211 1.10 5779 +0.01 4.91 0.16 - - -
215942 8.1 0.664 0.723 0.404 0213 0.31 5778 -0.01 4.80 0.11 - - -
216436 8.7 0.676 0.740 0.415 0.222 1.80 5720 -0.04 4.74 0.11 70 100 -
221343 8.4 0.657 0.733 0.404 0.235 1.75 5858 +0.26 4.84 0.14 50 40 -
BD+405199 8.2 0.652 0.731 0.397 0.191 4.77 5742 -0.21 5.01 0.10 - - -
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Table 3. The same as Tablé 1 for the Galilean satellites and Vestar(tak proxies of the solar flux spectrum) plus stars selected

in the Bright Star Catalogue (Hiteit & Jaschek 19971; Hileit!|[1991) to have both theiB(— V) and U — B) colors similar to the

solar ones.
HD viyeho (g _y)lohnson (B_\)Tveho (h_y) my  Sc Ter P [FeHlphot MY o (MP™") 16145 16563 FEROS UV
Ganymede - - - - - - - - - - 250 330 510
Callisto - - - - - - - - - - 440 230 - W
Europa - - - - - — — - - — 390 290 — -
lo - - - - - - - - - - - 250 - v
Vesta - - - - - - - - - - - - W
9562 5.8 0.639 0.709 0.389 0.221 543 5919 +0.24 3.47 0.05 - - - W
16141 6.9 0.670 0.751 0.424 0211 4.87 5614 -0.31 4.12 0.11 - - - W
19467 7.0 0.645 0.734 0.409 0.200 1.63 5709 -0.23 4.56 0.06 - - - W
28255 6.0 0.659 0.730 0.397 0.227 1.94 5868 +0.24 3.81 0.08 - - - W
94340 7.1 0.645 0.702 0.398 0.204 2.93 5811 -0.05 4.03 0.10 210 250 -
101563 6.5 0.651 0.719 0.410 0.206 0.91 5731 -0.17 3.41 0.08 - - 210
105590 6.8 0.666 0.753 0.404 0.233 4.20 5884 +0.34 4.65 0.63 170 180 -
111398 7.2 0.660 0.724 0.420 0.223 2.65 5717 -0.10 4.37 0.09 - - 440
119550 7.0 0.631 0.698 0.411 0202 3.23 5744 -0.23 3.09 0.14 170 160 -
159222 6.6 0.639 0.722 0.404 0219 0.60 5823 +0.06 4.72 0.04 240 200 - v
159656 7.2 0.641 0.711 0.405 0.210 0.98 5790 -0.06 4.61 0.09 130 170 N
186408 6.0 0.643 0.728 0.410 0211 0.51 5750 -0.11 4.36 0.04 180 -
221627 6.9 0.666 0.739 0.421 0.204 3.82 5622 -0.35 3.47 0.10 250 160 - v

UV spectral features yieldedrl= 1.6%. We estimate thabl~

Table 4. The Fa and Far transitions used in the spectroscopic

2% is a conservative estimate of the flux ratio uncertaintyref analysis. The first two columns are self-explanatory; thedth
spectral features in the UV spectra, betw@8@00 and1i4500. and fourth columns are, respectively, the (ral)s measured
Shortward 013700 the lower 8\ and very strong blending in- off the OPD and FEROS Ganymede spectra (both in mA); the

troduce a larger uncertainty in the ratio spectra of striomegd

fifth column is the lower excitation potential (&V); and the last

stars. Samples of the unratioed and ratioed spectra arexshowcolumn is the logy f derived from the OPD spectra.

Fig.[3.
Wavelength . W, W, X
_ _ _ A) 9 Species (OPD) (FEROS) (ev) 1099f
The main goal for the UV data is to verify to what extent,
in the spectra of solar analogs, the strength of the CN and CH gg;g'gig EZ: gié gi'g j'gg :8'31‘21
bands, both very sensitive to the stellar atmospheric petiens) 6084105  Fell 557 551 390 -3.717
remain similar to the solar ones. Also, the flux ratio at theeco 6089574  Fel 40.9 413 502 —-0.811
of the Car H and K lines, attd 3968 and 3934, is very sensitive 6093.649 Fel 36.8 37.6 4.61 -1.263
to the stellar chromospheric filling, and therefore to agégast 6096.671 Fel 44.9 41.1 3.98 -1.692
within ~2 Gyr of the ZAMS ((Pace & Pasquini_2004). 6102.183  Fel 922 869 4.83-0.144
6149.249 Fell 38.4 37.5 3.89 -2.752
6151.623 Fel 52.1 52.8 2.18 -3.292
6157.733 Fel 69.4 66.1 4.07 -1.143
There are 24 stars in our sample witF'$° < 8.0, color sim- 6159.382  Fel 146 140  4.61-1.827
ilarity index & < 1.50 (corresponding to as3similarity) and g?gggj Eg: ‘71;'8 é’f'é ‘21"%;' :é'ggé
accessible from the southern hemisphere. All of them wefe ob  glac'704  Fe| 20.7 172 565 -0.695
served at either the OPD or FERXESO, excepting HD 28471 6187.995 Fel 49.4 49.9 3.94 -1.646
and HD 88084. Actually, only four northern objects matching g191.571  Fel 1341 136.4 2.43-1.600
the above criteria, HD 70516, HD 98618, HD 139777,and HD 6200.321  Fel 81.2 76.7 2.61-2.274

158222 are inaccessible from either the OPD or FEROS locas=
tions. In Tables 1, 2, and 3, the available spectral datadohe
star is indicated. Quality checks were performed on the mea-
suredW,s following the same procedure as discussed in detgil Results
by/Porto de Mello et al.| (2008). Saturated lines were elitgida
by a 2r clipping on the relation of reduced widt, /1 with line
depth, and no lines were measured beyond the linearity. limifor the determination of the atmospheric paramelgfs logg
Also, no trend is expected in the relation of the line fuldii- and [FgH], we employed a strictly dierential analysis with the
half-maximum and reduced width, since the line widths are d8un as the standard star. The expectation of this appro#uétis
fined by the instrumental profile. The measuk¥gs were cor- systematic errors in the measurement of line strengthgethe
rected to bring them onto a system compatible with the Voigtesentation of model atmospheres, and the possible pesénc
fitted W, s ofiMeylan et al. [(1993). This correctioni%.0% for non-local thermodynamic equilibrium (NLTE)fects, will be
the OPD and+6.0% for the FEROESOW,s . In Tabld % we greatly lessened, given the high similarity of all prograiars
list the Fa and Far lines used with the corresponding excitatiornd the Sun. For each spectroscopic data set, at least arte poi
potentials and) f—values derived. Th&/;s measurements of all source solar proxy was observed in a manner identical tamfhat
analyzed stars are available upon request. the stars.

5.1. Spectroscopic atmospheric parameters
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Fig. 4. Left Sample of normalized OPD spectra in tt&145 spectral range. The nominal resolution is R0 000, and the spectra
SN, from top to bottom, are 340 (HD 146233), 120 (HD 19518) a@ (HD 191487). Some of the kFand Far lines used in
this spectral range for deriving atmospheric parametersraarked by the vertical dashes. The spectra are arbitdisihtaced on
the vertical axisRight Sample of normalized OPD spectra in tt8563 spectral range. The nominal resolution is R0 000, and
the spectra 8\, from top to bottom, are 230 (HD 146233), 200 (HD 159222y 480 (HD 191487). The spectra are arbitrarily
displaced on the vertical axis.
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Fig.5. Left Sample of normalized ESOV spectra in thel14220-4390 range, around thd310 CH bandhead. The nominal reso-
lution is R= 800, and the spectra are arbitrarily displaced on the & uids.Right Sample ratioed ESOV spectra, normalized to
the solar (Ganymede) spectra, in thi8600-4500 range. The spectra are arbitrarily displaceadvertical axis, and the horizontal
red lines mark the unitary flux ratios for each object. Theeatbtines are, from left to right, respectively, the approate central
wavelength of thel3870 CN bandhead, the central wavelengths of the K and Hli@as, and the approximate central wavelength
of the 14310 CH bandhead. Theriflux ratio error bar is shown in red.

Solargf-values were determined for the Fand Far spec- V)’°"son (B — V)™eho and p — y) color indices, coupled to
tral lines, from solaM,;s measured f6 the Ganymede spectrathe spectroscopic metallicity derived from theifi@es. Model
(corrected to the Woigt scale), and an LTE, 1-D, homogeneocatnospheres were interpolated at each step, until therspect
and plane-parallel solar model atmosphere from the grid dgeopic [F¢H] agreed with the model input. Once the photometric
scribed by Edvardsson et al. (1993). The adopted paranfetersTq; are fixed, the log was varied until consistency was achieved
the Sun wer@ ¢ = 5780 K, surface gravity log = 4.44, [F¢H] between the Feand Far abundances, to a tolerance of 0.01 dex.
= +0.00 and¥ = 1.30 kms®. The adopted solar absolute abunThe microturbulence velocity in all steps was set by thetimia
dances (which are inconsequential in &etiential analysis) are of Edvardsson et gl (1993), as a functionTgf and logg. The

those of Grevesse & Noels (1993), apfivalues were indepen- photometric calibration and set of Més of each star uniquely
dently generated for the OPD and FEROS data sets. determines the atmospheric parameter solution.

The atmospheric parameters of the program stars were deter-It is noteworthy that excellent agreement was obtained for
mined by iterating the photometrity (calibrations for which the control stars between the atmospheric parameters fiom t
are described in the Appendix) determined from tlie < independent determinations based on OPD data, for three sta
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The average dierences, respectively, fogg , l0gg, and [F¢H] Table 5. Atmospheric parameters of the solar analogs with
are 13 K, 0.06 dex and 0.03 dex, well within the errors of théycn, < 8.0. First col. is HD number; second and third cols. are
analysis. Similarly, for seven stars in common between tAB O the photometric and & Tegs (the former derived from the final
and FERO#E SO data sets, the mealffdrence in the sense OPDadopted spectroscopic metallicity); fourth col. is theization
minus FEROS, foff¢t , logg and [Fé¢H] is +19 K, +0.02 dex surface gravity; and last col. is the spectroscopic metlli

and +0.06 dex, respectively, also well within the errors of the

analysis. We may thus regard the two data sets as homogeneous T ©OOr T Ho o
and we show the spectroscopic parameters for all obseraesd st HD ) k)  1099°"  [FeH]
in Tables 5, 6, and 7. For the control objects, we list theayed Sun 5777 5777 444 10,00
. . . u . +U.
values of all available determinations. 2308 5720 =605 444 -099
9986 5820 448 +0.09

13724 5820 5790 4.16 +0.24
19518 5780 - 434 -0.11
Additional dfective temperatures were determined for those 34232 5;?8 5??8 2-18 _8-82
stars observed in the OPD in th&6563 range by fitting 22821 2690 2680 458 t0-08
the Hx line profiles byl Lyra & Por Mellb [ (2005), so we ' :

- . . 30495 5840 5800 4.36 +0.09
refer the reader to this paper for details. For the Galilean 32963 5800 i

5.2. Effective temperature from the Ha profile

satellites, noTe; determination from K was provided by 35041 5810 _ ijg tg:gg
Lvra & Porto de Mello /(2005): for these objects and for some 37773 5700 - 4.32 +0.04
stars also not analyzed by these authors, we determinedathe H 66653 5840 - 440 +0.15
Ter Using exactly the same procedure. The plrofile wings 68168 5780 - 442 +0.11
are very sensitive td¢r but barely respond to the other atmo- 71334 5770 5650 4.50 -0.06
spheric parameters. They are particularly insensitive ébain ;gg?g gggg 5790 :-242 +8-ég
I . H - . +0.

licity (Fuhrmann et al.l 1993), and therefore a robust indepe 117930 5730 5800 441 010

dent check onTg; . The average uncertainty of theg (Ha)

determinations is a direct function of the spectraN Sgiven 134664 5810 o830 436 +0.13

138573 5760 5740 4.42 +0.00

the very strong similarity in parameters of all the program 142072 5790 5790 4.46 +0.20
stars. This was estimated by the error analysis provided by 145825 5840 5830 452 +0.07
((2005), ané o >(Ter (Ha)) = 50 K 146233 5790 5800 4.48 -0.03

resulted. Thes@ss are very closely tied to the sol@gs zero 150248 5750 5750 4.38 -0.04
point since a perfectly soldry is retrieved for the spectra of all 155114 5830 5810 4.46 -0.02
the solar proxies (the Galilean satellites) (TdHle 7). Thetp- 164595 5810 5770 4.67 -0.04
metric and H Ters scales therefore share the same zero point, 187237 5850 - 4.48 +0.16
and any systematidiset still to be gauged only remain in scale. 189625 5870 5810  4.45 +0.27
. 190771 5840 5820 456 +0.19

We note, however, that this good agreement should not be 207043 5790 5760 455 +0.07
taken in an absolute sense. More sophisticated modelingeof t 214385 5730 _ 424 —0.26

solar Balmer profiles (Barklem et al. _2002) point to sliglit o
sets between observations and theory, possibly due to beth i

consistencies in the atmospheric models and the line breade

ing physics. Although very successful in recovering many ob

servational features of the real Sun, even very recent 3D-mod

els [Pereira et dl. 20113) still cannot reproduce the solémBa

profiles perfectly. Our good internal consistency betwelea-p 1N result wasr(logg) = 0.20 dex for the OPD and 0.15 for the
tometric and K Teg scale should thus be regarded only in EEROS data.
relative sense for solar-type stars in the context of atasdiD
modelling.

5.4. Masses and ages

5.3. Uncertainties in the atmospheric parameters For all stars with both a photometric andH ¢ determination,

we obtained a straight average to produce an internally prere
Formal errors are estimated as follows: for the metallicitgise value off ot , where the errors of the determinations are very
[Fe/H], we adopt the average standard deviation of the disimilar. A comparison of the twd; scales (Figl6) reveals ex-
tribution of abundances derived from the iHmes. This was cellent internal consistency: nearly all stars are coeginithin
o([Fe/H]) = 0.08 dex, for the OPD spectra, and ood{fFe/H]) = 1o, and only one object, HD 71334, deviates by more than 2
0.04 dex, for the FEROS spectra (owing to the much beftdr Sof the expected identity relation. The internal compouneed
of the latter). The error of the photometiiigy is afected by the ror of the averag& s for stars with both determinationsds ~
metallicity error. For two stars with/N that are representative30 K ando ~ 35 K, for FEROS and OPD stars, respectively.
of the sample, we estimated tiig; uncertainty due to the inter- We adopt, conservatively;(<Ter >) = 40 K in the following
nal T standard deviation of the color calibrations, adding thaiscussion. For the stars with bothetand photometridegs ,
metallicity error. The values were(Tet ) = 50 K for the OPD these averaged values were used to plot them in a grid of theo-
spectra andr(Ter ) = 40 K for the FEROS spectra. The erroretical HR diagrams by the Geneva group (Schaller &t al. 11992
in logg was estimated, for the same three representative st&@shaerer et al._19093, and references therein). Only theophot
by evaluating the variation in this parameter which produge metricTe;S were used for the other stars. Bolometric corrections
disagreement of & between the abundances of iFend Far. were obtained from the tables of Flower (1996), and masses
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Table 6. Same as Tab[g 5 for the 80Vt < 9.0 stars.

HD Teff color Teff Ha |Og gion [FeH]
(K) (K)
8291 5810 5860 430 +0.03
12264 5810 5810 454 +0.06
98649 5770 5780 4.63 -0.02
105901 5840 5850 450 -0.01
115382 5780 5790 4.40 -0.08
118598 5800 5730 452 +0.02
140690 5780 5790 4.40 +0.06
143337 5750 5760 4.36 -0.19
153458 5850 5810 4.44 +0.20
157750 5840 5850 454 +0.21
BD+15 3364 5800 5770 4.40 +0.07
191487 5820 5820 4.24 -0.01
202072 5750 5740 4.48 -0.17
211786 5780 5800 4.42 -0.09
216436 5750 5760 3.94 +0.04
221343 5800 5710 4.05 +0.04

5900

5850

5800

T,,, (Ho) (K)

5700 - e

5650 F m HD 71334

5600 1 1 1 1
5640 5680 5720 5760 5800 5840 5880

Tc“ (colors) (K)

Fig. 6. Photometric and hl TegS compared. The thin black line
is the identity relation, the red line is a linear least-sgsdit,
the two dotted lines bound the identity relation by 50 K, amal t
two thick black lines are the 95% confidence limits of the fiteT
only star to deviate significantly from the identity is HD B43

Table 7. Same as Tablel 5 for the solar proxies and stars with

UBYV colors similar to the solar ones.

and ages were interpolated in the diagrams. Astrometrfacair

Teﬂ‘ color

Teff Ha

on

HD ) ) logg [FeH]
Ganymede - 5780 - -

Callisto 5770 5760 452 -0.04
Europa 5780 5770 4.48 -0.02
Sky 5770 - 456 -0.03
94340 5870 5840 3.99 +0.14
101563 5750 - 3.70 -0.12
105590 5790 5760 458 +0.02
111398 5780 - 4.28 +0.08
119550 5830 5780 3.98 +0.02
159222 5850 5830 4.34 +0.14
159656 5840 5850 4.32 +0.09
186408 5820 - 440 +0.11
221627 5790 5810 4.14 +0.17

gravities were derived from the well-known equation:

ol gl oo

and their uncertainties (compounding errors in masg,, and
luminosity in the equation above), along with bolometriaymia

-
eff —log L
Teﬂ»‘O L@

(@)

complete quantitative investigation to a forthcoming pajpe
Tabld11 we list all results of this analysis, focused on tiey-
ior of the CN and CH bandheads, respectively centered rgughl
at 13870 and14310, and the CaH and K lines. It is apparent
that nearly all analyzed stars have detectable or strofigrdi
ences with respect to the solar spectrum. Particularlyifsignt
are the diferences in the CH and CN bands, which are very sen-
sitive to the stellar atmospheric parametergtédences in the H
and K line cores can be ascribed tdfeient levels of chromo-
spheric filling-in at the epoch of the observations and isaot
direct flag of atmospheric parameterffeliing from the Sun’s.
These data are particularly useful for selecting good UV
analogs of the Sun. Such stars are desirable as solar prox-
ies for observing comets, which generally have strong emis-
sion in the CH and CN transitions (e.0., Feldman et al. _2004;
(Grudzifska & Barbol_1968). In the case of cometary observa-
tions concentrated in the UV, the real issue is not whether th
solar proxy has a strong color similarity to the Sun in the vis
ible, but rather if its CH and CN features reproduce the solar
ones well. Cometary emission usually has weak continuaaand
good representation of the solar UV flux around the key molec-
ular emission wavelengths is a necessity. Our list confains
stars that reproduce the solar CH and CN strengths very well,
but not the solar fill-in in the H and K lines; and two additibna

In Tables 8, 9, and 10 we list astrometric surface gravitistars that are indistinguishable from the Sun, within thersy

in the CNCH and H and K wavelengths, a fact of some impor-
tance since the latter transitions lie in the wings of tf@N and

tudes (and uncertainties), masses, and ages. It is seehdhiat 14056 G cometary emission lines for low-resolution observa-

ternal errors of the astrometric surface gravities are nsutdler

tions. We discuss these objects in the next section, alotty wi

than those of the ionization ones, and should be preferrdd-in the solar analog and solar twin candidates.
ciding the similarity of a given star to the Sun.

5.5. UV spectra

All stars observed in the UV at low resolution had their atmo-

6. Discussion

6.1. Different ways of masquerading as the Sun

spheric parameters obtained from spectroscopit{fseout HD Our spectroscopic analysis revealed a number of stars ttat n
6512 and HD 28068. We performed a qualitative analysis of taly possess a strong photometric similarity with the Sun pe
UV stellar spectra divided by that of the solar proxy Ganymedtaining the Paschen colors and the imdex, but not necessarily

Our analysis was limited to verifying any significant stiwretin

in the UV, as we discuss below. Many of these also have atmo-

the ratio spectra éiering from unity above the photon noise angpheric parameter$ , logg, and [F¢H] which are very simi-
normalization uncertainties (section 4.3), and we deferosem lar to the solar ones within the errors. These objects cambe ¢
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sidered as excellent solar analogs, are expected to hawxa spnalogs except for HD 139777, which is probably less luménou
tral flux distribution very similar to the Sun’s in the bluecared and cooler than the Sun, as well as poorer in metals. Paatlgul
spectral range, and can be used for any observational preeeddD 70516, HD 88084, HD 158222, and HD 222143 should be
that requires removal of the solar spectrophotometricadigne. further investigated since theig$®lus the photometrid e and
The inferred masses cluster tightly around the solar vatue: [Fe/H] suggest a strong likeness to the Sun.
deed, in Tables 8 and 9, corresponding to our Hipparcos ®8mpl | the fainter sample, errors in the §"™ absolute mag-
only two stars have massedfdring from solar by more than pjtydes are greater and the objects correspondingly less
0.1 Mo, and 74% of the objects have masses withh05 My interesting. Thirty stars are eligible as good solar phetin
of the solar value. In Table]L0, however, correspondingdsst matches by havingS< 1.50: HD 6512, HD 7678, HD 15632,
selected solely by UBV similarity and presence in the lists ¢p 26736, HD 27857, HD 28068, HD 31130, HD 34599,
2), various objectsfiér in mass from the Sun by yp 36152, HD 45346, HD 76332, HD 78660, HD 81700,
more than this amount, illustrating the drawbacks of pupdly- Hp 90322, HD 90333, HD 110668, HD 110869, HD 110979,
tometric criteria in identifying solar twins. On the otheartd, Hp 111938, HD 129920, HD 134702, HD 158415, HD 163441,
the ages of all analyzed stars range very widely, from the-zejyp 163859, HD 183579, HD 188298, HD 200633, HD 209262,
age main sequence (ZAMS) to values twice as old as the Sy 214635, and HD 215942. Most of the listed objects, ad-
Itis clear that stars with atmospheric parameters simdlahe jtionally, have Tycho absolute magnitude in agreement wit
solar ones span a wide range of evolutionary states, a fdbefu the solar one under as2criterion, but for only three objects:
stressing the dierences between solar analogs and solar twinsp 15632, HD 34599, and HD 36152. Two stars in this list have
and the importance of accurately determining atmosphetic Ry data, HD 6512 and HD 28068: they are very unlike the
rameters and luminosities in order to successfully idgrti®  syn in this wavelength range. This sample of 37 photometric
latter. _ o matches to the Sun is widely scattered across the sky, has
Cross-checking the color similarity indices of Tables 1 anghnveniently faint magnitudes, except perhaps for 10rescla

2 with the spectroscopic parameters from Tables 5, 6 ande’, QBlescopes, and may advantageously substitute Harddstss |
gleams that a number of stars that are photometrically airtol i, many useful contexts.

the Sun appear so due to a combination of atmospheric param-

eters: they are either hotteretal-richer or cool¢metal-poorer

than the Sun. The most noteworthy of such objects among th&. Solar analogs spectroscopically analyzed

brighter (Vrycho < 8.0) sample stars are HD 9986, HD 66653 . )

HD 73350, HD 117939, HD 134664, HD 187237, HD 189625$0Iar twins are automatically solar analogs, l:_)ut not therotlay
HD 190771. Examples among the fainter (&0/1ycho < 9.0) round: bona fide stars successfully reproducing not onlg e

sample stars are HD 153458 and HD 157750. They can be Sﬁ;&gctrophotometric prc_)perties but also its atmosphelriarp_a-
cessfully employed as photometric solar matches in a broS and state of evolution must be gauged through speopizsc
sense, for low-resolution spectroscopy of Solar Systeraaisj 2nalyses, to which we now tumn. In the following discussion,
but any analysis that can be influenced by subtfBedénces in Is Important to keep in mln_d that: the [fr§ uncertainty of the
the strength of metal lines should avoid these stars aspalar | =ROS data is 0.04 dex, in contrast to 0.08 dex for the OPD

ies. They are well spaced in right ascension and span decliﬁ ta; that the ‘1 internal uncertair]ty Mg iS, approximately,
tions fror):w—64 t0+30? g P %K for stars with both photometric andiHtieterminations, but

We divide our discussion of specific solar analogs and twindK if 0nly oneTer determination is available; and that the spec-

as follows. Purely photometric matches of the Sun, for whidfPSCOPIC (ionization) log (Tables 5, 6, and 7) is not a good
we could secure no spectroscopic data; solar analogs fahwhliScriminator between unevolved and evolved stars, buashe
spectroscopic data are available, some of them qualifysrepa trometric logg (Tables 5, 6, and 7) is.
lar twin candidates; stars selected solely from UBV colard a
presence in the Hardorp lists; and, lastly, stars matchiedow g 3 1. Brighter Hipparcos sample
resolution UV spectrum of the Sun. We close this section by pr
senting a new list of solar twin candidates having a high elegrThe metric we adopt to judge a star as a good photometric match
of photometric and spectroscopic resemblance to the Sun. to the Sun is § < 1.50, a 3~ match. When available, we also
consider activity data from the UV spectra (Tablé 11), ad wel
) as Hy radiative losses from_Lyra & Porto de Mello_(2005): on
6.2. Purely photometric matches to the Sun their scale, the value of the solar flux isf'= 3.44+ 0.45 (Ir),
Stars for which no spectroscopic observations are availednh in 10° ergs™. cm?. sec*. We discuss first those stars with only
be Judged as good photometric anak)gs to the Sun So|e|y %eTeﬁ d.etermln.atlon, for which conclusions carry |eSS- WE|ght
the S color similarity index and photometric atmospheric paln the brighter Hipparcos sample, there are four stars gditi
rameters, besides the Tycho absolute magnitude. In this wigtion, all of them analyzed with FEROS data and all without a
stars matching the solar colors can be revealed but not true 8@ Terr determination:
lar analogs and twins. Considering only stars with<$1.50, HD 9986 matches the Sun splendidly in its Bidex, but
there are seven stars in theyMo < 8.0 sample and 30 in the probably has higher metallicity than the Sun, ffe= +0.09
Vyeno > 8.0 sample. In the brighter sample, one such objett0.04 dex. Its absolute bolometric magnitude agrees with the
is the well-known solar twin HD 98618 (Meléndez etial._2Q06}olar one only very narrowly in as2sense. It is a fair solar ana-
which is reliably recovered in our procedure. The other tixss log candidate, although not a clear solar twin candidatejtye
are HD 28471, HD 70516, HD 88084, HD 139777, HD 158222etains some possibility of a solar twin candidacy and sthoel
and HD 222143[ Hardotp[ (1982) considered HD 70516 afidrther investigated.
HD 139777 as poor UV matches to the Sun. Further data may HD 66653 is very probably metal-richer at [F§ = +0.15+
decide if they are good solar analog or twin candidates. #l a0.04 dex, but probably also hotter, which could explain ésyv
good photometric matches to the Sun, and are also probdate sgood photometric similarity to the Sun. Its UV spectrum (see
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section 6.5) supports just suchTa; and [F¢H] match, balanc- lower than solar, K, = 2.33+ 0.45 (o), and we conclude it is
ing the spectroscopic and photometric properties to reketiie  a probable solar analog but only a marginal solar twin caatéid
Sun’s. Its chromospheric activity, judged by the H and Kifill- HD 138573 matches the Sun both photometrically and in
(Table[11) is equal to the solar one, and its absolute magmitlts atmospheric parameters. Its luminosity also agreds thi
agrees with the solar one to nearly.1lt is thus a good photo- solar one, and we conclude it is a good solar twin candidate,
metricandUV match to the Sun, but not a real solar analog. but for a much enhanced radiative loss in the ke, F'y, =

HD 88072 excellently matches the Sun in the photometfc22 + 0.45 (1), a value compatible with the Hyades cluster
sense, but its absolute bolometric magnitude points to @ tner (Lyra & Por Mellol 2005).
minous and evolved star. Since its atmospheric parametgchm ~ HD 146233 is the well known solar twin 18 Sco, HR 6060
the solar ones very closely, it appears to be a good solaognaind the only star in our Hipparcos sample brighter tha$#"¢
candidate but not a solar twin case, but it is a close enougtima= 6.0 (besides HD 30495). It is an excellent photometric match
to warrant further study. in the & index, its atmospheric parameters are solar witfn 1

HD 187237 is a very good solar photometric match, but it &d luminosity, mass, and age are all very close to solar. Our
very likely richer in metals than the Sun, at [Fg = +0.16+ Mmethod establishes it firmly as a good solar twin candidete!-|
0.04 dex. Its bolometric magnitude agrees well with the §uning confidence that additional candidates can be thus redeal
yet its Teg is probably hotter, explaining its position in the HRNevertheless its UV features are not exactly solar: the Qilba
diagram very close to the ZAMS. A good photometric matchS weaker, and it appears slightly less active than the Sthveif
but neither a solar analog nor a solar twin candidate. findI.thlhr(I)mOSPEe“C f":"”-%fs aCZtI\;IE_y |ea/i|5fr((;g‘) ﬂ\}SOHme

Concerning those stars in the brighter Hipparcos sample nENSI tly lower than solar, lr, = 2.71+ 0. - We note
with two T determinations and therefore more reliable datd}@ [(1982) did not consider HD 146233 as a close UV
still adopting & < 1.50, as a metric and considering lradia- Match to the Sun.

tive losses from Lyra & Porto de Melld_(2005), we have the fol- HD 150248is an excellent photometric match to the Sun, and
lowing for each. ’ its atmospheric parameters and luminosity are sunlikeirviitr.

g/lass and age also agree very well, the tddiative loss is solar
within the errors, and thus it is still another very good sthdn

HD 24293 photometrically matches the Sun well, but it i
possibly cooler than the Sun with its lower averdge= 5735K; :
its absolute bolometric magnitude is marginally solarat Bs candidate. . :

UV data show the same chromospheric activity level as the Sun HD 164595 1s also a gooql Ph‘?tom.etf'c match and has atmo-
a similar CN feature but a weaker CH feature, and its actagty spheric parameters a_nd Iummo_sn_y withior bf the solar_ones, .
judged by the K line agrees with the solar level. We concludéhe He radiative loss is sol_ar W'th'ﬂ the errors, a_nd this star is
it is a possible solar analog but an unlikely solar twin cdatg. another exgellent splar twin candidate. Interest :

HD 25874 has atmospheric parameters that are indistf)- ) mentions th|_s star as the one most resembllng the Sun,
guishable from solar besides a good idex, so it is an ex- _to(tjom_etr;(r:]allk//i in his sllDJrr]vety of %0 7((:)0ts|tars with WBVR mag-
cellent solar analog. Its luminosity is higher than solaliably n qusllg%gS i(;sgogoodop?\rggrr#:etrii amoagt.ch but is probably
established withr(Tycho Myg) = 0.03 dex. Activity as judged

by the Hx line agrees with the solar level. Our conclusion is thf?fgti;gl(;ﬂcggsritt)fra?];p{(eérsvvlli?&_l\ylth>[ﬁﬂ5§46%2; IliLkgI.oifelg.nQ-
it is not a solar twin candidate, but a prime solar analog. h Y eff ~ j y €xp

: ) tion for its good photometric similarity. Absolute magrdtuis
HD 71334 is an excellent photometric match to the Sun angh ginally solar within 2, and mass is probably higher than so-
also has atmospheric parameters very close to solar. tOBERg; The Hy radiative loss is slightly enhanced relative to solar,
data and additional & T determination establish it as a goo 'he = 4.55+ 0.45 (1r). It is neither a solar analog nor a solar

solar twin candidate since its luminosity matches the Samit i case.

appears more inactive than the Sunin its Hand K fill-in, whde HD 190771 is probably hotter and more metal-rich than the
activity level as judged by theddline agrees with the Sun’s. Its Sun, but a good photometric match. Its UV data point feedént
CH feature matches the Sun’s, but the CN band is much weak€fy and CH features and a much stronger chromospheric fill-in
This object warrants closer study. in the H and K lines, which agrees with its evolutionary piosit
~ HD 73350 photometrically matches the Sun very closely, befose to the ZAMS, despite absolute magnitude agreeing with
is probably richer in metals. It has both FEROS and OPD datfe solar one. This is confirmed by a much higher chromospheri
so this is probably a robust resulte is solar but luminosity flux in the Hx line, F'n, = 9.09+ 0.45 (1), a value compatible
is lower with 2 rellabmty. It lies close to the ZAMS and is awith the Hyades cluster or the very young Ursa Major moving
well known very active star (Lyra & Porto de Mello_2005) withgroup {Lyra & Por Melld 2005). Neither a solar analog nor
much higher activity than the Sun, so it is a good photometricsolar twin.
match but not a solar analog or twin candidate. We note that Hp 207043 matches the Sun well photometrically and has
(1982) did not consider it as a good UV match to th@mospheric parameters within the Sun's at theldvel, and
Sun. yet its absolute magnitude and evolutionary position pturda

HD 117939 is an excellent photometric match for the Suppunger star that is much less evolved than the Sun, which is
and also has atmospheric parameters very close to solae #n confirmed by its higher H radiative loss, R, = 4.76 + 0.45
luminosity also matches the Sun, itis a good solar twin azateéi (10-). Thus, a very good solar analog but no solar twin candidate.
and deserves additional analysis, but its activity leveirfithe The analysis of the atmospheric parameters, photometric
Ha line is higher than solar, k;, = 5.14+ 0.45 (I). similarities, and the evolutionary state of the brighterstin

HD 134664 is a close solar photometric match, but its metdhe Hipparcos sample yields, therefore, three possiblar sol
licity [Fe/H] = +0.13+ 0.08 dex is not as good a matchy is analogs, HD 9986 and HD 88072 (with only omg; determi-
solar within the errors and the luminosity also matches tiigsS nation) and HD 24293 (twd ¢ determinations), as well as two
within 1o, yet this star has the largest parallax error in theéefinite very good solar analogs, HD 25874 (with higher lumi-
brighter Hipparcos sample. Its activity level from the khe is  nosity than the Sun) and HD 207043 (with lower luminosity).
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The real bounty, however, is three possible solar twin adatds, [Fe/H] = +0.21+ 0.04 dex. Its absolute magnitude agrees very
HD 71334,HD 117939, and HD 134664, and three new excelleméll with the Sun’s, and the &l radiative loss is much higher
solar twin candidates: HD 138573 (more active than the Suhan solar, ), = 6.01+ 0.45 (). In the UV it has a solar CN
though), HD 150248, and HD 164595, besides a confirmatifeature but a weaker CH one, besides much stronger fill-in in
by our method of the known twin HD 146233, 18 Sco. Existinthe H and K lines, in good agreement with the Hata and an
data for Hy radiative losses, however, point to HD 117939 anitiferred evolutionary position close to the ZAMS. We deera it
HD 138573 having more enhanced chromospheric activity thegasonable photometric match, but neither a solar analog@ no
the Sun. twin.

Lastly, HD BD+15 3364 is a fair photometric match with at-
mospheric parameters, and absolute magnitude (with anadrro
0.16) in very good agreement with the solar ones, and alse a so
The stars of the fainter Hipparcos sample with £ 1.50 all lar level of radiative losses indd This object is clearly a good
have twoTe; determinations, and there are eight cases to diselar analog, and also a solar twin candidate: Hard 982
cuss. Errors in absolute bolometric magnitude in this samphentioned it as a close match to the solar UV spectrum.
range from 0.10 to 0.15, and conclusions concerning soliar tw
candidacy carry correspondingly less weight than in thghteir o )

Hipparcos sample. 6.4. UBV similarity and Hardorp list stars

HD 12264 is a good photometric match and has atmosph
parameters that all match the Sun’s withior.1The absolute
bolometric magnitude also matches the solar one, but its
spectrum is very unlike the solar one, also presenting mu
stronger fill-in in the H and K lines, confirmed by a much highey,
chromospheric flux in thedline, Fy, = 6.12 + 0.45 ().
Thus, it is a good solar analog but an unlikely solar twin ¢an«£
date: the higher errors in luminosity could have masked arn e
lutionary state close to the solar one, but existing datactinity
points towards a much younger star.

6.3.2. Fainter Hipparcos sample

®fifese stars were only selected on the basis of UBV similarity

the Sun and presence in Hardorp’s lists, and are therpfiire

pected to have much resemblance to the solar atmospleric p
eters and state of evolution. Five stars from Hardorgts |

ere spectroscopically analyzed. HD 105590 has atmospheri

arameters close to solar (but only ohg determination) but a

ery unsolar-like § index:ém [(1982) regarded it, though,

\4s a solar analog. HD 186408 was not considered by Hardorp as

a close case as solar analogs go, but it is photometricaltly ve

. similar to the Sun in the Sindex: its Ty is close to solar (but
HD 98649 closely maiches the Sun in photometry, atMgyis is judged from a single determination) and its/Hieap-

spheric parameters, and absolute magr_1itude. It has no WY d% ars higher than solar within the uncertainty. Previous-an
but the chromospheric flux gauged bwlis solar within L. It yses [(Friel et al|_1993: Porto de Mello & da SilVa_1997) con-
is an excellent solar analog and a clear case for solar twidi€a f, this star as. a good analog but not a solar twin. Two other
dacy, besides one of the lowest errors in absolute magnitudg 5 rqorp stars with Sindices close to solar turn out not to be
the fainter Hipparcos sample. _ solar analogs at all: on the one hand, HD 159222, considered a
HD 115382 is a good photometric match and has atmpr,se solar UV match by Hardorp, is hotter, richer in metis]

spheric parameters very close to solar. lisdtiromosphericflux 1, re evolved than the Sun: on the other hand, HD 101563, con-
also matches the Sun's, and the absolute magnitude agrées Wereq by Hardorp as a bad UV match to the Sun, is much more
the solar value though only within a large error of 0.16. TuS 55sjve, more evolved, and poorer in metals. One more Hardor
is a good solar analog and still a solar twin candidate. star, but only judged by its UV spectroscopy, is HD 28255: it

HD 118598 is a nearly perfect photometric maich to the Sufjyes not resemble the Sun in either its CN and CH features or it
besides having atmospheric parameters and absolute rlmcignlgC index.

closely solar. Its 4 radiative loss also agrees with the Sun’s,

and its absolute magnitude error of 0.12 dex is at the lower e
in the fainter Hipparcos sample. We conclude it is a goodrsolgnd
analog and a solar twin candidate.

Eight stars were selected by having solar UBV colors within
adopted errors. Four of these have only UV spectroscopy,
only one, HD 16141 turns out to have CN and CH features

HD 140690 is an interesting case in that it was selected or?r_fs/zenrgblgnlgntgse_ %\lljen ;l(skz)u;zé;/;et?]er chros hegg)mflc;m?jﬂitcas

in an incipient version of our Hipparcos color-absolute miag a bad UV match to the Sun, at variance with us. ksilex

tude boxes. It is more luminous than the Sun, a good phommi%t,'however, very non-solar. The remaining four stars witlais

rlﬁirgh?gret?rg}nagglgfsl taitsmgzgnerg;\E’:rramgézrzgl];t :g:sd'bUBV colors were spectroscopically analyzed, but none ace ph
9 : y Y9 Y tometrically similar to the Sun or has a strong resemblance i

not a solar twin. In the UV, however, it is the closest match t 4 :

the Sun in our sample, indistinguishable in the CN and CH feat—mOSpherIC andr evolutionary parametgrs.

tures and also in the chromospheric fill-in in the H and K lines Th? results for these stars further illustrate the danger of
Its Ha radiative loss also matches the Sun’s, and it is therefdfB00SIng solar analogs from scarce data.

a very good solar analognd a perfect UV analog. It is a very

interesting spectrophotometric proxy of the Sun in a veryeni g 5 (Jjtraviolet matches to the solar spectrum

wavelength range.

HD 153458 is an excellent photometric match to the Surhere are 37 stars that could be compared to the Sun in the
but is without doubt hotter and richer in metals, witfies > UV range at low resolution (TableIL1). Still undiscussed are
= 5830K and [FgH] = +0.20+ 0.08 dex. Its absolute magni-HD 26767 and HD 43180 from the fainter Hipparcos sample,
tude agrees very well with the Sun’s, and the Hhdiative loss and for which no additional data is available but for the U¥sp
is much higher than solar, f, = 6.15+ 0.45 (1r-). A good pho- troscopy: none of them closely resemble the Sun in their W fe
tometric match, but neither a solar analog nor a twin. tures or have a sunlikecSndex. We found four stars with both

HD 157750 is a fair photometric match but is another casestrong g similarity to the Sun and solar-like GNH features.
of a star hotter and richer in metals, wilTe > = 5845K and Two of these have already been discussed above: HD 66653 is
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photometrically similar to the Sun, but this is probably og;i twin HD 146233 (a.k.a. 18 Sco) for comparison. At the top of
as seen above, to a combination of higfigr and [F¢H] . Its the list there are six stars from the brighter Hipparcos samp
UV features are very similar to the Sun, including the chremdhree of them “probable” twins, and three only “possiblefrtsy
spheric fill-in in the HK lines, and it is proposed as a goo@solwith weaker claims. The atmospheric and evolutionary param
proxy in the UV. The other one, HD 140690, is a very good seers are shown with their errors (excepting mass, for whiobre
lar analog strongly resembling the Sun in its iBdex, besides are usually 0.02-0.03 solar masses, and age, for whichsaarer
having the UV spectrum indistinguishable from the solar.dhe generally so large as to preclude definite conclusions) vead
is a rare case in which the atmospheric parameters, the &asckiso provide comments on the chromospheric activity IéMed
colors, and the UV spectral features are very solar-likg, ian last four entries in the table correspond to stars from theda
can therefore be proposed as an excellent photometricqaoflo Hipparcos sample, two of these being “probable” solar tyins
the Sun in a wide wavelength range, a very interesting objexnid two more classified as “possible” twins. The very best can
indeed. Nevertheless it is not a solar twin candidate, sinise didates are HD 150248 and HD 164595, which match the Sun
more luminous and probably more evolved than the Sun. well in every parameter plus the level of chromospheriovégti
There are two other stars withc < 1.50 and very solar- and which belong to the brighter Hipparcos sample, so have re
like UV features. The first is HD 159656. It was selected fromuced errors in parallax and luminosity. In the fainter Hipms
Hardorp’s lists, is a good photometric match to the Sun, sutsample, HD 98649 and HD 118598, which also match the Sun
definitely hotter than the Sun, as well as probably beingefichperfectly, have reasonable uncertainties in luminosityl are
in metals/ Hardorp[(1982) did not mention it as a good solatso chromospherically inactive. These stars will be sttbjbto
match in the UV. Its chromospheric H and K fill-in is also mucla more detailed scrutiny, including the lithium abundancd a
stronger than the Sun’s. Secondly we have HD 221343: it is randditional chromospheric activity indicators, in a forhting
a good photometric match, its atmospheric parameters &e depaper.
mined from poor §\ data, and its H and K emission is much HD 146233, 18 Sco, remains the only one brighb@r <
stronger than solar. Our results suggest it is probablyehatid 6.0) solar twin candidate or confirmed solar twin known so far
richer in metals than the Sun. Our analysis thus presenis oWfe may ask, given the completeness of the data used as input
HD 140690 as a truly good photometric analog to the Sun alsoour survey, what the probability is of finding still othews-s
with a UV spectrum that is strongly solar-like. lar twin candidates among the™"° < 8.0 stars. This can be
Two other objects merit comment: HD 16141, already diseughly estimated as follows. Among the G-typeY¥° < 8.0
cussed above, is a very poor photometric match to the Sun, atal's in the Hipparcos catalog, completeness in Ehe Y)veno
it only has UV spectroscopic data, but its CN and CH featureslor is 95%. We selected 52 stars for our survey within this
are indistinguishable from solar. Its H and K emission iskeza magnitude limit, and supposing that 5% are missing, theze ar
than solar. Its purely photometrigs and [F¢H] point to its be- 2.6 stars we failed to select. We spectroscopically andlyfe
ing cooler and metal-poorer than the Sun. Finally, HD 68558 $tars among the 52 star sample, and found four “probable” so-
not a good photometric solar match, but again it has very suar twin candidates, which, plus the previously know sohdans
like CN and CH features, yet weaker H and K fill in. Our sped-D 146233 and HD 98618, gives a total of six solid twin candi-
troscopic analysis suggests it is richer in metals than thetfsit  dates. Thus, among 30 analyzed stars, we have six twin candi-
it possesses soldgs within errors, based on only ofig; deter- dates, a rate of 20%. There are, as a consequengg,2®5
mination. stars missing from our survey, owing to incompletenesschvhi
The UV wavelength range is thus a very fine discriminare probable twin candidates. Now, because there are seren s
tor of solar analogs and it is apparent that the CN and CH faa-our brighter sample for which we could not secure spectro-
tures, evenin low resolution, can bring ouffdirences iMg and  scopic data (leaving aside HD 98618, accepted as a knowj twin
[Fe/H] between stars and the Sun which are, at best, very hardatod which have §< 1.50, there remains a possibility that.4
reveal by spectroscopic analyses. The UV approach clealy wof these are probable twins that we have so far failed to ifyent
rants deeper analysis with more data, which we plan to ptes&iven that among 52 stars selected for the brighter Hipgarco
in a forthcoming paper. sample, only two, or 3.8%, are brighter tha®W¥%° = 6.0, there
Good solar twins appear unequivocally linked to a fair phds at best (1.40.5) times 0.038~ 0.076 stars with Weh° <
tometric similarity to the Sun as inferred from ows Bidex. In 6.0, which are probable solar twin candidates, and we faied
Figure[T we plot oufTgss versusthe spectroscopic [Ad]s , ther to select in the first place or to analyze specotrosedipic
shown as & contours, for two dierent regimes of color sim- This figure is probably overestimated since completenetgein
ilarity to the Sun: all analyzed stars and only those with SHipparcos catalog fallsfbbetween e < 6.0 stars and our
< 3.0. This plot illustrates in greater detail what has alyeadnagnitude limit \/Y¢"° = 8.5, meaning that it is very unlikely
been gleamed from Figuié 3: stars with atmospheric parametiat solar twins any brighter than HD 146233 remain undetkct
very similar to the Sun’s automatically produce high simitia
in Sc as well, but there is a locus in which stars witl; and
[Fe/H] values quite dierent from solar may mimic a high degre
of similarity to the Sun. Roughly, for ever0.1 dex increase in We have reported a photometric and spectroscopic survey of
[Fe/H], a parallek-36 K increase i leaves g unchanged. A solar twin stars that is photometrically all-sky, complete to
spectroscopic analysis is then needed to remove the deggneso pc, and partially complete out to 50 pc, and involving 136
and separate true solar analogs from stars merely mimickingolar-type stars. We derived photomeffig:s and photometric
strong spectrophotometric similarity to the Sun. metallicities [FgH] for the whole sample and ranked these
stars relative to the Sun by means of a photometric simjlarit
index. Spectroscopic parameters based on moderate-tiesolu
high-SN spectra were also derived for a subsample of 55
In Table 12 we list ten stars pointed out by our survey aséster stars, and for these we derived spectroscopic metallgitie
ing new solar twin candidates, along with the Sun and the knowhotometricTess based on the spectroscopic metallicities, and

e7. Conclusions

6.6. New solar twin candidates
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Fig.7. Left The color similarity index & plottedversusthe final photometrid@ s (obtained from the spectroscopic [Ags) and
the spectroscopic [FAd]s for all spectroscopically analyzed stars. The vertozdbred bar is coded by thesSalues: note that the
scale of the coding is fierent between the two plotRight The same as the left panel, but for the stars wigh<S3.0. It is clear
that a combination of hgnetal rich and coginetal poor parameters defines an area of good photometilasiynto the Sun, and
also that the stars with the highest color similarity to the Save atmospheric parameters more tightly clusterechdrthe solar
values.

Table 12. New solar twin candidates identified in this work. Columng2and 4 give the final atmospheric paramef®ys (K),
[Fe/H] and logg, respectively. Column 5 presents the apparent magnitutteeifycho band, and column 6 the color similarity
index &. Columns 7, 8, and 9 provide the absolute bolometric madaiin the Tycho band, mass, and age respectively. The tenth
column comments on the chromospheric activity level as @etbto the Sun, when available, and gives relevant remarks.

HD Tef[fKii 7 logg®™'+ o [FeH]+o VY 5o MY o 'EAN’CIL S]S [g?/g remarks

Sun 5777 4.44 +0.00 - 0.00 4.8%0.03 1.00 4.6 -

71334 5710: 30 4.44+0.07 -0.06+0.04 7.9 0.22 4.840.08 0.97 51 inactive; possible twin
117939 576540 4.42+0.06 -0.10+0.08 7.4 0.83 4.8£0.06 0.94 6.1 active; possible twin
134664 58240 4.46+0.08 +0.13+0.08 7.8 0.76 4.780.11 1.04 2.6 inactive; possible twin
138573 575Q- 40 4.41+0.06 +0.00+0.08 7.3 124 47#£0.06 0.98 5.6 very active; probable twin
146233 5795:30 4.42+0.05 -0.03+0.04 56 078 47#0.03 0.98 5.0 known solar twin
150248 575Q- 40 4.39+0.06 -0.04+0.08 7.1 0.52 4.750.07 0.96 6.2 inactive; very probable twin
164595 579Q- 40 4.44+0.05 -0.04+0.08 7.1 1.11 472005 0.99 4.5 inactive; very probable twin
98649 5775-30 4.44+0.08 -0.02+0.04 8.1 0.58 4.840.10 0.98 4.7 inactive; probable twin
115382 577530 4.39+0.10 -0.08+0.04 8.5 116 4.730.16 0.96 6.1 inactive; possible twin
118598 575540 4.44+0.08 +0.02+0.08 8.3 0.12 478012 101 4.3 inactive; probable twin
BD+153364 578530 4.44+0.10 +0.07+0.08 8.2 1.38 4.7%#0.16 1.02 3.8 inactive; possible twin

Texs derived from the fitting of W profiles. Masses and agesanalogs were identified, and these objects proposed asl usefu
were also provided for the spectroscopically analyzedsstaspectrophotometric proxies of the Sun, satisfying various
Low-resolution UV spectra are available for a subsample7of 8legrees of accuracy and covering essentially all of the sky w
stars, allowing the evaluation of their relative similgrivith a magnitude limit W°"° < 8.5. They should be particularly
respect to the Sun in the CH and CN molecular features, @seful as solar proxies for photometry amdlow-resolution
well as the chromospheric fill-in in the @GaH and K lines. Our spectroscopy of Solar System bodies.

conclusions are as follows.

2) Two stars were also shown to have all the near UV spec-

1) The color-similarity index is very successful in selecttral features indistinguishable from solar and were sutggess
ing stars having colorand atmospheric parameters that arsolar UV templates. Only one, however, HD 140690, possesses
very similar to the solar ones. A large number of new solatmospheric parameters equal to the Sun’s, making it a solar
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Table 8. Parameters derived from the HR diagram analysis f@able 9. Same as Tab[@ 8 for the 80V < 9.0 stars.
the VY°h° < 8.0 stars. First column shows the HD number, sec-

ond column the astrometric surface gravity and uncertginirgl " Mass Age
column the absolute bolometric magnitude in th&%? band 1P 099 Mool (Mo) (Gyr)
and uncertainty, and fourth and fifth columns are the mass (in 8201 445010 4.78: 016 102 39
solar units) and age (|n Gyr), respectively. The Sunis shown 15564 4.45.0.08 4.80:0.12 1.02 3.4
the first row for comparison. 98649 4.440.08 4.84-0.10  0.98 47
105901 443008 4.74:0.12  0.99 3.8
astr Mass Age 115382 4.390.10 4.73:0.16  0.96 6.1
HD logg Mool (Mo) (Gyn) 118598 4.440.08 4.78:0.12 1.01 4.3
140690 4.390.08 4.66:011  1.01 5.3
Sun 4.44 4.8:0.03  1.00 4.6 143337 4.350.09 4.720.14 091 7.9
4308 437005 4.82:0.03  0.88 9.2 153458 450008 4.82:0.11  1.07 ZAMS
9986 4.430.05 4.730.05 1.02 3.4 157750 45@0.09 4.84:0.15 1.06 ZAMS
13724 444007 4.72:0.09  1.06 22 191487 442010 4.74:0.15  1.00 4.5
19518  4.46:0.07 4.76:0.10  0.96 6.1 202072 4.350.08 4.70:0.12  0.92 7.9
24293  4.3%0.07 4.70:0.09  0.97 6.3 211786 4.46:0.08 4.89:0.10 0.97 4.3
25874  4.3%0.05 4.69-0.03  0.99 15 216436 4.320.09 4.650.11  0.99 6.1
28821  4.35:0.07 4.73:0.09  0.93 8.0 221343 4.44009 4.780.13 1.01 4.0
30495  4.5(:0.05 4.83:0.04  1.05 2.6 BD+153364 4.440.10 4.770.16  1.02 3.8
32963  4.480.07 4.85:0.09  1.03 25
35041  4.450.07 4.83:0.09  0.99 4.0
3rrr3 4.3%0.08  4.78:0.10  0.97 6.7 Table 10. Same as Tabl@ 8 for the stars with UBV colors similar
66653 4.46:0.06  4.75£ 0.06 1.05 2.2 to the solar ones. HD 105590 has a very large parallax emdr, a
68168  4.410.07 4.720.09  1.02 4.4 no age was derived for it
71334  4.440.07 4.84:0.08  0.97 5.1 :
73350  4.510.06 4.90:0.06  1.05 ZAMS
88072  4.40:0.07 4.670.09  1.01 5.0 HD - M Mass Age
117939 4.420.06 4.87:0.06  0.94 6.1 99 bol (Mo) (Gyn)
134664 4.46:0.08 4.78:0.11  1.04 2.6
138573 4.41006 4.77:0.06  0.98 56 23323 g'gg'gg g'gi 8'(1)2 153 ‘3"2
142072 4.440.07 4.77%0.10 1.03 2.8 105590 434028 464060 100 -
145825 4.5%0.06 4.8%:0.05  1.05 ZAMS 111308 446008 484012 102 3.3
146233 4.420.05 4.770.03  0.98 5.0 119550 285000 208013 131 5%
150248 4.32-0.06 4.75:0.07  0.96 6.2 150297 443005 466004 105 28
155114 4.46:0.07 4.81+0.08  1.00 2.7 150656 436007 454009 103 a4
164595 4.44:0.05 4.7%0.05  0.99 45 186408 495005 4205004 102 54
187237 4.56:0.05 4.85:0.04  1.06 ZAMS 521627 395008 336010 123 36
189625 4.4%0.07 4.72:0.08  1.09 1.0 R : : ' :

190771 4.5@0.05 4.85:0.03 1.06 ZAMS
207043 4.520.06 4.95+0.07 1.04 ZAMS

214385 4.46:0.07 4.88:0.10 0.87 78 spectroscopic chromospheric indicators, the deternanatif

their kinematics, and a more detailed evolutionary analysi

analog, and it also photometrically matches the Sun well in APPENDIX A: A Metallicity-dependent IRFM T cali-

the Paschen continuum colors and the Stromgrerninalex. It bration for solar-type stars

was therefore proposed as a prime solar analog from the UV

out to the visible wavelength range. Other stars were shown t Theoretical calculations in stellar modeling predict tielas

resemble the Sun in the UV owing to a fortuitous compositidmetween structural quantities that see little change dustel-

of atmospheric parameters, and care should be exercisedamevolution, such as mass and metallicity, and othersvidust

selecting stars to represent the Siothin the UV and visible extensively, such adfective temperature, radius, and luminos-

ranges. Good UV solar proxies may be particularly importaity. These quantities are not straightforward to determarel

for the observation of UV emission lines in comets. their match to accessible observational data such as d@siat

the heart of stellar astrophysics. Theeetive temperature is the

3) The spectroscopic and evolutionary analysis revealed fimost basic stellar parameter thdfeats the model atmosphere

new “probable” solar-twin candidates, plus five new “poksib abundance analysis of stars. Moreover, at least for ne S

twin candidates, besides successfully identifying twovipre for which very precise parallaxes are presently avail

ously known solar twins, HD 146233 and HD 98618. The folt997), theTe; is now the single most important source of error

probable new solar twin candidates, HD 98649, HD 11859, placing stars in theoretical HR diagrams.

HD 150248, and HD 164595, have atmospheric and evolution- The aim of theT calibrations presented here is not to emu-

ary parameters indistinguishable from the solar ones withé late or be an alternative to the many excellent resourcélablea

uncertainties, besides a low level of chromospheric dgtigp nowadays (e g{; ijiiggr%nde etal. 2010, 2006; Masana et al.
they clearly warrant closer scrutiny. 12006; z_2005b), but to provide, in the-con
text of a solar analog search, a solid base for comparing pho-
In a forthcoming paper, we will discuss these objects tometric Tess to those inferred from spectroscopy and Balmer
more detail, including a multi-element abundance analyslme profiles with the specific aim of better distinguishingadl

additional criteria to determin@q; , a deeper study of their Ty differences between the Sun and candidate solar analogs and
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Table 11. Qualitative assessment of the stellar spectral feature
deviations from the solar spectrum, expressed as measured i
the ratio spectra between the stars and Ganymede. In the sec-
ond and third columns we classify the strength of ratio fesgtu
around thet3870 CN bandheads and thé310 CH bandhead,
respectively. In the fourth column, the chromospherianfilin

6800 F N N\ 6800

6400 F 6400

the Car H and K lines is given.

6000 E 6000

[

HD CN CH H&K = seoof 5600
4308 much weaker solar weaker :
6512 stronger weaker solar 5200 £ 5200
8291 weaker weaker stronger
9562 much weaker  much weaker  much weaker 4800 | SN 4 4800
12264 weaker weaker much stronger 03 04 05 06 07 08 05 10
13724 stronger solar much stronger BV
16141 solar solar weaker
19467 much weaker solar much weaker
%?é;g muc:O\gfaker \,yei?('éerr sso?gr Fig. 1. Figure A.1. Our calibration for theB(— V)Johnsonindex
26767 much weaker  much weaker much stronger compared to Ilterature_results. The adopted Ty error (see
28068  much weaker muchweaker much stronger  t€Xt) is shown as the thick red vertical bar. Full squarestaes
28255 much weaker weaker solar with [Fe/H] > +0.10 dex, open squares with H < +0.10 dex.
28821 much weaker solar solar The black full and dotted lines refer, respectively, to oali-c
32963 solar weaker solar brations for [FgH] = +0.00 and [FgH] = —0.50; the red and
35041  much weaker —much weaker much stronger  blue lines follow the same [d] convention for the relations of
37773 much stronger weaker solar Alonso et all [(1996) arld Casagrande et al. (2006), respdgtiv
43180 much weaker  much weaker stronger
66653 solar solar solar
68618 solar solar much weaker
71334 much weaker solar weaker that the Tes scale of FGK stars is established to better than
140690 solar solar solar ~1% or ~60 K.|Casagrande et al._(2006) find good agreement
143337 much weaker solar solar between empirical and synthetic colors both for the ATLAS
146233 weaker solar weaker and MARCS families of models in the visible, but less so in
igg%gg muc:O\I/;?aker m‘\jvceha‘l’("eeraker mmugﬁhstsrggngfr the infrared, and also report, concurrently with Masand.ét a
159229 9 (2006) and[ da Silva etal.[ (2012), that good agreement is

much weaker solar stronger - : .
159656 solar solar much stronger realized between the spectroscopic and photometyicscales
189625 solar stronger weaker for solar-type stars, although disagreements of a few perce
190771  much weaker weaker much stronger ~ are found between flerent authors. However, much equally
191487 much weaker much weaker —much stronger  recent work (e.gl. Ramirez etigl. 2007; Ramirez & Mel@nde
202072  much weaker solar solar [20054] Yong et all_2004) state that the spectroscogicscale
211786  much weaker weaker solar of solar-type stars is hotter than the photometric one-b90
214385  much weaker weaker weaker K. This is in line with[Porto de Mello et dl.[ (2008), who find,
g%ggig Wseozli;fr :é))ll:rr muc\:/\klmesz?tl:g:lger in a detailed analysis of the very well-studied double syste
991627  much weaker weaker much weaker Cen AB, a discrepancy between the spectroscogiccale and

those from photometry and the fitting of Balmer line profiles.

Nonetheless Ramirez & Meléndez (2005a) and da Silvalet al.
(2012) obtain good consistency between photomdigis and

twins. To apply diferential philosophy to the greatest possibléhose derived from the fitting of Balmer line profiles. Despit

extent and to ensure maximum homogeneity, it is desiralle ttiecent orts (Casagrande et &l. 2010) to clarify thesisets,

all Ter scales employed in the present study be tied to a simiusomewhat confusing picture still emerges from the liteeat

suite of model atmospheres, in our case the MARCS systemcohcerning the overall agreement of the photometric, Balme

model atmospheres, as described by Edvardsson et al. @&93]ine, and spectroscopile; scales over a wide parameter range;

httpy//marcs.astro.uu.se; Gustafsson et al. 2008).
An “ideal” direct T calibration should be based on an exparameters (da Silva et Al. 2012), thus the broader issute of

tensive set of precise measurements of bolometric fluxeamnd Ter Scale of FGK stars need not concern us here.

gular diameters and be independent of any grid of model atmo-

spheres. Among the various “indirect” methods employedso f
alternatively, one of the most advantageous is the infréited

method (IRFM) (originally described by Blackwell & Shallis
11977; Blackwell et al

Ter (IRFM) and stellar colors (e.gl._Masana ef al. _200@iven in Table A.1, come fro

fortunately, much better consistency can be found neardfee s

Selection of photometry, IRFM T and [Fe/H] data

Our choice of older IRFMT¢; determinations is based

1.1986) since it relies only weakly oeth mainly on the goal of realizing strict consistency with the

oretical representations of stellar atmospheres. Detailshe MARCS models used in our [Ad] (section 5.1) and Balmer

method are given by Blackwell et a. (1986, 1990).
Some recent determinations of the relation betweais was not on the latest resources. The adoptgdvalues,

line Ter (Section 5.2) determinations, and therefore our empha-

ack (1985)

[Casagrande et al._2010; Ramirez & Meléndez 2005b) repartd Blackwell et al. [(1991), who used MARCS models in their
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Table 1. Table A.1. Objects selected for thigy; versuscolor calibrations. Sources fob ¢ y) andg are given in Table 14. The
(R-1),(V-R), (V-1),and ¥ - K) colors are all in the Johnson system (Glass 1974; Johns6#;/16hnson et &l. 1966, 1968).
When only narrow-band — K,) from[Selby et al. [(1988) is available, they have been t@mséd to JohnsorM - K) using
the relations provided by these same authors. The MK spegpaand JohnsorB — V)’ colors were taken from the Bright Star
Catalogue (Hffleit & Jaschek 1991). The Tych&( V)" colors come from ESA 7). The third column givieg as obtained
by Blackwell et all [(1991) (1) ar Saxner & Hammarback (19€5) When both authors provide agTvalue, the straight average

is tabulated.

Ter
HR  HD Sffgga' (RFM)  [FeH] (B-V) (B-V)' (R-1) (V-R (V-1) (V-K) (b-y) 8

(K)
33 693  F7V  6148(2) -055 0487 0519 - - - 123 0326 2617
98 2151 G2V  5860(2) -0.17  0.618 - 034 050 084 148 0394 2597

244 5015 F8Vv 6042 (2) -0.08 0.540 0.610 0.30 0.48 0.78 1.28 0.346 2.613
417 8799 F5IV 6547 (1) - 0.421 0.463 0.23 0.41 0.64 1.07 0.288 .6722

458 9826 F8Vv 6177 (2) +0.12 0.536 0.589 0.29 0.46 0.75 1.25 0.344 2.629
483 10307 Gl.5v 5856 (2) -0.02 0.618 0.686 0.33 0.53 0.86 1.39 0.389 2.604
509 10700 G8Vv 5341 (1) -0.50 0.727 - 0.42 0.62 1.09 1.82 0.449 2.555
544 11443 F6IV 6350 (1) +0.06 0.488 0.526 0.28 0.42 0.70 1.18 0.316 2.637
740 15798 F4lv 6409 (2) -0.19 0.454 0.478 0.27 0.41 0.68 1.12 0.297 2.640
799 16895 F8Vv 6373 (2) +0.02 0.514 0.541 0.30 0.46 0.76 1.15 0.326 2.625
818 17206 FB6V 6350 (2) +0.05 0.481 0.515 0.27 0.43 0.70 1.14 0.328 2.646
937 19373 Gov 5997 (2)  +0.08 0.595 0.668 0.29 0.53 0.82 1.36 0.201 2.605
996 20630 G5Vv 5692 (1) +0.06 0.681 0.756 0.36 0.57 0.93 1.52 0.420 2.585
1101 22484 FOV 5953(2) -0.13 0.575 0.626 0.32 0.49 0.81 1.36 0.370 2.608
1325 26965 K1V 5125(1) -0.32 0.820 - 0.45 0.69 1.14 2.02 0.487 2.543
1543 30652 F6V 6373 (2) +0.09 0.484 0.504 0.26 0.42 0.68 1.12 0.299 2.651

1729 34411 G2Iv-V 5866 (2) +0.11 0.630 0.696 0.32 0.53 0.85 1.43 0.389 2.598
1983 38393 F6V 6259 (2) -0.12 0.481 0.530 0.26 0.45 0.71 1.16 0.315 2.634
2047 39587 GOV 5839 (2) -0.08 0.594 0.659 0.31 0.51 0.82 1.44 0.378 2.601

2943 61421 F5IV-v 6601 (2) -0.07 0.432 - 0.23 0.42 0.65 1.02 0.272 2.671
4054 89449 F6IV 6374 (2) -0.15 0.452 0.503 0.23 0.45 0.68 1.15 0.301 2.654

4540 102870 F9V 6147 (2) +0.11 0.518 0.613 0.28 0.48 0.76 1.27 0.354 2.629
4785 109358 GOV 5842 (2) -0.20 0.588 0.655 0.31 0.54 0.85 1.43 0.385 -

5072 117176 G2.5Va 5480(1) -0.11 0.714 0.804 0.39 0.61 1.00 1.74 0.454 2.576
5185 120136 F6IV 6383 (2) -0.04 0.508 0.534 0.24 0.41 0.65 111 0.313 2.656
5235 121370 GOIV 6044 (1) +0.21 0.580 0.670 0.29 0.44 0.73 1.31 0.370 2.625
5304 123999 F9lVw  6173(1) -0.07 0.541 0.582 0.29 0.44 0.73 1.30 0.347 2.631
5868 141004 GOVv 5940 (2) +0.00 0.604 0.672 0.32 0.51 0.83 1.38 0.384 2.606

5914 142373 F8V 5861(2) -0.43 0.563 0.615 0.32 0.48 0.80 1.53 0.381 2.601
5933 142860 F6V 6246 (2) -0.14 0.478 - 0.24 0.49 0.73 1.20 0.321 2.632
5986 144284 F8IV 6147 (1) +0.20 0.528 0.590 0.25 0.45 0.70 1.24 0.354 2.639

6623 161797 GS5IV 5496 (1) +0.03 0.758 0.856 0.38 0.53 0.91 1.65 0.464 2.614
7061 173667 F6V 6368 (1) -0.09 0.483 0.502 0.26 0.39 0.65 1.10 0.314 2.654
7602 188512 G8Ivv  5080(1) -0.22 0.855 0.984 0.49 0.66 1.15 2.01 0.523 2.554
7957 198149 KOIV 4997 (1) -0.29 0.912 1.065 0.49 0.67 1.16 2.15 0.553 -

8181 203608 F6V 6065 (2) -0.84 0.494 0.522 0.30 0.47 0.77 1.31 0.335 2.618

derivation of IRFM Tt values. In Table A.1 we also list the  [Blackwell & Lynas-Gray [(1994) and Megéssier (1994) dis-

[Fe/H] measurements and photometry used in the calibratiorsiss discrepancies between the use of older MARCS models and
As in section 2, strong preference was given to the series-of pnore up-to-date ATLAS models in the deriving of IRFMgs .

pers by Olsen and co-authors as sources oflthey() indices. These @&sets might amount te1% at the extremes of the main
Sources of these data are given in detail in Table A.2. We hasequence, but were found to be much smaller for solar-tygps. st
selected 18 stars from_Saxner & Hammarback (1985) and R&Ferences between tigg values of Blackwell & Lynas-Gr

stars from Blackwell et all.[ (1991), with 5 stars in common, ta{1994) and Blackwell et dl.[ (1991) averag#0 + 30 K, which
talling 36 starsTegs for the common stars between these twis inconsequential to our purposes. Moreover, we show below
sources agree within a mean value of 0.8%, and straightgesrathat the calibrations derived here are in very good agreemen
were used in these cases. All objects have FGK-types and with recent ones widely cited in the Iiteratm
classified as dwarfs or subgiants (surface gravities cortfilsn (2006) have discussed systematiffetiences between MARCS
status in all cases); they span approximately a 5080kt < and ATLAS models and conclude that while good agreement is
6500K range, the range in metallicity beir@.4 < [Fe/H] < found in the visible, in the IR fisets still remain and may be
+0.3, with a modest extension to more metal-poor stars; and &aceable to lingering uncertainties in the absolute fluibca
close enough that reddening corrections are unnecessesgeT tion of Vega, which they regard as a factor still influencihg t
atmospheric parameter ranges bracket those of our sollrganaccuracy of IRFMT¢; determinations.

and solar twin candidates perfectly.
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Table 2. Table A.2. References for the uydphotometry and [F&l] of Table 13.

HR (b-y) B [Fe/H]

33 Gronbech & Olsen (1976)  Gronbech & Olsen (1977) Baladhen (1990)

98 Crawford et al. (1970) Heck & Manfroid (1980) Abia et al98B)

244 Stromgren & Perry (1965) Crawford et al. (1966) Lamieedl. (1991)

417 Stromgren & Perry (1965) Crawford et al. (1966) -

458 Reglero et al. (1987) Olsen (1983) Boesgaard & Laver8§}19
483 Stromgren & Perry (1965) Crawford et al. (1966) Clegglef1981)

509 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Arribas & Crivellari (1989)
544 Stromgren & Perry (1965) Crawford et al. (1966) Balaciian (1990)

740 Gronbech & Olsen (1976) Olsen (1983) BalachandranQ(199
799 Stromgren & Perry (1965) Crawford et al. (1966) Clegglef1981)

818 Crawford et al. (1970) Crawford et al. (1970) Luck & Heit2005)

937 Crawford & Barnes (1970) Crawford et al. (1966) Chen e24100)

996 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Cayrel de Strobel &BentdlB&Q)
1101 Olsen (1983) Gronbech & Olsen (1977) Nissen & Edvamni$$992)
1325 Olsen (1983) Schuster & Nissen (1988) Steenbock (1983)
1543 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Clegg et al. (1981)
1729 Crawford & Barnes (1970) Crawford et al. (1966) Friel &gaard (1992)
1983 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Cayrel de Strobel et al. (1988
2047 Warren & Hesser (1977) Olsen (1983) Boesgaard & Frid@})
2943  Crawford & Barnes (1970) Crawford et al. (1966) &e (1985)

4054 Olsen (1983) Crawford et al. (1966) Thévenin et al8@)9
4540 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Nissen & Edvardsson (1992)
4785 Warren & Hesser (1977) Warren & Hesser (1977) Boesgaamalery (1986)
5072 Manfroid & Sterken (1987) Crawford et al. (1966) da &t al. (2012)

5185 Manfroid & Sterken (1987) Crawford et al. (1966) Thaveet al. (1986)
5235 Warren & Hesser (1977) Gronbech & Olsen (1977) Clegd. €1981)

5304 Olsen (1983) Crawford et al. (1966) Balachandran (L990
5868 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Boesgaard & Lavery (1986)
5914 Olsen (1983) Crawford et al. (1966) Boesgaard & Lave®g6)
5933 Reglero et al. (1987) Olsen (1983) Boesgaard & Laveagg)l
5986 Warren & Hesser (1977) Crawford et al. (1966) Boesgé&adrdvery (1986)
6623 Bond (1970) Heck (1977) McWilliam (1990)
7061  Stromgren & Perry (1965) Reglero et al. (1987) Boesp&d-riel (1990)
7602 Olsen (1983) Stokes (1972) Edvardsson (1988)
7957 Bond (1970) Bond (1970) McWilliam (1990)
8181 Olsen (1983) Olsen (1983) Zhao & Magain (1991)

Our calibrations aim derive empiricdleg relations as a (non-exhaustive) comparisons with published results idewi
function of the most commonly employed photometric colonsse. As expected, the data points define tight correlatiatis w
and additionally, at calibrating the metallicity dependgrmf little scatter. We tested for possible trends in the cofi@s
the blanketing-sensitive color indices precisely, by gsrclu- with [Fe/H] and logg, and in all cases surface gravity did not
sively spectroscopically derived [F4] values. The literature affect the calibrations, as expected from the quite narrowaang
was searched for spectroscopic metallicity determinatiased of this parameter among our sample. Some colors are cldarly a
on high-resolution spectra and employing a large numbeeof FHected, however, by blanketindgtects to diferent degrees, even
lines. The [F¢H] values were corrected to full consistency tan our narrowT ¢ and [FéH] range. Below we give details on the
the Te¢ (IRFM) scale: for this we used th&[Fe/H]/ATer pro- functional forms of the adopted calibrations and their carp
vided by the authors themselves, when available, or else gwn with the literature. We performed two experiments camce
representative value 6f0.06 dex for 100K, to correct [[Ad] ing the use of homogenized values from the literature as com-
as a function of the dierence between thE,s adopted in the pared to those selected from individual references. Thiediirs
spectroscopic analysis and the IRFI; for each star. These concerns thel — y) andg photometry, and we tested the use in
[Fe/H] values have considerable heterogeneity in what concethg calibrations of values taken from individually selecfs-
observational data and methods of analysis and part of tpisrs compared to mean values given by Hauck & Mermilliod
heterogeneity should be removed by the correction to the co(998, 1990). The other test involved comparing the calibra
mon Ter (IRFM) scale, besides realizing full consistency withions obtained with [F#] taken from selected works as opposed
the metallicities we derived in section 5.1 for our solaglag to mean values from [Fe] catalogs [(Cayrel de Strobel etlal.
and twin candidates, which are strictly tied to the photeinet[2001). For the photometry, significantly tighter regressiand
Ter Scale. smaller errors in the cdigcients were attained when critically
selected values from the literature were employed. A simila
yet less clear-cut result was obtained for/ffe. We therefore
conclude that catalogs of homogenized values, while exdhem

Our calibrations ofTe; against various color indices inhelpful, should be used with some care. Not all possible com-
widespread use are given in figures A.1 to A.8, along withrthefarisons to recent literature are shown in the plots in ongdér

The calibrationsand comparison to other authors

21



6800 E

6400 F.

T ()

4800 £

Porto de Mello et al.: Spectroscopic and photometric suofesplar twins

6000 E
5600 £

5200 F

i 6800
i 6400
i 6000
i 5600

1 5200

-2 4800

(B_V)Tycho

0.24 0.28 0.32 0.36 0.40

0.44

0.48

0.52

6800 |
6400 £ o

6000 |

T ()

5600 F

5200 F

4800 |

6800

6400

6000

5600

5200

TN 4800

0.24 0.28 0.32 0.36 0.40

(R»I)J ohnson

0.44

0.48

0.52

Fig.4. Figure A.4. The same as Fig. A.1 for thR £ [)J°hnson
Fig.2. Figure A.2. The same as Fig. A.l1 for the (— index. The cross stands for HR 417, without known/ffe
V)¥eho index: the red and blue lines are the relations dfhe black full line is our calibration, the blue line that of

Ramirez & Meléndez| (2005b) ahd Casagrande et al. [204-0),€asagrande et all (2006), and the red full and dotted linles fo
spectively. low the same [F#1] convention as Fig. A.1 for the calibration
of|Alonso et all [(1996).
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Fig. 3. Figure A.3. The same as Fig. A.1 for tHe{y) index: the

red and blue lines are the relations of Alonso et al. (1996) an

Blackwell & Lynas-Gray 1(1998), respectively. Fig.5. Figure A.5. The same as Fig. A.4 for thg ¢ R)J°hnson
index: the red full and dotted lines follow the same/Hlecon-

_ _ vention as Fig. A.1 for the calibration al. (1996
to clutter the diagrams unnecessarily, but relevant resark

given in the text.
In fi Al A.8 th le i ifi i .
[FPJS] iL]g'[:rr(\a/le sept;ratecsj gye[ﬂsé?rr;piao Iio St-lr%g I?]gclenssti\t/;llocount for diferences betwe€ehy scales from dferent authors,

of a [FH] term is clear in the Paschen continuum color&S Well s the internal uncertainty in our regressions.
and for the B — V)%hnson (g _ \/)Tyeho and b — y) regres- The corresponding regressions are given below, where we

sions we have adopted the same functional relationship as2|fe Provide the uncertainties in the dogents, the standard
ack[ (1985). For th& ¢ 1)%nnson (v — deviation of the fit, and the number of stars employed in each

R)%hnsongng @/ — [)%°Mnsonregressions, a linear form was found€9ression:
satisfactory, and no [FFE] term was necessary, while fo¥ (-
K)¥ohnson and s second-order functions improved the regresTes = 7747 — 3016 B - V)°Msof1 — 0.15 [Fe/H])

sions significantly, and also no [ trends appear. As a formal +58 +100 +0.04
estimate of the uncertainties, in figures 8 to 15 we plot aorerr  _ _ g5 ¢ (36 stars)

bar quadratically composed of the standard deviations ofesu

gressions and a 2% formal error on thgs used for the cali- Tveh

brations (as estimated by Casagrande ét al. 12006). Whitepro Ter = 7551 — 2406 B - V) Y"1 — 0.20 [Fe/H])
bly underestimating the total error budget, since theseemor +57 488 +0.05
sources are not independent, this estimate should propefly o = 64K (31 stars)
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Fig. 8. Figure A.8. The same as Fig. A.4 for tigeindex. The
black full, black dotted, and red lines stand for the calilorzss

of this work, Saxner & Hammarback (1985), and Alonso €t al.
(1996) respectively.

Fig.6. Figure A.6. The same as Fig. A.4 for the ¢ |)Jonnson
index. The red line is the calibrationlof Alonso et al. (1996)
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7 Ter = 8234 — 3523 N — |)J0hn30n
6800 - 6800 +75 1116

o = 77K (35 stars)

6400 1 6400

Ter = 8974 — 2880 — K)o 4 440 (v — K)2,

2 oo { oo 1219 4292 +94
- L so00 o = 50K (36 stars)
5200 5200 Ter = 11654 B —2.349
L 1182 £0.008
4800 4800 o = 70K (34 stars)

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
(VK Some of these calibrations have already been successfully
employed in determlnlng photometricgs for solar-type stars
._2006; da Silva ef/al. 2012). We now comment
Fig.7. Figure A.7. The same as Fig. A.4 for thé ¢ K)°Mson  on the agreement of the calibrations shown in figs. 8 to 15 with
index. The black full, black dotted, red, and blue lines eerr various published ones in regular use.

spond to the calibrations of this wortk, Blackwell & Lyn r In figure A.1, for B — V)%"so" a comparison with
(1998)/ Masana et all_(2006), and Alonso et al. (1996), espAlonso et all [(1996) shows good agreement within theuh-
tively. certainty we adopt for our target interval of 500K Tegr <

6500K. The results of Casagrande et al. (2006) are in verg goo

agreement with ours in the fullg¢ range but for a & oft-
T = 8124 — 5743 0b— V) (1 — 0.10 [F&/H set at the hotter end, where their values are hotter. The mag-
o +58 +156b a +0-0£ &/H) nitude of the [F¢H] sensitivity is similar in the three calibra-
- - a tions, but the curvature in our relation is significantlysiésan in
o = 55K (36 stars) the others, which may be explained by our shofigrinterval.

ThelRamirez & Meléndez (2005b) calibration is cooler than
Ter = 8481 — 6516 - y)S(1 — 0.09 [Fe/H]) Casagrande et al. byl00K, and more similar to the Alonso et
+67 +177 +0.02 al. one. The latter relation implies a sol& V) bluer than ours
o = 58K (36 stars) by about 0.03 mag, while the value implied in Casagrande et al

agrees very well with ours. The comparison of oBr—(\)™¢"°
calibration in figure A.2 was done with_ Ramirez & Meléndez

Ter = 7790 — 5805 R— [)7onnson (2005b) and Casagrande et al. (2010). There is good agréemen
+80 +249 with the former at the ends of oulfs range, but at the so-
o = 100K (35 stars) lar T their relation is cooler by130K. Their sensitivity to

[Fe/H] is similar to ours, but their regression has a much more
pronounced curvature. Very good agreement, however, isdfou

Ter = 8465 — 5005 { — R)%omnson between our relation and thatlof Casagrande et al. (201®. Th
+139  +276 color should be more explored more, since little use has been
o = 125K (35 stars) made of it in IRFMTg; calibrations. Its errors are similar to
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those of B — V)’°""son and its [F¢H] sensitivity is comparable. of Te; we are exploring, they provide good internal consistency
For (b - y), we separately provide relations for the photometrgnd collectively enable the derivation of photomefrigs for

of the le__l?@?)) and G_(Olsen 1D93) catalogs. We cosvlar-type stars, within a reasonable range around the sola
pare in figure A.3 our relation due to the F catalog with thosgmospheric parameters, with internal errors less thanTiié.

of IBlackwell & Lynas-Gray 1(1998) and Alonso et al. (1996)external errors of the IRFM; scale are, of course, larger by at
and the regressions hy Blackwell & Lynas-Gray (1998) afeast a factor of two.

given separately for two tferent ranges separated~8000K

according to their prescription. These authors do not §peci

which of the Olsen photometry systems is used in their caleknowledgementsThis paper is dedicatedh memorian to Giusa Cayrel de
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The infrared Johnson colors are found to be independdtferences
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