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ABSTRACT

Context. A new reduction of the astrometric data as produced by theatgns mission has been published, claiming accuracies for
nearly all stars brighter than magnitude HB to be better, by up to a factor 4, than in the original catadéog

Aims. The new Hipparcos astrometric catalogue is checked foruhéty of the data and the consistency of the formal erronsels

as the possible presence of error correlations. Tfierdinces with the earlier publication are explained.

Methods. The internal errors are followed through the reduction pss¢ and the external errors are investigated on the baais of
comparison with radio observations of a small selectiortarfss and the distribution of negative parallaxes. Erraratation levels
are investigated and the reduction by more than a factor dBtaimed in the new catalogue is explained.

Results. The formal errors on the parallaxes for the new catalogue@rérmed. The presence of a small amount of additional noise
though unlikely, cannot be ruled out.

Conclusions. The new reduction of the Hipparcos astrometric data previae improvement by a factor 2.2 in the total weight
compared to the catalogue published in 1997, and provideh improved data for a wide range of studies on stellar lusities
and local galactic kinematics.
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1. Introduction fully understood from the dlierences between the old and new

. o : . duction methods.
Since the publication of the Hipparcos catalogue (ESA 199 0 tthe i ion that de in th
there have been suggestions, though not always well foynded n? maay tge fetr:mE'r_essmn ;terrgr?t\r/]v_er_e mamg In the
of the presence of systematic errors in the astrometric thhata original reduction or the Hipparcos data, but this IS notebe

catalogue contains (see for example: Narayanan & Gould;19?%cg way oféjes%ritt:ir;g Whaé h_as r:ﬁppenfed. Severalfat\ﬁpemls .ha
Soderblom et al. 2005). Suspicion was in particular raiseg ¢ © O€ considered betore judging the performance of therwgi

cerning the reliability of the parallaxes at the sub-miticsec- reduction by the two consortia, FAST (Kovalevsky etal. 1992

ond level. Such errors, if present, may become apparent wifilfl NDAC (Lindegren et al. 1992):

for example averaging parallax information for open cluste

Here systematic or correlated errors would be the most ¢éonspl. The original aim of the mission was to achieve a parallax ac
uous and damaging, as the formal accuracy on a clustergarall curacy of around 2 milli arcseconds (mas). The final results
can well exceed those of individual stellar parallax deteam as published in 1997 were about a factor two better, despite
tions in the catalogue. Some problems with the Hipparcos as- a very serious problem with the orbit of the satellite;
trometric data, as due to inaccuracies in the along-scandst 2. Computing hardware available around 1993 to 1996, when
reconstruction, have since been suggested by Makarov|(2002 the final calculations took place, was much less powerful
and identified in detail by van Leeuwen (2005). As these prob- than what is available today. This reflected in the time re-
lems were found to be curable, the concept of a new reduction quired for a single iteration (more than 6 months), and a
(van Leeuwen & Fantirio 2005) became a viable option. This re- limitation to how often this could be done. It also limited

duction was recently completed and a full description ofte the possibility to interactfciently with the reduced data to
cesses used is now in press (van Leeliwen!2007). In that publi- check results. What took more than 6 months some 12 years
cation, however, the emphasis is on illustrating the progerof ago, takes currently about a week on a single desktop com-

the Hipparcos astrometric data and the way these have been ob puter;
tained in the new reduction. The data used to illustrateetpes- 3. The Hipparcos measurement principle is complex and sen-
cesses were obtained from (mainly nearly-final) iteratioages. sitive. Some of this was well understood before the start
The present paper provides the overall quality check oné¢lae n  of the mission, not least thanks to the preparatory work of
catalogue as it will become available in 2007 through thadat Lennart Lindegren. An input catalogue (Turon et al. 1992)
disk included in [(van Leeuwsn 2007) and early 2008 through with an even distribution of target stars over the sky was cre
AstroGridl. ated to ensure a stable astrometric solution for the mission
With the availability of a new and potentially more accurate data. How sensitive the solution really is became only clear
astrometric catalogue, it is now also possible to do a dmtail ~ during the iterations of the new reduction. In particulbg t
investigation of the catalogue published in 1997. The irtgoare principal requirement of linking the data in the two fields of

of this investigation is that any observedfdiences need to be  view is critical, and links can far more easily be weakened
than was imagined 25 years ago, when in the 1980s the input

1 httpy/www?2.astrogrid.orgy catalogue was constructed.
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This paper, and the two associated with_it (van L eeuwen|2005;
van Leeuwen & Fantinb 2005), are therefore not an accusatiori®® |
of bad workmanship in the creation of the catalogue pubtishe
in 1997. The intention is rather to show that the principléhef [
Hipparcos instrument, now also being implemented for theGa 3000
satellite, is valid and is the only way one may measure direct
fully reliable absolute parallaxes, and do so for large nerslof
stars. These papers show that the reduction of the Hippdatas ~ .., [
is far from simple, but also that complications associatét w —
the reduction of those data are now much better understadd, a
can be sfficiently controlled.

For clarity of the current paper, the main issues that have
been resolved in the new reduction, and which have led to-a sig
nificant improvement in accuracies for the new catalogue are
briefly summarized here. For a more comprehensive descrip- o
tion the reader is referred to the two papers already mesdion
above |(van Leeuwen 2005; van Leeuwen & Fantino 2005) and

tolvan Leeuwer (2007). Fig. 1. The normalized errorsr{s, x M1 vTor) 0N the modulation

_The noise on the astrometric data as gathered by Hippar¢@gses for transits over the modulating grid. The data are fo
originates from two main sources. The first source is thgpit 174, 21 January 1990.

Poisson noise on the original photon counts from which the
measurements of transit times were derived, and which sets
the accuracy limit for those data. The second is the noise
from the along-scan attitude reconstruction, which presid . - , :
the reference frame used to transform transit times to or{%rem from that used in the original reductions, where eisse

dimensional positions on the sky, a transformation thatleee _ferred to angular positions as projected onto a refergrazat

to be free from distortions. Significant improvements in th%'rde' In the new reduction, the abscissae are measuiethystr

attitude reconstruction have been obtained in the new FedlYIVth respect to the instantaneous scan direction.

tion through a much improved understanding of peculiagiiie The present paper will refer to various observational aspec
the dynamics of the satellite, in particular concerning-igid  ©f the Hipparcos mission, without going into detail. Exteas
events (scan-phase discontinuities) and hits by dustcfesti descr|pt|0ns on how the Hipparcos data were obtained can be
Abandoning the great-circle reduction technidue (van dard¥ four]:j in Volume 3 oL ESAI(1997), as well as in (van Leeuwen
1988;[van der Marel & Petersen 1992) for a global iterative 5800’ )-_ . _
lution allowed for a better control over the attitude recons This paper has been organized as follows. Seffion 2 summa-
tion, but makes it necessary to iterate the reduction betwe rizes the statistical tests carried out on the internal &dr@nrors
attitude reconstruction and the reconstruction of theoastt- at the relevant stages of the data reductions. Also coresicee
ric parameters. A similar iteration is also planned, andalas correlation levels of the abscissa residuals and the ghbdyzen-
ready been tested extensively (O'Mullane é{ al. 2006), fier tdencies of the formal errors on the astrometric data. Se@io
Gaia data reductions (Lindegten 2005). presents the external verification of the data, though tlssipi-

The final improvement for the new reduction comes froriies for this are rather limited at accuracies better th@mngas.

a better understanding of the connectivity requirementin tSectior_ 4 gives a brief impression of the potential impachef
reconstruction of the along-scan attitude. The connegtiei- new reduction. Finally, Sectidn 5 presents a summary ofdhe c
quirement, when applied correctly, enableisient contribu- clusions derived from this study.
tions to the along-scan attitude from both fields of view & th
telescope. This is essential for obtaining a reconstruskgdree
from local small distortions. Such distortions can ultieigiead
to local variations in the parallax zero point. Weights ofada
contributions from the two fields of view can in practice fluct 5 ;1 The transit data
ate considerably, despite the construction of the Hippsaltput
Catalogue, which was designed to provide a more or less horfitve positional information obtained by Hipparcos is detive
geneous distribution of selected stars over the isky (ESAJ199from the modulated signal created by the transit of a stetiar
The weight-ratio allowed in the along-scan attitude retares  age over a regular grid of transparent lines. These traasis
tion for the two fields of view fiects the convergence of theexamined over fixed time intervals of just over 2 s, and it took
final catalogue as well as the noise level for the brightestst 9 such transits to cross théQfield of view. The grid, with a
Experiments done during the construction of the new cateogperiodicity of 1.2 arcsec as projected on the sky, createmals
arrived at an optimal value of around 2.7. A larger value wloulwhich is dominated by a first and second harmonic. The mod-
make the convergence move along very slowly, a smaller valulation phases define the transit time for a stellar imagé wit
would create unacceptable noise levels for the brightas.st  respect to a reference grid line. The modulation amplituafes
The Hipparcos data are obtained in the form of transit timekie harmonics are weak functions of stellar colour and jmsit
which are transformed to angular positions along the scan dn the grid, dependencies which are calibrated and useddotde
rections. These positions are referred to as asbscissddénandouble stars. Data for filerent stars are obtained pseudo simul-
all applications the input consists of abscissa residtfadsdif- taneously by switching the small sensitive area of the phate
ferences between the observed and predicted angularguasititiplier detector between fierent stellar images as these move
along the scan direction. This definition of the abscissakfis across the grid. The first formal error to enter the reducon
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Fig. 3. The formal errors on the combined abscissa residuals, in-
cluding the errors on the predicted positions. The diagbnel
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‘ R R R reduction, the noise on the astrometric parameters foetbtass
100 1000 ot 10° 1 was entirely caused by inaccuracies in the attitude reponst
Phaton count tion, and showed significant correlations for in particldaght
Fig. 2. The distribution of numbers of observations (top) angiars at small separations on the sky (see further Secn 2.
mean errors on the modulation phase (bottom), as a function o The transit observations are used as input for the along-sca
the integrated photon count of the observation. The diagimea  attitude determination. They are combined with a prelimina
in the lower diagram shows the slope of the photon noise refgtimate of the attitude (based on star mapper data) anitfeed
tion. The dfset is fairly arbitrary because of variationshfy. POSsitions from the last version of the astrometric cataéog

This also reflects in the variations in the data for the beght Provide abscissa residuals. Studies concerning the dyisahi
transits. The data are for orbit 174. Hipparcos|(van Leeuwen & Fantino 2003) have shown that reg-

ular positional variations with amplitudes above 0.1 mas ar
) ] mostly restricted to time scales above 50 s. It thereforensee
therefore the error on the estimate of the modulation phvage, jystified to group data over 10 s intervals. There have betetno
resented traditionally bys (for details see van Leeuwen 2007):3 few instances when still not fully-understood disturtemof
the rotational motion of the satellite took place on shotitee
0.25 .
By N arcsec (1) scales. This fiected only small parts of about half a dozen or-
Mz Vit bits. For those few data sets, the relevant parameter (itgtyge

Here M; is the relative modulation amplitude of the first harf nodes in the spline fitting) for the attitude model was atgd.

monic, with a typical value between 0.6 and 0.75, mainly gd-he grouping of data, which is done for each field of view sep-
pending on the colour index of the observed star. The integra@rately, has a number of advantages. It creates pseudo reeasu
intensity o is obtained from the total photon count of the Sig[_nents with smaller formal errors, which allow for a bettetede

nal. The scaling factor 0.25 is stable to within 1 per centrov8On of attitude disturbances such as hits and basic-angts.d
the mission, and contains amongst others the conversiom frg '€ Number of observations in an otherwise relatively |age
modulation phase to positional displacements in the foleaigp Ution is reduced by about a factor 5, requiring less prdogss
Figure[1 shows a histogram of the “normalized” formal errofdmne- The formal errors assigned to individual (pseudo)suez

as observed for the transit data in one orbit near the staneof MeNts take into account the accuracies of the predicteditran
mission. times as derived from the available astrometric solutiomsT

The integrated photon coutg; for an observation varied Méans that the for_mal errors_tend t(_) be larger than _that diyen
considerably, as stars from magnitude -1 to 12.5 were obdentN€ photon statistics alone, in particular for the brighttars
In general, the brighter stars were assigned less obsetivieg (Fig.[3). Where more than one observation of the same star con
than the fainter ones, but this provided only a weak compenddbuted to a group, the contribution of the external err@sw
tion for the intensity dterences, as the possible maximum ratigPPropriately adjusted.
in observing time was only a factor 16 (equivalent to 3 magni-
tudes), while the typical range was more like a factor fowsixo 5 5 The pasic angle and other instrument parameters
Figure[2 shows an example of the distributions of formal rsrro
near the start of the mission. These diagrams immediately &tability of the basic angle is a critical requirement when i
pose a problem with the published data. The formal errors oomes to triangularization of the sky with an instrumenelik
single transits of the brightest stars are already smdiker the Hipparcos. The stability of the basic angle is naturally et
accuracy of the reconstructed position as derived fromd¢tr@a act, and some noise is left from small variations. The presen
metric parameters and their covariance matrix in the 19®fipu of such variations, and their scale can be demonstrated bpsne
cation, which are based on all mission data combined. Inlthe @f a detailed study of the residuals left after the alongiszia
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mately 0.1 mas. This correction, too, is very stable oventise
sion. It is resolved only as a function of the transit ordéinly
means of collecting abscissa residuals left after the asthic
solutions, at a resolution of 1000 intervals across scaerdh
is also a fourth correction, which describes the detaildduro
dependence of the abscissa residuals. The detailed calour a
the small-scale geometric correction also provide infdiomeon
‘ e L. local abscissa noise, from which formal error correctioageh
e been derived as a function of transit ordinate and star cafou
‘ dex. These corrections compensate for inaccuracies inahe ¢
culation of the modulation factavl; in Eq.[d, when calculat-
‘ ‘ ‘ ing formal errors. Further details on these calibratiores@an-
B R R vided bylvan L eeuwen (2007). For the assessment of the inter-
‘ ‘ nal accuracies of the Hipparcos data, the most importargcasp
of these calibrations is that they appear to have been able, t
1 ; ‘ gether, to represent the geometric distortions down to &l tefv
- : i ; about 0.1 mas, which is insignificant with respect to othés@o

-1 —0.5 0 0.5 1

Offset PFOV (mas) contributions.

0.5 v g

—0Offset FFOV (mas)
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Fig. 4. The correlation between abscissa residuals in the preced-

ing and following fields of view. The residuals have been ave?.3. The along-scan attitude

aged over intervals of 16 minutes/8lrotation of the satellite) . . .

to increase the resolution. The correlation shows smalbvar1N€ along-scan attitude has been derived using the

tions of the basic angle taking place at time scales longer tully-dynamic _model (FDM) as presented first by
16 minutes. The data are for orbit 174. van Leeuwen & Fantino | (2005). For details the reader is

referred to that paper or to van Leeuwen (2007). Here only a
summary relevant to the accuracy assessment is presented.

Through the FDM the underlying torques acting on the satel-
lite are reconstructed. From these torques are derivectbbie
rotation rates by means of integration over the Euler equati
for the motion of a rigid body in space. Error angles are then

tained through integration of the rotation rates. Bothdna-
iohs require starting points, which are also part of thituate
modelling. In an iterative fitting procedure for the alormgs at-
titude, abscissa residuals are fitted as a function of tintle avi
5th order exact spline function (van Leeuwen & Fantino 2003;
van Leeuwern 2007), the second derivative of which provides
the correction to the torque model. The integrations are car

titude reconstruction. To make this visible, residualsehbgen
averaged over 16 minute intervals (equivalentto a 45 degree
tation of the satellite), so that the noise level is reduceddarly

a factor 10.

Figure[4 is an example of such an abscissa-residual t
showing a correlation with an amplitude of about 0.4 masgtvhi
would contribute an additional abscissa noise of 0.3 magsA t
involving 10 successive well-covered orbits shows the same
proximate level of the correlations, but there are no sigrsys-
tematic variations, i.e. the variations are not linked te th-

tation phase or the orbital phase of the satellite. The okser . , : )
variations are likely to be a reflection of the temperatuwatml ried out over uninterrupted intervals. Interruptions carchused

cycle of the payload. As was explainedby van Leeuwen (2004?; thruster firi?r?s,dsian-tphase jéjmpts, (micrI(t) Teteorohﬂ_;)dri
a spin-synchronous modulation could have led to a systemdg 9€ 92Ps in the data stream (due to occultations, perigse p

offset in the parallaxes, but is clearly not observed. That sucfi29€s: N0 ground-station coverage efc.). The underlyomgire
uous, torque model covers time intervals between any tws gap

modulation is unlikely to be present was also shown indiyect. . : ;
through the determination of the parallax zero point, which (e data that are longer than 1 minute. For each integratio

was found to be correct to within 0.1 mas (Arenou el al. :nggnerval, the star_ting values for the pointing and r_ategrmeions
Lindegret 1995) ) ate also determined. Thus, the reconstructed attitudeeand)-

ated at any point of time, except for times very close to the
IScontinuities.

The attitude-reconstruction process ensures the proper le

of connectivity between observations in the two fields ofwie

rgs is achieved through controlling the relative weigHtdata
E,Epm the two fields of view contributing to the attitude reeon
Structions. These weights are checked for each interveldmsat
dees of the spline function. A maximum weight ratio of 2.72
IS allowed. For any larger ratio, the largest weight is reslio
2.72 times the smaller weight for the data contained in thdeno
interval. Very few exceptions were made to this rule, towallo
some short stretches of time with data from only one field of
view.

A few actual basic-angle drifts have been observed over tﬁ
mission, and these are linked to known thermal-control ierols
of the payload. A detailed description and identificatiorttod
orbits dfected is found in van Leeuwen (2007).

Next to the basic angle, three sets of instrument paramet
have been used to describe the large-, medium- and smédl-s
distortions of the description of the geometric projectafrihe
sky on the focal plane and the measuring grid. The largeesc
distortions describe the projectiofffects of the telescope op-
tics and their variation with time. These distortions arpree
sented by a two-dimensional third-order polynomial in fiosi
and a linear colour correction. The medium-scale distortior-
rections reflect the small-scale optical and the grid diftos,
which are observed to be very stable over the mission, with a
maximum amplitude just below 1 mas. The large- and mediurpy Fiejg-of.view transits and astrometric parameters
scale distortions are both resolved over the grid. The sgtalle
distortions represent the printing characteristics ofrtteelulat- The next step in the processing of the transits is the combina
ing grid, and are reconstructed to an accuracy level of agprotion of the abscissa residuals (after correcting for thgdaand
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transit data to field transits. The histogram shows the ebser

distribution, and the curve the equivalent Gaussian 8istion  Fig. 6. The distribution of formal errors (bottom) and numbers

for the same number of observations. The data are for orBit 14f observations (top) for the field transits. The positiortiu
diagonal line in the bottom diagram is the same as in the aimil
Fig.[2 and Fig B above.

Photon count

medium-scale distortions and determining the along-s¢i&n a
tude) to mean abscissa residuals for field-of-view tran$ités
may involve up to 10 individual measurements. A goodness-of
fit statistic is calculated for each field-of-view transigded on
the formal errors of the transit measurements as descriimata
Figure[® shows a typical example of the observed distribstio
for this statistic. There is an indication of a small undéneste
of the formal errors on the transit data in this particulasesa
shown by the fiset of the data from the ideal Gaussian distri£
bution. Data of this kind have been collected for all orbitsla ®
examined for deviations as part of the quality assurancegso

The formal errors on the field transits are still governed by
the same dependencies as for the transit data, and are dethina

(#esiduals) (mos)

by photon count statistics, as can be observed in[Fig. 6.6Thes 7000 10° 105 108
field transit data are the input to the astrometric-paramese
timation and the calibration of the small-scale geometig: d

tortions. They are referred to as field-transit abscissauats Fig- 7. The dispersions of abscissa residuals after fitting of astro
(FTAR). metric parameters for single stars with five-parametertsois.

Photon count

gThe diagonal line is the same as in the preceding figures, and
shows that these residuals are still largely dominated logqrh

metric parameters have been determined based on the FTARYSE- Only at the brightest end, the attitude noise (at 6b6u

These corrections have been accumulated as correctiohe tonf'as) dominates.

astrometry in the catalogue of 1997. A basic five-parameger a

trometric solution has been ffigient for application to 102 072

out of a total of 117 955 stars. Indicative of the improveniant Examination of the dispersions of the FTARs after the as-
quality of the new solution is the number of stars for which thtrometric parameter solutions (Fig. 7) provides the finaath

old catalogue gave a so-called stochastic solution (1864f)are on the internal consistency of the data, as well as a meas$ure o
solved as normal solutions in the new reduction (962). Sistihh  the remaining attitude noise. This noise is found to be appro
solutions represent cases where remaining residualsgrifisi imately 0.6 mas as applicable to a FTAR. In comparison, the
cantly larger than expected. This can be caused by unrebkoledtitude noise left in the 1997 catalogue was 1.5 to 2 maseat th
orbital motion, but in case of the published data, also byan devel of the combined FTARs for an orbit. With on average 4.5
cidental accumulation of unresolved problems in the stelt- FTARSs per orbit, the equivalent attitude noise in the orddjire-
titude reconstruction. duction was about 3 to 4 mas, at least a factor five larger than

At each cycle of the iterative process that ultimately bail
the final astrometric catalogue, corrections to the assuasied-
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Fig. 9. Top: Abscissa-error correlation level)(for field-transit
Ubscissa residuals (FTARs) with formal errors below 6 mas,
a function of separation along the scan direction. Battom
oincidence fractiom of field-transit measurements as a func-
flon of separation on the sky. The coincidence data are based
a random selection covering 10 per cent of all single statisen
new catalogue.

Fig. 8. Abscissa-error correlations for mean orbit transit resid
als with formal errors below 3 mas as a function of separati
along the reference great circle. Top: the NDAC data as p
lished in 1997; bottom: the new reduction. The peaks aredou
at intervals of an integer times the basic angle of 58 degases
fold back at 180 degrees.

in the new reduction. This reduction in attitude noise re¢fléc
the formal errors of the astrometric parameters, which are dlata on field transit residuals (with formal errors below Gna
termined by photon statistics down to about magnitude 34 tchave been collected over all orbits of the mission. The tiegyl
in the new reduction, but only down to magnitude 8 to 9 in theurve is shown in Fid.]9 (upper graph). The error limit is abou
1997 catalogue. equivalent to the one used above for the mean orbit transits.
What is also important for the astrometric data derived from
the FTARs is how correlations between abscissa residuals ca
accumulate into correlations in astrometric parametehnss B
A rather troublesome issue with the astrometric catalogie p largely determined by the coincidence factor, as introdung
lished in 1997 was the correlation level of the abscissalresivan Leeuwen (1999). The coincidence factor for #tavith re-
uals, and the way thisfiected the determination of astro-spect to staB gives the fraction of observations of starfor
metric parameters for, for example, star clusters (sedéurt which there are observations of st@r contained within the
van Leeuwen & Evans 1998). Two kinds of determinations same field of view passage. Also taken into account is the typ-
the correlation levels have been made for the new redudtion, ical length between nodes in the along-scan attitude modell
the field transits and for mean orbit transits. The latteveens which stretches well beyond the width of the field of view. The
material for comparison with the 1997 publication, as adsssi coincidence factor thus defines to what extent the undeylyin
error correlations for the published data were determired fabscissa-error correlations could accumulate into cabedler-
mean orbit transits rather than for the field transits thaiamil- rors in the astrometric parameters. Coincidence only Hagde
able in the new reduction. As abscissa-error correlatioigg-o for stars at relatively short separations on the sky (HidpWwer
nate from inaccuracies in the along-scan attitude detertmoim, graph). Coincidences with specific stars in the other fielde#
they naturally show most clearly in the data for the brigttiem-  are rarely repeated over the mission. The coincidence fevel
sits, where the photon noise is lowest. Fidure 8 shows foolthe FTARSs is generally about a factor two lower than for meantorbi
and the new reduction the the correlations for mean orbisita.  transits, where apparent coincidence would be relateddje@r
as derived for transits with formal accuracies better thame3. tion on a reference great circle rather than actual coimcidef
This essentially selects only the brighter stars. The ldiffer- the measurements.
ence between the NDAC results of 1997 and the new reduction The coincidence factor together with the correlation lekeel
is the result of the improved accuracy of the attitude manaigll termine the chance of accumulating correlated errors irathe
The repeated peaks for the NDAC data show how the greatcirtiometric parameters; the coincidence fraction definesitiee-
reduction process used for building the 1997 catalogue&@s r age percentage of observations of two stars that could be cor
cating, up to 9 times, local errors in the along-scan attitsmlu- related, at a level defined by the correlation for that sejmra
tion. (or slightly smaller due to projectionffects). Considering that
For the processing of the new catalogue data the corretatidghe correlation levels in the new reduction are nearly tare$
between the FTARs are relevant rather than those between ghmaller than in the 1997 catalogue, and the coincidencerfact
mean transit residuals per orbit. To examine these coivaigt two times smaller, it will be clear that for the new reduction

2.5. Abscissa-residual error correlations
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Fig. 10.Parallax correlations in the 1997 catalogue, as observéd
from the correlation leveb between the parallax updates in the
new catalogue for neighbouring stars as a function of thegir s
aration on the sky. Only stars with formal errors on the paxal
(in the new catalogue) below 1.2 mas were selected. Based on
the abscissa-error correlations for the old and the neviozaie,
these correlations most likely originate from the 1997 logfae.

0.2

the sensitivity to accumulation of abscissa-error cotiate into
astrometric-parameter correlations has been very signific
reduced.

Considering the smaller formal errors on the astrometricpa |-
rameters in the new reduction, the much lower correlatioslfe o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ |
and the lower coincidence statistics, théeliences between the 12 10 8 6 4 2
new and the original astrometric parameters can reveag<corr Hp
lation levels in the published data. An example of such test i .
shown in Fig[ID for the parallax data of stars with formabesr Fig. 11.The formal errors on parallaxes for 9976 stars with rel-
on the parallax less than 1.2 mas in the new reduction. Tlet le@tive errors on the parallaxes of less than 5 per cent. The nea
of the correlations is quite high, but their extent over thgis IN€ar relation with magnitude represents the photonsiiesi
small, and agrees, at least qualitatively, with what cowdek- Th(_e two bands in the distribution represent stars qro_und the
pected based on the coincidence statistics for mean ositssla €cliptic poles (lower band) and stars around the eclipngl
residuals. Beyond a radius of 3 degrees no correlationstare gPPer band).
served, though there may also be (small) anti-correlatoist-
ing for stars at 180 degrees separation, considering tfaesshs Table 1.Published and new determinations for the astrometry of
error-correlation dependencies (Fiy. 8) for the 1997 ogta¢.  the primary (HIP 71) and secondary (HIP 70) components of a

wide-binary system.

2.6. Formal errors and their dependencies Star _Param. Oold o New o units

. : ; . 10 @ 525 1387 595 308 mas

The main error dependencies left in the new catalogue are: 1 o 013 184 733 136 mas
— The photon noise on the observations, which is a function of 0 #a- —4678 1642 -2325 327 magyr
the magnitude of the star at the time of observation and thél ~ #e- —2450 205 -2361 139 magr
(variable) integration time; 0w 7088 1124 -1858 192 magyr
— The number and distribution of observations, which is all ~1947 140 -2055 085 magr

function mainly of ecliptic latitude, but which has been lo-
cally affected by incompleteness in the scan coverage due to
lack of ground-station coverage, observing conditioriee(li 3
excessively high background signal), and data loss, mosttg
which was due to hardware problems;

— Calibration noise, primarily originating from the attiteide-
construction.

Figure[I2 shows the distributions of parallax errors (below
mas) for 98 560 stars with simple five-parameter solstion
1997 publication and the new reduction. Some of the eliscr
features in the distribution for the 1997 catalogue may teetdu
thea posteriori corrections that had been applied to formal errors
on abscissa residuals.

All these contributions can be recognized in Figl 11. Thermai

linear relation represents the photon statistics. The tisorete
distributions are due to theftirences in coverage between th
ecliptic poles (lower band, good coverage) and ecliptim@la For at least two special cases of stars in the Hipparcosocatal
(upper band, relatively poor coverage). The photon noike rethe new reduction has provided a more than average improve-
tions do not continue towards the brightest stars, as tloessior ment. The first group concerns secondary stars in double sys-
these stars are still dominated by attitude noise. tems with separate measurements for the two components, but

g. 7. Special cases
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Fig. 13.Differences (VLBI-HIP) in parallax between VLBI mea-
Fig. 12.Histogram of the number of single stars for intervals gfurements and the new reduction, as a function of the paralla
width 0.1 mas in parallax error. The dots show the resultshfer Data points indicated with crosses refer to double stanrEr
new solution, the crosses for the 1997 solution. bars represent the combined formal errors on the two setls-of o
servations.

with the components still shiciently close to cause disturbed
transits. The improvement on those stars stems from théureso
tion of the data in field transits, which provides much bet®er
timates of the instantaneous orientation of a double systitim e
respect to the modulating grid than can be obtained from mean
orbit transits. This, in turn, allows for a significant impement
in the prediction of the position of the brighter componéithe
system relative to the targeted fainter component. An ateur
relative position with respect to target star and the madthda
grid is essential for correcting the signal of the target Btam
the disturbance of the bright companion. An example of how
this dfected the astrometric data of such systems is shown in
Table[1. Contrary to the 1997 solution, the new reduction now
clearly shows this system as a physical binary. ‘ 3
The second group of stars are those with extreme red colour” [~
indices, many of which are in addition variable. In the new re e o s
duction, epoch-resolved colour indices have been used;hwhi Sty (mas/yr)
has two &ects. The calibrations of geometric parameters C?

duts (mas/yr)

o

- - ig. 14. Differences (VLBI-HIP) in proper motion between
also be supported by the very red stars, and in the applicat 9 - SRR
of a calibration, the applicable colour of a star is more acc LBI measurements and the new reduction. Data points indi-

rately known. Data on the epoch-resolved colours of thetad s Cated with crosses refer to double stars. Error bars représe

has been provided by Dimitri Pourbaix (see further: Plagagl. combined formal errors on the two sets of observations.
2003; Knapp et al. 2001, 2003).

significant diferences between the 1997 catalogue and the new
reduction in as far as these transformations are concefined.
focus is on the VLBI measurements of 12 stars, and the trans-
The internal accuracies of the new astrometric data appéss t formations between the astrometric parameters as detedmin
in all aspects consistent with what should be expected on theough radio observations, the 1997 catalogue and the @ew r
basis of the two most important noise contributors, the @hotduction.
noise and the attitude noise. The reduction in correlatoell In the preparation of the linking of the Hipparcos catalogue
between abscissa residuals is in agreement with the redutethe ICRS as defined by radio observations (Arias et al.[1995
noise on the attitude, which has been the result of provsiobestrade et al. 1995, 1999) a dozen stars were measured over
that were made for two major types of disturbance (scanghasperiod of time also partly covered by the Hipparcos mission
discontinuities and hits) in the attitude modelling. Four out of these twelve stars are double stars, and may-there
fore be complicated in their solutions. Some of these stargia
o addition variable. The radio-star positions have been oreds
3. External accuracy verification relative to extra-galactic sources and are thtsotively equiva-
lent to absolute in parallax and proper motion.

The parallax comparison is shown graphically in Eid. 13; dis
The final transformation of the Hipparcos catalogue to artizle tinguishing between single and double stars. The weightshm
reference frame involved several types of measuremerdsa arof the parallax dierence for the 8 single stars is determined as
complete description can be found in Chapter 18 of Volume 3 60.013 + 0.48 mas, with a unit-weight standard deviation (the
ESA (1997). Here the main interest is on whether there are atuare root of the normalizeg’) of 1.55 + 0.39. A similarly

2.8. Conclusions on the internal accuracies

3.1. Comparison with radio-star observations
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3.2. The optical realization of the ICRS

3 : The Hipparcos catalogue as published in 1997 serves astihe op
8 + e cal realization of the International Celestial Referengst&m or
; ICRS (Feissel & Mignard 1998). This section looks at the ever
+ ‘ all agreement between the new reduction and the 1997 catlog
,,,,,,,,,,, in positions and proper motions.

The transformations between the new and old catalogues
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ are again based on Hgl. 2. The observations are the positional
) I S L A or proper motion dferences between the old and the new cat-
‘ ; ‘ ‘ alogue. The errors on these observations are partly ctecela
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ (when dominated by photon statistics), depending on ttghbri
ol S L R ness of the object. For the brightest stars therdfecvely no
‘ ‘ ‘ 3 correlation, and the errors are as given by the 1997 catalogu
‘ ; ‘ ; while for the faintest stars the correlation can be consiolier
T 5 o 5 10 With the brighter stars providing most of the weight for tlee s
dacos(s) (mos) lution, errors have been assigned according to the formaiser

Fig. 15. Differences (VLBI-HIP) in positions between VLBIgiven in the published catalogue. The comparisons are mased

measurements and the new reduction. Data points indicatied vi'€ data of 99 130 stars with basic five-parameter solutions i
crosses refer to double stars. Error bars represent theigecthb oth catalogues. In position the following transformatkafues

formal errors on the two sets of observations. are found:

& = 0.058+0.002 mas (5)
non-significant result is obtained when also including tba-d — _0.011+0.002 mas
ble stars. The VLBI and new Hipparcos parallaxes can thus %’e_ 0,028+ 0.003
considered to be in good agreement, with a possible hint of &= “-<°* % mas

323§;§St|mate of the formal errors in one or both sets Ofrebs\(?vith a unit-weight standard deviation of 0.87. As expecthd,

The transformation in either position or proper motion b standard deviation is less than 1.0, reflecting the partiedee

—CoSsa Sind —Sina sind coso

. €
sina —-cosae O 2

€3

tween two catalogues is given by a set of small rotationgo" ?f the r(]iata. The s?me tr?nsforlmallthn usr:ng g‘e formal
(61, €, €3) around three orthogonal axes as: errors from the new catalogue for calculating the obseowati
weights gives marginally ffierent results, and a unit-weight
a standard deviation of 1.24. In both cases the rotationsrebde
[ da. ] ~ . (2) are, though significant on their own, more than an order of-mag
do nitude smaller than the accuracy with which the positiornthé
published catalogue have been linked to the ICRS to protéde i
A derivation of these relations can be foundLin van Leeuweptical realization|(Arias et &l. 1995; Feissel & Mignard&9.
(2007). A nearly identical set of equations is used for deter A similar comparison has been made for the proper motions,
mining the relative spin between two catalogues, with on thgving the following values:
left-hand side the diierences in proper motion and on the right-

hand side the spin vectas. A comparison has been made fog,, = -0.001+ 0.003 magyr (6)
the proper motions, and is shown in Figl 14. Thietences in — _0.005+0.003 magyr

proper motion do not represent a significant spin between %

two systems. The spin components are determined as: wz = +0.006+0.003 magyr,

wy = 0.17+0.36 mas yr, and a unit-weight standard deviation of 0.90 (or 1.26 whem ne
wp = 010+ 0.30 mas yrt weights are applied). It can therefore be concluded thahéve
ws = 040034 mas yr’, 3) catalogue as areference frame is essentially identich&td297

catalogue, and only very small and insignificarftetiential ro-

with a unit-weight standard deviation of 1.8 and 12 obséowat t&tions have been introduced in its preparation.
Excluding the double stars does not provide an improvement o

these results. The comparison in positions (Eig. 15) giv@Ba 3 3 parajjaxes

ilar result:
The verification of formal errors on parallaxes in the puidid
e = -011+085 mas catalogue relies primarily on the observed distributiomefa-
e = 0.06+0.86 mas tive parallaxes. Such verification is only partially pos$sityith
e = -0.14+0.79 mas (4) the new reduction. The main reason is that amongst those star

for which a negative parallax was derived, the smallest fdrm
with a unit-weight standard error of 2.0. Given the small ivem error is 0.23 mas. There are no negative parallaxes amdrast t
of observations, one third of which are double stars, thedsted 1000 stars with smaller errors than this value, and only twvo f
deviations for these transformations are likely to e@ed by the first 2400 stars, when ranked according to formal pacalla
peculiarities in the astrometric parameters of the indigicstars, error. Figurd 16 shows the overall distribution of negagiaeal-
in particular orbital motion. Dferences in the positional originslaxes as a function of the formal errors, as well as the hisiog
of the radio and optical signals may also play a role in a feof the numbers of stars in intervals of 0.1 mas width in formal
cases. error.
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Table 2. Data on the ten stars with negative parallaxes and the
smallest formal errors.

10
HIP 7 O Hp B-V HD Name Spectr.

2 103312 -0.22 0.23 5.801 0.408 199478 V2140 Cyg B8la

£ 57741 -020 024 5761 0233 102878 A3lab

g 54751 -003 0.30 4.718 0541 97534 V533 Car Abla

% 5000 44904 -0.68 0.32 6.861 0.150 78949 AR2011

o 107749 -0.21 0.32 6.569 0.381 207673 A2lb
61703 -0.56 0.33 6.269 0.007 109867 KY Mus Blla
52004 -016 0.33 5551 0.500 92207 V370 Car AOla
97485 -001 0.34 6490 0.129 187459 V1765Cyg BO.5lbvar
88298 -0.13 0.36 5.732 -0.030 164402 BOlab...
41074 -0.27 0.37 5.979 0.379 70761 F2lab

low number of stars with negative parallaxes, far too few for
any objective statistical treatment, as can be seen fronilEig
and Fig[1V. The overall decrease in the total number of hegat
parallaxes is one of the clear indications for the improvetse
achieved with the construction of the new catalogue.

Given the very low numbers of negative parallaxes for those
stars with the smallest formal errors, it seems more apfatgr
to examine the individual cases for which a negative paralla
has been obtained rather than to treat these as some c#htisti
variable. The ten stars with negative parallaxes and thdessha

o(Parallax) (mas) formal errors are presented in Table 2. All but one of thesisst

. . : . aresupergiants. The spectral information for star HIP 4488s

Fig. 16. Top: the histogram, for all single stars with fiveien by Eqgen[(1986), who stated that the data for this star
parameter solutions, of the formal error on the parallaxe%,md also bvevintefpreted as coming from a high-mass Sugergj
Bottom: the distribution of parallaxes less than 1 midsas a The |atter seems to be the case, judging by the parallaxigor
function of formal error on the parallax determination foet i |t is also clear from a comparison between colour ieslic
new solution. The diagonal lines show the one, two and thrggay spectral types that most of these stars are consideably
sigma levels as based on the formal errors. dened, which should not be surprising given that for most the
distance is well over 1 kpc.

Unfortunately, there is considerable uncertainty (oriimtr
sic spread) in the absolute magnitudes of these superdsags
alsa Wegner 2007) and the reddening corrections to be altplie
the observed magnitudes (Wegher 2003). Also the specpi@sco
classification is not always uniquely defined. From an examin
tion of the distribution in parallaxes and apparent magtgtuof
the type la stars, it seems that the brightest of these siapésg
have an absolute magnitude of around, but there could be
many fainter by up to three magnitudes (though this is at leas
partly caused by reddening). There is an indication of sdars s
still being brighter. These could be the so-called “hypantg”,
with absolute magnitudes of arour@. An example is the star
HIP 95657 (HD 183143), identified as a possible hypergiant at

Upper limit o, (mas) a distance of 2 kp by Chentsav (2004), for which in the new re-
. ) ) duction a parallax of @7+ 0.54 has been determined. There are
Fig. 17. The cumulative percentage of negative parallaxes as@type lab stars close enough for a comparable estimatseThe
function of the formal error on the parallaxi.. The grey curve results are illustrated by Fig. 118, showing all supergiavita
in the background shows the same information as derived freffparent magnitude brighter than Hp7. Given the uncertain-
the 1997 catalogue. ties in classification as well as associated absolute madgst
and reddening corrections, no firm conclusions should berra
from the observed distribution of negative parallaxes.

Considering the discussion of the internal errors in the pre There is, however, another approach that can be made. The
ceding section it seems incorrect to apply any form of ercal-s distribution of negative parallaxes and their formal esrcan be
ing as was done for the 1997 catalogue (see Volume 13 of | E&&presented as a unit-weight error distribution, assuralhac-
1997). What could be considered is a random background natigal parallaxes are zero as an absolute lower limit. In thaec
that can not be detected in the internal error analysis.ddudd the negative parallaxes, divided by their formal errorpresent
be noise left in the reference frame as determined through time half of a Gaussian distribution with = 1. They? of the
iterations between the along-scan attitude reconstruatiol the parallax measurements for the ten stars in Table 2 equédd,10.
astrometric-parameter determination. This would mostjike with 9 degrees of freedom. The P-value is 0.32, so the tessgiv
a residual #ect still left over from the 1997 catalogue. Sucmo ground to reject the assumption that the formal errors are
noise residual could be noticeable for those stars withredls correct. Such procedure can in principle also be extended to
est formal errors. However, among those there is only a vamgn-zero parallax assumption, but that would have to becbase

|
[&)]

Parallax (mas)

Fraction <0 (%)
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Table 3. Comparisons of accumulated weight statistics for par-
-1 allax measurements of single stars with five-parametetisok

in the old and the new Hipparcos reductions. The errors asangi

in mas.

: \ Observations Mean error  Weight
I \ } ] Interval New Old New Old ratio

Hp (mag.)

! : All 101783 100037 0.66 0.96 2.16
: N ST Hp>9 34799 33347 1.23 1.33 1.23
Lum.class la - T : | Hp<9 66984 66690 0.56 0.86 2.36
: ~__ : Hp<7 10883 11127 0.33 0.70 4.29

= i 1 ‘ — The change in weight is then given by the ratio of theval-
——— 3 ues for the new and old reductions. For the entire cataldfee,
- = ; increase in weight achieved by the new reduction equals-a fac

L ? ! {  tor 2.16. Details for dferent magnitude ranges are presented in

- Table[3. A decrease is noted for the number of bright stars wit
‘ 3 five-parameter solutions in the new reduction. This is tisailte
Ny | ofthe increased sensitivity at higher accuracy to any arhis-
LN 1 turbance. Somewhat of a surprise has been the improvements
; ; observed for the faint stars. However, already the compiasis
Lum.class lab’ . | betweenthe FAST and NDAC datain the 1997 reduction showed

3 ; } that the noise on the data for these stars as published in the
O P R old catalogue also contained a significant instrument-itiade
‘ ; ‘ i ‘ ; ‘ component, as was shown by the error correlation stati&tass
-2 0 2 4 6 Volume 3 of [ESA 1997).

Parallax (mas) The largest impact of the new reduction is likely to be for

Cepheids and for star clusters and associations. For thHeeizip
Ive examine stars of relatively high intrinsic brightness ai
"Yistances above 300 pc. Using the selection criteria for the
Cepheid study of Feast & Catchpole (1997), about four times
fhore stars would be selected. This shows in a study based on

Hp (mag.)
/

Fig. 18. The distribution of single stars with luminosity clas
la (top) and lab (bottom) in measured parallax and Hp mag
tude. The magnitudes have not been corrected for reddélrtieg.
curve in the upper diagram represents an absolute magrafud
My = -7.0, anq in the lower diagram for = -5.5. The ob- the one-but-final iteration results obtained in the cortsipm of
served spread is due to both the formal errors on the paealla

h d th ified) f | h e new catalogue by van Leeuwen etlal. (2007). While based on
((:?aSsZifi(z:Vavgér?g e (unspecified) formal errors on the SpecWﬁ‘e 1997 reduction only the zero point of the Cepheids PL-rela

tion could be determined (Feast & Catchpole 1997), therews n
also significant information available on the slope of tieistion

) ) (see alsa_van Leeuwen 2007).

on assumed absolute magnitudes, and would require redgenin gor gpen cluster studies preliminary results are presdnted
corrections and the inclusion of all stars with parallaxesier  yan | eeuwen (2007), which show an improvement of the formal
than predicted, and not only those with negative parallakels  o(rors by about a factor 2 to 2.5, with formal errors on the par

would then make the calculations model dependent. A siredlifi 315xes of the 8 nearest clusters in the range of 0.09 to 0d m
experiment shows, however, that even if we assume all reéere o gains for the open clusters are made in three areas:

parallaxes to equal 0.2 mas, the P-value ofithéest would be

as high as 0.17, thus still not inconsistent with the assiompt ~ — The improvements in the formal errors for the brighteststar
Concluding, it seems from the data that could be analyzed The significant reduction in the correlations between the ab

that there is no proof for the presence of an additional n@ise SCissa errors; _ o -

tribution to the parallax errors. However, the detectigpatality ~— The much improved handling of the connectivity condition

of the data for such contribution, at a level of a few tenthaof  in the along-scan attitude reconstruction.
mas, is not very high, and its presence can not be excluded
ther. Findings for the internal accuracies and the convergef
the new reduction make such noise contributions not veglik

e second point simplifies the reduction of the open cluita

to single cluster parallax and proper motion values comalulg.
The third point avoids the potential Pleiades problem tocivhi
open cluster data in particular can be very sensitive. Ehikie

to the concentrations of relatively bright stars and thegivei
these may potentially assert in the along-scan attitudenrec
The potential impact of the new reduction can be estimat§fuction. The open cluster analysis and results will begmeed
from the formal errors on for example the parallaxes of the siln @ Separate paper, currently in preparation. _ _
gle stars. Considering only simple five-parameter solstjtine A S|_gn|f|cant impact can also be made on studles of galactic
combined weight for a selection of stars in either the nevher tdynamics. A repeat of the study by Binney €t al. (2000), for ex
old solution is given by the sum of the inverse squared form@MPple, shows a factor two more stars available, resultiagli-

4. The potential impact of the new reduction

errors: tional measurements towards later spectral types (vanvieseu
2007). Three more data points could be added to the asymmet-
W= Z(l/(f”)z' @) ric drift diagram, for Cepheids, Red Clump and RGB starssas i
i

shown in Fig[IP. Preliminary results on the solar motion and
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physical objects, and in particular when that involves assii

absolute magnitudes and their intrinsic dispersion. Therial

verification of the new reduction appears to provide fullif-se

consistent results and, as such, provides the main elerht@ o

data quality verification. The limitations of the externairifi-

cation leave open a number of questions, for which the arsswer

may not be available until a much improved independent cata-

logue, such as the one expected from the Gaia mission, is avai

able.

The improvements achieved by the new reduction of the

Hipparcos astrometric data put the results of this missigmifs

icantly above its original aim, which was set at 2 mas. Inisgtt

this aim, the #iciency of the detectors had been underestimated,

and the noise contribution of the instrument calibrationsres-

timated. The original reductions, as published in 199 &aly

provided data that was a factor two better on average. The new

reduction has made this a factor three on average, and nmare th

a factor ten for many of the brightest stars. With these imgro

ments, significant progress can again be made in a wide rdnge o

luminosity calibration studies and studies of galacticaiyics.

Above all, however, the new reduction has shown that the

principle of Hipparcos for obtaining absolute parallaxesks,

though it requires very careful implementation of varioss a

pects of the data processing, and in particular the aloag-sc

attitude reconstruction. The latter could only be achiefed

the Hipparcos mission through a thorough understandinbeof t

satellite dynamics.
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