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ABSTRACT

Context. The formation mechanism of hot horizontal branch (HB) sisustill one of the most uncertain points of stellar evolatio
theories. In the past decade, models based on their binayipn drave been very successful in reproducing the propedfeield
subdwarf-B stars, but the observations of their analoguggabular clusters has posed new problems. In additiondigeovery of
multiple populations fiered an appealing alternative scenario for the formatidhede stars.

Aims. We search for binaries of periga <200 days among a sample of 83 blue horizontal branch stafs1Z 000-22 000 K) in
NGC 2808, a cluster known to host three distinct stellar patns and a multimodal horizontal branch. The final samafier the
rejection of stars with incomplete observations or poolligudata, consists of 64 targets.

Methods. The radial velocity of the targets was measured in fourt@ecles, spanning a temporal intervakaf5 days. The significant
variations were identified by means of a detailed error aislgnd a statistical study.

Results. We detect no RV variable object among stars cooler than tbéopietric G1 gap at17 000 K, while two closeg <10
days) and two intermediate-periog=£10-50 days) systems are found among hotter targets. The afakintermediate-period binary
fraction for stars cooler than the gap dre<5% andf, <10%, respectively, with 95% confidence. The most probakileegeamong
hotter stars aré. ~20% andfi, ~30%, but the 90%- confidence level intervals are still la@dZ% and 11-72%, respectively).
Conclusions. The G1 gap appears as a discontinuity in the binary factiongathe HB, with a higher incidence of binaries among
hotter stars, but a constant increasd iwith temperature rather than a discontinuity cannot beusbedd from our observations. We
also find that intermediate-period binaries, never ingastid before among cluster HB stars, could play an importdatamong
hotter stars, being more tharl5-20% of the hottest stars of our sample. Our results, cozdpaith previous estimates for other
clusters, indicate that, among hot HB stars is most probably higher for younger ctastonfirming the recently proposed age-
f. relation. However, the large observedfdience in binary fraction between clusters (e.g. NGC 28@BNBC 6752) is still not
reproduced by binary population synthesis models.
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1. Introduction NGC 6752, Momany et al. 2002), while in others it is clearly

. . . multimodal (e.g. NGC 2808, Sosin et al. 1997). This observa-
Horizontal branch (HB) stars in Ga_lac_nc globular Clusi@Es) g picture still lacks full comprehension, as a consme
are old post- He flash stars of low initial mass (0.7-09Mhat, - o o, hoor understanding of the formation mechanism of HB
after_the exhaustion of hydrogen in the stellar core and Ehm_ stars in GCs. The HB morphology has been linked, among
cension along the re(_j glar:_tl_branch, eve(ntually igniteduheli others, to cluster age (Dotter et al. 2010), cluster coma,tiun
(Hoyle & Schwarzschild 1955; Faulkner 1966). Fusi Pecci et al. 1993), stellar rotation (Petellson 1988%ter

GCs display large dierences in the HB morphology (see, fofy, 555[(Recio-Blanco et /al. 2006), helium, and the envirotisfen
example, Piotto et al. 2002). The first parameter respaaéibl - ation (Fraix-Burnet et al. 2009), but none of the pragbs
this phenomenon is metallicity, but it alone cannot accdant gecong parameters could satisfactorily reproduce the keomp
the complex observational picture (ﬂée so-called "secaldm-  opserved behavior (sée Catélan 2009, for a review). Inquarti
eter problem”,_Sandage &V\_/|Idey 1967; van den Bergh 196 r, the most challenging task is to account for the formmatd
While some clusters contain only red HB stars cooler thallreme horizontal branch (EHB) stars at the faint hotter @h
the RR-Lyrae gap, others host a large population of blue Hegg (T >20000 K), observed even in high metallicity clus-
burning stars extending even beyond the canonical end of {hec (e.g/ Rich et al. 1997) and old open clusters (NGC 6791,
HB at ~35000 K (e.g._Moehler et al. 2004). Even more puzg ;5o et 4l 2006). Stars hotter than this critical tempeeato
zling, in the color-magnitude diagram (CMD) of some ClUSyot have an external envelope massive enough to sustain the
ters the HB appears continuous in its whole extension (ede|| H-burning, and after the exhaustion of helium in theeco
they evolve directly to the white dwarf (WD) cooling sequenc

* Based on observations with the ESO Very Large Telescope at . A ,
Paranal Observatory, Chile (proposal ID 078.D-0825) without ascending the asymptotic giant branch (AGB manqué
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stars| Greggio & Renzini 1990). They are extensively olesdrv
and studied in the Galactic field, identified as the so-caleat 15
dwarf B-type (sdB) stars (Greenstein 19i71; Caloi 1972; klebe
1986). However, in GCs they are still poorly studied becaise
their faintness, and many questions still await an answeg (s 16
Catelan 2009; Moni Bidin & Piotto 2010, for recent reviews).
Many single-star evolutionary channels have been invoked
plain EHB star formation in GCs, including interactions twé 17
close planet (Soker 1998, see also Silvotti et al. 2007)juimel
mixing driven by either internal rotation (Sweigart & Merge
1979; Sweigart 1997) or stellar encounters (Sudalet al.)2007
and close encounters with a central intermediate-mask btde
(Miocchi2007).

The dynamical interactions inside binary systems were pro-
posed early on to be responsible for the heavy mass-lossedqu
to form a EHB star[(Mengel et 5l. 1976; Tutukov & lungelson
1987). In the past decade, the "binary scenario” has actiieve
many observational and theoretical successes among fiBld sd 20 -
stars, and is now widely accepted as the most satisfactery ex
planation of their formation. The binary population syrsise
model of Han et al! (2002, 2003, 2007) could reproduce theiro 2
servational properties in great detail, although a smalitfon
of progenies of single stars is probably required for a rfe
match [(Lisker et al. 2005). Han’s model considers three main
formation channels: the stable Roche Lobe Overflow (RLOF), 15
which produces sdB’s in wide binaries; the common envelope
(CE) channel, which forms close systems; and the merging
of two WDs, whose progenies are single stars. On the other
hand, many surveys have confirmed that a large fraction af fiel 16
sdB stars reside in binaries (Ferguson et al. 1984; Allaad et
1994; |Ulla & Thejll [1998; | Aznar Cuadrado & ffery [2001;
Maxted et all. 2001; Williams et al. 2001; Reed & Stiening 2004
Napiwotzki et al.. 2004), and sdB’s in close systems with pe- 7
riods shorter than ten days are very commpn_(Moranlet al.
1999; S&er et all 1998; Heber et al. 2002; Morales-Rueda et al.”
2003), although the exact close-binary fraction is stilcem
tain, ranging from 40-45%|_(Napiwotzki etlal. 2004) to 70% '®
(Maxted et al. 2001).

Observations of EHB stars in GCs have so far presented
a challenge to the binary scenario, at variance with its-well
established successes for field stars. The first surveys sur-
prisingly revealed a lack of EHB close systems in GCs
(Moni Bidin et al.l 2006, 2009b). Moni Bidin et al. (2008a) fike
at 4% the most probable value of the EHB close-binary fractio .
(fc) iIn NGC 6752, proposing that a decreasedrwith the age -05
of the stellar population should be a natural expectatiothef
binary scenario. The detailed calculations_of Han (2008} co
firmed that the CE channel becomes veryfiiogent after the Fig. 1. Position of the targets in the cluster color-magnitude di-
first few Gyrs, and the WD-WD merging should be the predor&gramsUpper panelV vs (U - V) diagram, where the arrows
inant mechanism for the formation of EHB stars in old stelldndicate the location of the two gaps discussed in the tegt (G
systems. As a consequence, cluster EHBs should be prilycipaihd G2), and the magnitude corresponding #2T000 K (the
single-star products of merging, and close systems shaaild formal definition of the EHB)Lower panelV vs (B-V) diagram
rare. However, Moni Bidin et al (2009a) measured a higher with superimposed the ZAHB model frdm Cassisi ét/al. (1999)
in M80 and NGC 5986 (12% and 25%, respectively), and alised to estimate stellar temperatures. The star #3734fsdisd
gued that the models proposed by Han (2008) cannot simultamethe text is indicated with an empty triangle.
ously account for the lowf; measured in NGC 6752 and these
much higher values found in clusters only 1-2 Gyr younger.
Unfortunately, their results diered too large uncertainties to be
conclusive. In summary, the binary scenario has not been digas recognized early on as a possible cause of the heavy-mass
proved, but its ability to reproduce all the observation&i@s loss underlying the formation of EHB stars, but non-canahic
still has to be demonstrated. mixing phenomena had to be invoked (von Rutiéd al.[1988;

An alternative model of EHB star formation has receiveBenissenkov & VandenBerg 2003; Sweigart & Mengel 1979;
great attention in recent years: one incorporating the guatial |Sweigait 1997). The discovery of multiple stellar populas in
helium enhancement. A super-solar surface helium abureda®Cs (Bedin et al. 2004; Piotto et al. 2007) opened a new fron-
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tier, because the observational results of Piotto let aD5pap-

parently imply that the bluer main-sequence (MS)drCen is T T T T ]
most probably populated by He-enriched stars. The cugrentl - #53679 — 12700 K 4
preferred scenario is that these objects constitute a destel

lar generation that formed from material polluted by either
intermediate-mass AGB stars (D’Antona etlal. 2002; Renzini | |
2008), or rapidly rotating massive MS stars (Maeder & Meynet i 444070 — 17100 K |
2006;| Decressin et al. 2007). The models of multiple popula-
tions with diferent helium abundances successfully reproduce
both the MS splitting and the multimodal HB morphology of
both w Cen [Lee et al. 2005) and NGC 2808 (D’Antona et al. »
2005). The He-enhancement thus represents a promisingmode |
and alternative to the binary scenario, for the formatiokHB Il '

#9519 - 21200 K |

stars in GCs.
In this paper, we present our results of a search for EHB |
binaries in NGC 2808. Preliminary results, pointing to aselo #37345 — 14400 K

binary fraction higher than in NGC 6752, were presented by

Moni Bidin et al. (2008b) and_Moni Bidin & Piotto (2010). In

this context, this cluster is a key object because it is metic

ably younger than NGC 6752 (De Angeli etlal. 2005), allowing

the study of thefc.-age relation foreseen by the binary scenario. S SO S S

Moreover, this cluster represents one of the greatest sses®f 480 . () 490

the He-enhancement scenario, because D’Antona et al. Y2005 ¢

and D’Orazi et al..(2010) were able to model both its multimlod

HB (Bedin et all 2000) and the multiple MS (Piotto etlal. 2007ig. 2. Normalized spectra of four target stars, obtained shifting

with three stellar populations of increasing primordialilne  all the collected spectra to laboratory wavelength and singm

abundance. them. The star ID and temperature is given. The spectra were
vertically shifted to avoid overlap.

2. Observations and data reduction

We selected 83 hot HB stars in NGC 2808 from the photdable 1.Log of the observations.
metric catalog of Momany et al. (2003), of magnitude between

V=17.4, corresponding approximatively to the Grundahl jump Exposure ID Epoch Exp Mode
(Grundahl et al. 1999), and the limiting magnitude19.5 im- JD-2450000 s
posed by program feasibility. In Tabld 4, we give the IDs, 1-1 54111.26437  2x 3000 v
the coordinates, and the photometric data of the targets fro 1-2 54111.33528  2x 3000 v
Momany et al. [(2003), and their location in the cluster CMDs 2-1 5411225032 2x 3300 v
shown in Figuré&lL. 2-2 54112.32817 2x 3300 v
: 31 54114.24152  2x 3000 v
Twenty-four single spectra of target stars were collected 3.2 5411429434  1x 3000 v
in fourteen epochs between January 11 and March 24, 2007, 4-1 54116.25362 2x 3375 v
with the GIRAFFE spectrograph at the VLT-UT2 telescope, in 4-2 54116.31284 1x 3375 Y
both visitor and service mode. The instrument setup H7A pro- 51 54127.16030 1x 1980 s
vided high-resolution (R18 000) spectra centered on thg H 5-2 54127.25886 2x 2770 s
line. The temporal sampling was carefully planned to maxi- 5-3 54127.33708 2x 2770 s
mize the detection probability of binaries with any periquta 6-1 54182.10276 2x 2770 s
100 days. Exposures were acquired in pairs to be later summmed 6-2 54182.16923 2x 2770 s
except when bad weather conditions forced us to stop observa 6-3 5418306863 1x2770 s

tions after the first frame. We thus collected fourteen epatth

data over 2.5 months. The log of the observations is given in

Table[1, where each exposure is identified with a unique 1D, an

the epoch at the middle of the acquisition period is indidateaffect the radial velocity (RV) measurements. The goodness of

along with the exposure time and the observing moewigitor, the wic was checked by analyzing the spectra of the lamp fibers

s=service). acquired simultaneously with target stars. This reductitap
Data were reduced with the dedicated CPL-based pipeliwas particularly problematic, because we found that rumttie

available at the ESO web site. Because of the extremely lgw scomplete wic routine resulted in an incorrect solution,mat

nal collected for the hottest targets, we performed maayte- deviation from the correct one that increased with wavetteng

ductions to find the choices and parameter sets that maximizad fiber number, up to 10-15 km's We therefore adopted the

the output quality. The frames were de-biased and flat-fieldstandard solution for the H7A setup, included in the inseam

with standard procedures based on the frames collectedhwittal package downloadable from the GIRAFFE web site, allow-

the standard calibration plan. The dark current was fourkto ing the pipeline to use the lamp fibers to find rigid shifts and

non-negligible only along the top edge of the CCD, not used @hanges in the spectral geometry on the chip. After the fixal e

our work, and no dark correction was applied to avoid theesorrtraction, the lamp fibers showed only small random deviation

sponding decrease inM$ by 10-15%. We gave particular attenfrom laboratory wavelengths (0.3 kmi'srms). This wic error

tion to the wavelength calibration (wic), whose defectseasily is small compared to uncertainties in the RV measuremedt, an
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Fig. 3. Difference between the RV measured in the first frame 2r | R
(frame 1-1 of Tabl€ll) and the weighted average for each star, ot . . . + . . .+ . . .+ . . . |

plotted as a function of the fiber number. Only the 53 brightes 1200 14000 16000 18000 20000 22000
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stars, with measurement uncertainty lower than 5 ki are

plotted. Fig. 4. Mean error of each star as a function ffieetive temper-
ature.

can be safely neglected in the final error budget. Finalli, sc

ence spectra were extracted using both an optimum algoritiperature as in, for example, NGC 6752 and M80, where the
(Horne 1986) and a simple sum. We found that these two meH#iB is separated from cooler HB stars. In contrast, Sosihl et a
ods were in general equivalent and the choice did not alter f1997) identified two clear gaps in NGC 2808 at abgutl 8.4
results, but in some noisy spectra one or the other returrmed m(~16 500 K) andV=20 (~25000 K), called G1 and G2 re-
precise measurements. This was probably due to small casmspectively, by Bedin et all (2000). The cluster blue HB issthu
defects or noise spikes being treatefiietiently by the two algo- divided into three sections, called EBT1¢T <16500 K),
rithms. We therefore preferred optimum-extracted spetimh EBT2 (16 00& T <25000 K), and EBT3 (§7 >25000 K).

we opted for a simple sum in the few cases in which this cleafollowing this scheme, the sample contains 62 EBT1 and 21
returned smaller RV errors. The background flux was estichatEBT?2 stars, but no star in the faint EBT3 group was observed.
by averaging nine fibers allocated to the sky and, after aubtr We note that the temperature associated with the gaps was
ing their mean spectrum from those of the targets, we checkalstained by fitting a canonical model to the observed HB, and
that the weak interstellar emission in the core of thelide the spectroscopic measurements of Moehlerlet al. (2004eagr
had been fectively removed. The spectra were then trimmedith this temperature scale. However, Dalessandrol €t QLR

to retain only the central region (4780-4930 A), and we noproposed a new scale, based on a multi-population model of
malized them fitting a linear relation to the continuum onhbotthree stellar generations with increasing helium contertheir
sides of the H line. We verified that a higher order polynomiakalculations, the G1 and G2 gaps approximatively coinciiie w
was not required in the normalization, as there was no apptiee canonical start (20000 K) and end (31000 K) of the EHB,
ciable change in either the fitted function and or the resplés which is thus separated from cooler stars by an underpagallat
a final step of the reduction, the spectra forming a pair obexpregion even in the CMD of this cluster.

sures (see Tab[é 1) were added. Some example spectra ame show

in Figure[2, for two stars at the edge of the temperature range

(12700 and 21 200 K) and one of intermediate temperaturs, pitt RY measurements

the star #37345, discussed later. The presented spectthear

sum of all the spectra collected for each star, after slgjftiem (CC) techniquel(Tonry & Davi5 1979) implemented in the
to laboratory wavelengths. cgr IRAFY task. The CC was restricted to the spectral interval

The observed HB was fitted with the zero-age HB modﬁ . . o .
= : . _ 40-4880 A, i.e. the Kline with its full wings. The template
(ZAHB) of Cassisi et al.(1999) with metallicity [Ad]="-1.10 "\, o tracted from the synthetic library .of Munari et al.@zp

Srcr:]zrrerg"g:éﬂé%\(/)gsfs)r]g)t gterg\i/eh?f(t)ervrcgredrit;;e su(ézzl_e(\z/i;c?oglgl Experiments with model spectra offidirent temperature, grav-
P 9 9 : ity, and metallicity showed that a change in these parammeter

and uncertainties remained in the determination of theiredu g{i

®rhe RVs were measured by means of the cross-correlation

distance modulus and reddening. These problems could be es not dect the results, while_the errors are very sensitive to
to the use of thdJ band, because Dalessandro etal. (201 choice, and the templates with a narrowgtisually provide

showed that, at shorter wavelengths, it is impossible tchét t aller errors for all the stars, These conclusions aresalge

. ; . " -~ ported by the detailed analysis.of Morse etlal. (1991). \tarie
HB of NGC 2808 with one single popula’glon of fixed hehurrﬁ] the shape of the template line are indeed not expectedfto sh
content. Therefore, the fit was performed in theersus (here-

after vs.) B — V) plane, where the closest match was found bf?e center of the CC function (CCF), but cdfeat the resulting

; . ncertainties. We also found that the inclusion of weak teta
assuming that_(m-l\il,):lS.? and EB - .V)=O.15,.|n good agree- lines in the synthetic spectra enhanced the errors wittadihg
r’r}elgt W'th[:?e_?r']n e1al.(2000). T?e fit E shown in thehlowergierlln eal information, because they were either absent or nitleis
of Figure[l. The temperature of each target was then es : ' :
from the point of the model ZAHB closest to the observed ;I%dthe noisy target spectra. Consequently, the templatdyfina

. . . opted for all the stars was a synthetic profile of theliHe,
sition. Varying (m-M), and E@ - V) between values that stil obtained by removing all weaker lines from a synthetic spec-

gave a reasonably good fit, we estimated that the uncerﬁaint){rum at 20000 K, logg)=5, and cluster metallicity. It must be

the temperature should be on the order of 10%. The temperatUr, . i ihot the RV measurements arefiezted by anv bias or
derived for each star is given in Talle 4. y any

In the selected sample, there are eight stars hotter than \gar s distributed by the National Optical Astronomy
20000 K and, following the canonical definition, they can bgpservatories, which are operated by the Association ofidJsities
considered EHB stars. However, in the CMD of NGC 280fr Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreemith the
there is no underpopulated region in correspondence teeifms National Science Foundation.
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We did not find a unique scheme for returning the optimal re-

| I I I | I I I | I
—2 0 2 sults for all the spectra, but we employed in each case the pro

a

cedures (filtering, rebinning, use of a single spectrumyiging

Fig. 5. Upper panel histogram of the distribution of the residu-the best results in terms of shape and noise of the CCF, height
als with respect to the weighted average of each star, inafinitof its central peak, and goodness of its Gaussian fit. These pr
the associated error (Equatioh 1). Overplotted to the gistm, cedures were designed only to reduce the errors, and thiesresu
a Gaussian withr=0.96 and centered in 0.01 is showmwer Were stable when experimenting withffédrent combinations of

panel probability plot of the same residuals of the upper panep_rocedurels and involved parameters, varying by no moreghan
The straight line, with intercept 0.01 and slope 0.96, iaths few km s When this was not the case, the measurement was

the least squares fit of the data. judged unreliable and excluded, as when the results wes-sen
tive to changes in either continuum normalization or extcac
algorithm.

uncgartainty in the estimate o_f the target tempgrature,u;m:me 3.1. Systematic errors
choice of the template was independent of this temperande a
as discussed, this choice did not alter the results. After the correction to heliocentric RVs, we verified that no
The RV was determined by fitting the core of the CCF with aystematic error was present in the results. First, we @tbck
Gaussian profile. While the procedure was straightforward fthe zero-point of each frame by averaging the RVs of the 53
cool stars, it became problematic for the fainter ones, wholrightest stars, excluding measurements with errors fahga
spectra were much noisier down to signal-to-noise raiiNYS3 5 km s. We thus derived the corrections to reduce each frame to
in the worst cases. Measuring RVs at such IgiN ®ith only one  the same zero-point, although they were lower than 1.5%m s
wide line is a challenging task, and we with experimented dif.e. well within the typical error of the 53 stars (3.5-4 km)s We
ferent methods to improve the accuracy of the measuremeiltsn plotted, for each frame, the residual of each star wihect
the application of a narrow Fourier filter (Brault & White 187 to its weighted-averaged RV as a function of the fiber nuntber,
sometimes helped, while thgNsof very noisy spectra was of- check for the presence of a systematteet that varied with po-
ten increased by degrading the resolution by a factor of e asition on the CCD, as done by Moni Bidin et al. (2006, Figure 5
then rebinning accordingly. Although a lower resolutidfeats and 7). The plot relative to the first frame is shown in Fiddre 3
the precision that can be achieved, the noise is by far thaé-doms an example. The average value of these residuals wassalway
nant source of uncertainty when the stellar flux is very wémk. lower than 0.1 km 3, indicating that any fiset between expo-
some cases, we used only one spectrum of a pair, because thares was correctly removed in the previous step. Morether,
was a great dierence in the spectral quality of the two, and thinear and third-order fit never fiered from zero by more than
addition of the noisier one degraded the resulting measemem 1 km s%, proving that there is no residual trend in the measured
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To test the reliability of the errors, we analyzed the distri
v — T bution of the residualsA{) of the i-th measurement (Rywith
i 5 respect to the weighted averad®/), in units of the associated
e ] erroroRy;

. O : A= RV — W

L : | i
sk L ] ORV,i

Pfalse (%)

1)

If the observational uncertainties are the only cause of/#nie
ations, and the errorsgry, represent them well, the residuals
would follow a normal distribution centered on zero and with
number of measurments unit dispersion. This analysis can easily be spoiled by R¥-va
15 ——————— — — able stars, which add large values to the wings of the distrib
i 1 tion. We therefore excluded all the stars showing one or more
[ ] residualsA; > 3.5, as we later demonstrate that no variation
10~ - above this threshold should be expected from random errors
® o ] alone (Seci.4]11). The resulting distribution #f is shown in
i 1 the upper panel of Figuld 5. Both the mean value (0.01) and
5 To. 7 the standard deviation (0.96) confirm that the errors areadd
i o 1 well defined, as they account exactly for the random variatio
- g 1 The probability ploti(Lutz & Hanson 1992) of these data révea
o . . T that they follow a normal distribution, as they are alignéahg
Threshold (o) a straight line of slope 0.96 and intercept 0.01. This woualdeh
not happened if, for example, the exclusion of stars wjth 3.5
Fig. 7. Upper panel Probability of a false detection for the "rel-had produced a too narrow cut of the wings of the distribution
ative” criteria (empty dots and dotted line) and the "absdut conclu_S|on, the analysis reveals th_at_the errors are teliadp-
criteria (full dots and line) defined in the text, assumingea 3résenting well the random uncertainties, and that they afetys
threshold for bothLower panel False detection probability for P€ used in a statistical analysis.
the same criteria, as a function of the threshold, for tensuea

ments. 3.3. Absolute RVs and cluster membership

The absolute RVs were calculated by weight-averaging all th

measurements for each star, and the results are given in col-

umn 7 of Tabld¥. The histogram of the distribution is shown
RVs, and the results are free from systematics well beyoad ti Figure[®. The mean value BVa,<=93.2 km s?, in excel-

typical random errors of 3-4 knrs lent agreement with_Harlis (1996, February 2003 Web version
93.6 km s?), and the observed dispersion is 5.7 kni.sn
3.2 Errors Figure[®, we also overplot a Gaussian curve centereR\oams

with 0=5.7 km s. The histogram is well described by a normal

Any search for binaries by means of multi-epoch RV measurgistribution, with no deviating points, hence all the tasgean
ment is based on the comparison between the observed vamconsideredona fidecluster members. The only exception is
tions and the uncertainties. A precise definition of themri® the star #37345, whose spectrum is shown in Figlire 2. This ob-
therefore of fundamental importance for the correct imetg  ject was immediately recognized as peculiar, because oéits
tion of the results. broad H; line: rapidly rotating HB stars hotter tharil1 500 K

The uncertainty associated with each measurement was d@ve never been found (Recio-Blanco et al. 2002; |Behr!2003),
fined as the quadratic sum of the error of the CC technique (Bile they are very common among hot MS stars. We note that
defined by Tonry & Davls 1979), the wic error defined in Selct. shis object is much redder than the other HB stars in terms of
and the uncertainty introduced when correcting the zeintpoU — V color (of Figuré_1), but merges with the HB population in
of each frame (Sedf3.1). This last quantity was defined as theV-(B-V) diagram (lower panel of the same Figure). The RV
rms of the corrections applied to each frame, i.e. the scimtte measurements was highly uncertain because, as a consequenc
the zero-point of the frames around the mean value. The ©fthe line broadening, the fit of the wide peak in the CCF was
error completely dominates the error budget, being tylyic Problematic. When it converged, we derived £060 km s*,
3 km s for bright stars and increasing with temperature up téery diferent from the cluster value. We therefore conclude that
5-8 km s for the faintest targets. Thus, the quadratic sum #fe star #37345 is most probably a background field MS B star.
the wic and zero-point errors (0.3 and 1.1 km,sespectively)
makes a negligible dierence for all but the brightest targets. Th
mean error for each star is plotted in Figlire 4 as a functiaf-of
fective temperature. The errors constantly increase wiéhém- Eleven stars were not considered in our analysis, becaage th
perature along the HB, reflecting the decreasifig & the col- spectra were either too noisy for reliable measurements or
lected spectra. The mean value of EBT1 targets @17 000 K) strongly contaminated by the emission lines of nearby lamp
ranges from 2.5 te-4.5 km s, with the exception of a couple fibers. All these targets have no data in the last two columns
of deviant stars, with an average value of 3.5 ki blotter stars of Table[4. The majority of targets were not allocated theesam
show a higher scatter and a steeper gradient, with a meaa vdiber in both GIRAFFE plates, as these are not equivalent be-
of 6.0 km s1. cause of broken fibers. As a consequence, the spectra ofgsx st

9. Analysis
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were free of lamp contamination when observed with one plate
while their spectra collected with the other plate were dgeda
Moreover, star #45980 had no fiber allocated in one plates@he i
seven targets were studied as the others, but were exclated f | ¢
our statistical analysis because, with only half of the gpec & =
with respect to the other stars, their temporal samplingeiy v ~ i
different. Finally, one target was found to be a foreground star-%* [
(Sect[3.B). In conclusion, with nineteen stars lost or wked, i
the resulting sample comprises 50 EBT1 and 14 EBT2 stars,ou$ys b0—r ot 00l 0000
of which six EHB targets haveqf >20000 K. 01 ! 10 100
The measurements for the four spectra that were not the sum
of two exposures, i.e. the frames 3-2, 4-2, 5-1, and 6-3 €[@AQ!
were in general less reliable, and they were often excluded f
faint stars. In the upper panel of Figlide 8, we plot the desmrea
in the binary detectionf&ciency, as a function of period, if these
four frames are not considered. Their exclusion clearlysdu i T TI
affect the survey much, because the probability of detectinga .| ¢ w“@y’w}fﬂmyw‘.,
true binary in general decreases by less than 3%, exceptdor t i | (K

y
v

|

I

sensitive periodicities (1 day andl8 days) where the loss is 06 i
about 10-15%. Therefore, we finally excluded them from the i
statistical analysis. The measurements for these lowalitgu 305l i
frames were indeed always more uncertain, and were often ex- = |
cluded anyway, ffiecting the uniformity of the measurements. 04 L il

We then consider only the remaining ten epochs for each star.
0.3 -

4.1. Detection threshold and detection probability

02—
The identification of binary candidates requires critedade-

fine when the observed variations can be considered signtifica 01 -
The criteria must satisfy two desiderata: the probability false i

detection (Ruse) must be negligible, while the probability of de- 0 T e s

tecting a true binary (R) must be as high as possible, within Period [days]

the limitations imposed by the temporal sampling and theobs
vational errors. Usually the first point is satisfied if thatisttical
expectation is less than one false detection in the wholeegur
which in our samples of 64 targets meapg£<0.014. A com-
promise between these requirements is often needed, tmec;%?
more stringent criteria reducingaRe also reduce thefgciency 7’
of detecting genuine RV variables.

The parameterR; was estimated as a function of orbital pe
riod, generating 2500 synthetic binaries in circular ariit pe-
riod p, comprising two stars of 0.5 §J uniformly distributed in
the sin()-0 space, wheréis the angle of inclination of the or-
bital plane and is the orbital phase. These systems were th
"observed” with the same temporal sampling of our surveg, a
each star satisfying the criteria under analysis represemte-
tection. The fraction of detections over the whole sampies th
indicated the fficiency of the survey for systems of perigd
Praise Was calculated by simulating 100000 sets\bmeasure-
ments drawn from a normal distribution centered on zero énd o
unity dispersion. Each set represented the observatioastafr detection rapidly increases with the number of measuresnent
with constant RV, fiected by only random errors normalized t@and in our 10-epochs survey we should expect 8% of non-binary
unity, andN=10 for our survey. A false detection was claimedargets {6 stars) to violate the threshold due to random errors
for each set of measurements satisfying the criteria foafyin only. The method could be applied even here, but to reduce the
detection, and s Was estimated as the fraction of false dete@xpected false detections to less than one star we shoutchise
tions over the whole sample of 100000 attempts. the threshold up to 38 as indicated by the lower panel of

In previous investigations of HB stars in GCs, the criterigigure[7, i.e.~25-30 km s! for the hotter stars. In the same
adopted for the detection of a binary candidate was that tree mFigure, we also showsR for an alternative criteria, which we
sured RV variation was larger thar3wheres was either the define as "absolute” (while the older one is called "reldijiva
error in the spectral shift among two epochs (Moni Bidin et astar is flagged as binary candidate if one (or more) measureme
2006, 2009a), or the quadratic sum of the errors in RV mediffers by more than a certain threshold, in units of its associ-
surements (Moni Bidin et &l. 2008a). This strategy workedl weated error, from the weighted average. The plot revealstiieat
for surveys based on 4-5 epochs, but is unsuitable for ouk:woreliability of this criteria is poorly #ected by the higher num-
the upper panel of Figufé 7 shows that the probability of sefalber of measurements, and that in our survey the thresholt mus

Fig. 8. Upper panel difference of the binary detection proba-
bility, as a function of period, when including or not the fou
ctra which are not the sum of two exposures (frames 3-2, 4-
-1, and 6-3, see TaHb[é 1). For the calculation we assumed
an "absolute” criteria with threshold 3:2 the same adopted in
the present work, and a mean observational error of 3.5%m s
Lower paneldetection probability as a function of period, calcu-
lated as described in the text. The full and dotted linescizmis
the results for the "absolute” criteria with 3r2hreshold and

e "relative” one with 3.8 criteria, respectively, assuming the

pical mean error (3.5 knT8) of stars cooler than the G1 gap
at~17000 K. The results for the "absolute” criteria assuming a
mean error of 6.0 k3, characteristic of hotter stars, are shown
with a dashed line.
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Fig. 9. Maximum residual in units of the error (Equatigh 1) for- 100
each star, as a function of temperature. The horizontalifine = = G 7
dicates the adopted threshold for binary detection. Emptg d g %% 1
represents stars with only partial temporal coverage afeaex- > 50
cluded from the statistical analysis. The vertical dotted Indi- -— 71—
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cates the approximate position of the G1 gap. i s : ]
100 F=---s % O
i t 1
[ i #9519
50 — —
be fixed to 3.2 to have Ryse <0.7%, i.e. less than 0.5 false de- e miae amee mnimo
tections expected among our 69 targets. In the present werk, MJD

adopt both this criteria and this threshold for the detectibbi- _ _
naries. However, the results are completely equivalertase Fig. 10. RV measurements of the four binary candidates. The
for a "relative” criteria with threshold of 38, because R is dotted line indicates the weighted mean.
the same, anddg; is very similar to within a few percent at all
periods (see lower panel of Figurk 8).

The dficiency of the survey resulting from the adopted cri-
teria, i.e. the probability of detection as a function of tbital that they are outliers. This confirms that the adopted tiulelsh
period, is shown if FigurE]8. We considered two possibditi indeed a good separation between statistical random eana's
mean error of 3.5 km3, typical of the targets brighter than thereal RV variations.
G1 gap (B¢ <17000 K), and 6.0 km3 for the hotter EBT2
stars. In the first case, the survey can detect binaries veith B3 period estimate
riods up to 400 days and, although the probability of detecti
drops below 50% for periods longer than 50 days, still moa@th Our RV measurements are too few in number, afiected by
one-third of the binaries with period 50-200 days can be fourioo large errors, to attempt any estimate of the orbitalquisrbf
with our observations. For hotter stars, the larger errecsehse the binary candidates. However, our survey can detectragste
at all periods the ficiency, which becomes negligibl&20%) with periods up to 400 days (Sect.K.1), while previous inves
for P~50 days. In any case, the presence of HB binaries with pgyations of GCs and the most extensive surveys among field
riods longer than 10 days can be tested for the first time in a Gétars were limited to close binaries with periods shortanth
and these wide systems are poorly studied even among field S@Bdays. This implies that our results are not directly compa
stars. rable to those works without a minimum classification of the
discovered systems. Hereafter, we defifese binariesas sys-
tems withp <10 days. They have been the common targets of
previous investigations, and should have undergone ongar t
The results of the search for RV variable stars are sumnthriZ8E phases. We also defiirdermediate-period binarieas ob-
in Figure[®, where for each star we plot the maximum residulcts with 1 p <400 days. We thus leave the definitionxitle
Amax defined in Equatiofl1. This value is also given in column Binariesto those with periods longer than 400 days, which is the
of Table[4. Five targets show one or more significant deviatiotypical product of RLOF/(Han et al. 2002), a kind of system un-
from the weighted mean, and they must be considered caediddgtectable in our survey.
binaries. The cooler one (star #32670) is one of the sevgetar  To help classify the binary candidates, we can rely on the
with only partial temporal coverage mentioned at the begimn adopted temporal sampling: the observations of the first fou
of this section, and is excluded from the statistical arialyghe closely-spaced nights were designed to detect shortgheyis-
other four binary candidates are located in the hotter Hali®@ tems, while the later fifth and sixth epochs were planned lp he
temperature range, and are all EBT2 stars fainter than the Gsldiscover longer periodicities. If our observations heerbre-
gap. All but one of them (#9715) are hotter than 20 000 K, thsricted to the first two nights only, the stars #9715 and #9857
fall within the canonical definition of EHB stars. Their maesd would still have been detected. As can be seen in the uppet pan
RVs are shown in Figufe 10. of Figure[11, systems with periods longer than 5 days would

We note that, although the hotter stars were excluded frdrardly have been found in such a two-night survey, and al-bin
the error analysis of Seff 8.2, the stars with no variatloova ries withp >10 days would have passed completely undetected.
the threshold show no gradient inax With temperature, indi- The period of these two binary stars must therefore be shorte
cating that the errors are well-defined across the wholeeranthan 10 days, and most probably even shorter than 5 dayse Thes
Moreover, there is a gap in the distribution/gfx between these objects can thus safely be classified as close binariesrdfigl
stars and the five binary candidates, which reinforces tha idalso reveals that80% of the close binaries should have been

4.2. Detected binaries
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T T of N targets were detected. The calculation requires informa-

2 os | tion about the underlying period distribution, which is nokvn.

3 i A Gaussian distribution in logy) centered on zero has been

2 06 . proposed for close field sdB systems (&.g9. Maxted et al.|2001;
B . Napiwotzki et al.. 2004), while wider systems are still pgorl

5 04 N studied. We assume a flat distribution at all periods, bexaus
e l Moni Bidin et al. (2008a) demonstrated that the results do no
S 0 ] change by more than a few percent if other reasonable, but not

L] L e proven, assumptions are made.

eriod (daye] 1o The binary fraction will be estimated separately for the
s e EBT1 and EBT2 sections of the HB, which havéfeient sam-
plings (Figure[1l) and detection probabilities (Fighie Shese
two groups of stars are separated by an underpopulatechregio
in the CMD, and could representfilirent stellar populations
(D’Antona et al! 2005). Stars hotter than 20000 K will be con-
sidered as EHB stars, a sub-group of the EBT2, although this
could be only a formal distinction since no known discortinu
ity separates them from the other EBT2 stars in the CMD. It
must also be recalled that this definition strongly depemdse
model fixing the temperature scale along the HB, and the multi
Period [days] population model of Dalessandro et al. (2010) EBT2 and EHB
_ ) N ) actually coinciding. We also distinguish between the foacof
Fig. 11. Upper panel detection probability as a function of pe-close and intermediate-period binariésgnd iy, respectively).
riod, calculated as described in the text, consideting téirst The analysis offiy is restricted tap=10-200 days in the EBT1
four (full line) or two (dotted line) nightsLower panel proba- and top=10-50 days in the EBT2 and EHB, because tfie e
bility, as a function of period, that an EHB binary would shaw ciency of the survey rapidly decays for longer periods. la th
significant RV variation only in the fourth night of our obsef first case, this choice does ndfect the results, because no bi-
tions, as found for the star #7700. nary was detected and therefore the solufig0 can be ap-
plied to any period interval of interest. In contrast, thastriction
could lead to wrong results for the EB/EHB because, if one of

detected during the first four nights. The remaining 20% fyainth€ two candidate intermediate-period binaries phaeb0 days,
consists of nearly face-on systems showing maximum RV varige Would be overestimated. However, we have already demon-
tion near or below the detection threshold, as indicatedtibyrt-  Strated that the star #7700 has<30 days (see Figuie 1), and
clusion of the other two epochs not noticeably increasiegtir- & Similar analysis for the star #9519 suggests that the pilitya

vey dficiency (compare Figs_l1 afitl 8). The star #9519 sholft@ty =50 days is negligible even for this star.

variations above the threshold, but not in the first four tégand

therefore can safely be classified as an intermediate-g@io , , 1 £gT1

nary of period longer than 10 days. The classification ofdse | =

binary candidate (star #7700) is less straightforwardabse it |n the EBT1, we haveN=50, andNg=0 for both close and
passed undetected during the first three nights but it haghéfsi intermediate-period systems, widk0.86 and 0.48, respectively.
icantly different RV during the fourth one. To clarify its natureThe resulting probability curves for the two binary fracisoare

we calculated the probability that a system of a given peb®d shown in the upper panel of Figurel12. The curves are narrow-
have as observed, i.e. the fraction of the synthetic binatee peaked because théieiency of the survey is high and the sam-
fined in Sec{_4]1 that would show a significant variation ie thple is suficiently large, with the curve fofi, being wider be-
fourth epoch only. The results are plotted in the lower pafiel cause of a lower detection probability. As we failed to debéc
Figure[1l. The period is most likely between 5 and 20 daysaries in the EBT1, the most probable value is always zere. Th
although shorter values are not impossible, and the mosk prerobability of our observations drops below 10% fpr=5% and
able period is~15 days. Taking into account that, as argued by, >9%, and below 5% fof, >6% andf;, >11%. These can be
Moni Bidin et al. {2008a), restricting the definition of céobi- adopted as upper limits at the 90% and 95% confidence levels,
naries top <5 days would not make a greatidirence, we can respectively.

classify this object as an intermediate-period binary.

QO
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o
N
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. ) 4.4.2. EBT2
4.4. Binary fraction

- . S In the EBT2, we haveN=14, andNg=2 for both close and
;ghgeivperr? tk))?/btwéye?(fp?:;iicélr? s binaries in a sample d¥l stars intermediate-period systems, widk0.74 and 0.43, respectively.
The curves of probability for the two binary fractions aresh
N! Te\Narq Te\N-Na in the middle panel of Figue 12. The most probable estimate o
p= m(df) (1-df) ’ (2) fc is 19%, and the detection probability is high enough to obtai
_ a relatively narrow curve: the 90% and 95% confidence level in
where f is the underlying binary fraction and is the aver- tervals are 6-42% and 4-49%, respectively. Stronger cainssr
age probability of detection weighted by the period distrib could have been obtained only with a larger sample, but ¢his i
tion. This equation can also be interpreted as the prolabila typical observational limitation for GCs, because hatlgited
that the (unknown) binary fraction i, whenNg systems out stars outside the inner crowded regions are few in number. Th
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Fig. 12. Curve of probability for the close binary fractiofy

(dotted lines), and the intermediate-period binary fiactf,

(full lines). Upper panelEBT1 starsmiddle panelEBT2 stars;
Lower panel EHB stars.

best estimate fof, is 33%, but the large errordfacted the ef-
ficiency at detecting larger periods, and the probabilityweus
very wide. The 90% and 95% confidence level intervals are 11-
72% and 7-85%, respectively. These results can serve as lowe
limits, since very low intermediate-period binary fractiocan

be excluded.

4.4.3. EHB

In the EHB, we haveN=6, Ng=1, andd=0.74 for close bina-
ries, while Ng=2 andd=0.43 for wider systems. The sample
is too small to allow us to place strong constraints on the bi-
nary fractions, in particular fofi, where the detection probabil-
ity is low. Therefore, we analyze this sub-group of EBT2 star
only for completeness. The more probable valuesfar23%
and fi,=77%, and the close binary fraction is contained within
the interval 3-66% at the 90% confidence level, or 2-78% at the
95% level. Only lower limits can be obtained ffy, because the
probability curve does not decrease much after its maxinaim:
the usual 90% and 95% confidence levdis,>24% and 16%,
respectively.

5. Discussion

The results for the close and intermediate-period binagtion
(fc andfip) obtained in Sedi. 4.4[1-4.4.3 are resumed in Table 2,
where we present the most probable estim&ig, and the 90%
and 95% confidence level intervals (P£10% and P{)>5%)
separately for the EBT1, EBT2, and EHB stars. Despite our ef-
forts to obtain the most precise measurements, the verydears
tral quality of the fainter stars stronglyfacted our results: the
detection éiciency was reduced by the large errors, especially
for the longer periods, and one-fourth of the observed ER313s
had to be excluded. As a consequence, the binary fracti@ns ar
not very well determined, as reflected by the large confidence
intervals for the EBT2 and EHB groups. However, the statdti
analysis still permits us to draw many interesting conclosi

The calculations of Se¢i. 4.4 are based on the fraction of
detected binaries relative to the number of stars obsenved i
each group. Some systematic error in the estimated tempera-
tures could thus alter the results, in particular in the gnes
of stars evolving & the EHB toward higher luminosities, whose
temperature could be underestimated. The temperatureuand |
minosity of the hotter stars are degenerate in\thes (B — V)
diagram, because the bluer section of the HB is almost artic
Small luminosity variations or temperature errors showtlai-
fect the definition of the EBT1 and EBT2 samples, because it
is based on the presence of clear photometric gaps and not on
temperature boundaries. Stars ascending the asymptatit gi
branch can be identified in thé vs (U — V) plane, where the
temperature-luminosity degeneracy is much less pronaljnce
and EBT3 stars, evolving directly to the WD cooling sequence
should be at all stages fainter than our magnitude limit. Agra
sequence, targets assigned to the EBT2 sample should be cor-
rectly classified, while two EBT1 targets brighter amdbluer
than the main HB population (see he upper panel of Figlre 1)
could be evolved post-HB stars originating from the EBT2pop
ulation. One of them was excluded from the statistical agialy
for other reasons (SeLti. 4), while the other one shows noddign
binarity. Assigning it to the EBT2 group, we would haMe-15
in Sect[4.4.P, causing a change of about 2% in the values give
in Tabld2. The results for the EBT1 group are even less sensit
to the change, because of the larger sample. In conclusien, t
uncertainties in the definition of the EBT1 and EBT2 samples



Moni Bidin et al.: EHB binaries in NGC 2808 11

Table 2.Results on the close and intermediate-period binary fyacti

Close binaries Intermediate-period binaries
fomax  P(fe) 210%  p(fc) >5% | fipmax  P(fip) 210%  p(fip) >5%
% % % % % %
EBT1 0 <5 <6 0 <9 <11
EBT2 19 6-42 4-49 33 11-72 7-85
EHB 23 3-66 2-78 77 >24 >16

have a negligible impact on the results. In contrast, evesllsm In the context of the He-enrichment scenario for the for-
systematics in the temperature scale can stronigctthe sta- mation of hot HB stars in GCs, theftBrence in binary frac-
tistical analysis of the EHB group, defined only by a tempeet tion among EBT1 and EBT2 stars contrasts with the investiga-
limit, because of the small number of observed targets. kor d¢ion of [D’Orazi et al. [(2010) in M4, who found a much lower
ample, wherN is varied by+1, fcmax and fi; max Can vary by quantity of binaries among red giants that displayed edderi
+5% and+15%, respectively. These changes are not large whelmemical enrichment, than among normal ones. They argtie tha
compared to the uncertainties given in Tdlle 2, and the génehis difference is naturally explained by assuming that the sec-
conclusions are umigected, but this result warns us that the reand stellar generation formed in a denser environment, evher
sults for the EHB group should be regarded as only indicativmore frequent dynamical interactions enhanced the dismpt
as already stated in Sdct. 414.3. rate of binary systems. However, in the multi-populatiordele

of NGC 2808, the EBT2 is interpreted as the progeny of the lat-

Binaries with periods longer than 10 days have never begst and He-richest of the three populations observed in te M

studied in GCs, and have been the target of very few survgysAntona et al/ 2005; Dalessandro etlal. 2010) and, foliayvi
even among field stars (e.g. Morales-Rueda et al. |12006). Tib®razi et al. (2010), we would expect the EBT2 to be depleted
most probable estimate of the intermediate-period bineag-f in binaries, at variance with what is observed. If their fessu
tion among EHB stars is very high, butis most probalffgeted were confirmed as a general behavior of the chemically malut
by small number statistics as can be deduced from the ve® wistars in GCs, our results would argue against the link betwee
probability curve in the lower panel of Figurel12. Howevaer, athe EBT2 and the He-enriched stars. However, an alterniative
importantresult of our investigation is a relatively hids¢20%) terpretation would be that both the He-enrichment and the bi
lower limit for fi, among EHB stars. The estimated close binamyary scenarios co-exist in the cluster, afatient channels for
fraction in all the clusters studied so far is either compl@o the formation of blue HB stars. In this case, in the EBT2 both
(NGC 2808, NGC 5986, M80) or much lower than (NGC 6752he progeny of He-enriched stars and products of binaryaate
this value. The value ofi, is most probably higher thafy even tions would be found. This would cause a higher frequency of
in the EBT2, because their probability curves are similar bgEBT?2 stars in the HB with respect to the fraction of He-rich MS
p(fip) is shifted toward higher values. The most probable vadtars, but binaries in GCs usually represent a minor fraaiio
ues indicate that only one-fifth of the EBT2 stars can reside the entire population, and thisfiérence could pass unnoticed.
close systems, but that even half of them could be binargsyst No splitting of the red- or sub- giant branch has been dedecte
with p <50 days. Although we cannot provide a more reliableo far in NGC 2808, but this cluster shows a strong Na-O an-
estimate, this result suggests that binaries wider thaseti ticorrelation (Carretta et &l. 2006), which has often besari
vestigated so far could play an important role and shouldm¥es preted as a consequence of cluster self-pollution. It wihede-
more attention, particularly where close systems areecki  fore be really instructive to repeat the D’'Orazi et al.’'sdsti-

gation among the threeftierent groups of red giants identified

A second prominent result clearly evident from Talble 2 igy[Carretta et al/ (2006) on the basis of theiy®aalue, for a

overlap, for bothfc and fi,. This means that the probability that

the binary fraction has the same value in these two sectidhs o Previous surveys focused mainly on the close binary frac-
HB is negligible (of the order of 1%}the G1 gap thus appearstion among EHB stars, defined by the temperature boundary of
as a discontinuity in the binary fractigithere being a very small 20 000 K. This is more than a conventional definition because,
guantity of binaries among the stars cooler than the gap, am&lnoted in Sedil 1, the post-HB evolution of EHB stars is very
about 20-30% for hotter objects. Unfortunately, our datancé  distinct from that of cooler stars. However, the formatioean-
excludef; andfj, monotonically increasing with the temperatur@nism does not necessarilfftérr, and population synthesis mod-
rather than showing a real discontinuity at G1. In this rdgese  els show that sdB stars as cool as 15000-16 000 K can be formed
note that there is reasonable agreement between the rasultwith the same binary channels used to model the field EHB
the EBT2 and in its (hotter) sub-group the EHB, in particulastar population (Han et al. 2003). In addition, massiveJ043)

for the close binary fraction (compare also the shapes aléhe EHB stars move to cooler temperatures in the first stageseof th
ted curves in the middle and lower panels of Fidurk 12). Thyspst-HB evolution/(Han et &l. 2002). The previous investayes

fc could be quite homogeneous within the EBT2 population, invere not limited to stars hotter than 20 000 K, and the onlgelo
stead of increasing with temperature, but no firm conclusam system found in M80, which Moni Bidin et al. (2009a) included
be drawn because of the too wide confidence intervals. Futime statistical analysis similar to ours, is actually cotien this
observations should help us to clarify this issue: a sudden temperature{18 000 K). For all these reasons, we can safely
crease in the binarity in correspondence with G1 would gfison use our estimate of the close binary fraction in the EBT2 popu
relate it to the formation of all EBT2 stars, whilefaslowly in-  lation for comparison with both the results for other clustand
creasing with temperature may indicate that the progenioséc the expectations of the binary model for sdB star formative.
systems are preferentially hotter. also recall that the adopted canonical temperature scajatmi
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not be appropriate, as the EBT2 and EHB coincide in the model close systems, but up to half of them could be binaries of
of Dalessandro et al. (2010). period shorter than 50 days. We cannot obtain a better esti-
The most reliable estimate &f is low compared to field val- mate, but this result warns that these so-far unstudied sys-
ues, as observed in all the GCs observed so far. Even the low-tems could play an important role, in particular in clusters
est fractions proposed in the literature for the field sdB-pop with a strong lack of close EHB binaries (e.g. NGC 6752).
ulation are very unlikely £45%, e.g! Napiwotzki et al. 2004; — The G1 gap separating the EBT1 and the EBT2 in the
Morales-Rueda et dl. 2006), and the highest ones can safely b CMD appears as a discontinuity for both the close and the
excluded £70%, Maxted et al. 2001). However, even the ex- intermediate-period binary fraction, because the prdbabi
tremely low fc measured in NGC 6752 (4%, Moni Bidin et al. ity that eitherfc or fj, is the same in the two populations
2008a) can be excluded with a 95% confidence level. We is negligible. Nevertheless, a smooth increase in binarity
thus find that NGC 2808 is similar to NGC5986, where with temperature, rather than a discontinuity, cannot be ex
Moni Bidin et al. (2009a) estimated th&=25%, although with cluded by our observations. If the observed higher binary
great uncertainties. The similarity can be drawn even aiythe- frequency among chemically unpolluted RGB stars in M4
cause both these clusters are 2-3 Gyr younger than NGC 6752(D’Orazi et al.l 2010) should be confirmed as a general be-
(De Angeli et al. 2005). While the results iof Moni Bidin et al.  havior of multi-populations in GCs, this could represent a
(20094a) had to be confirmed, the probability that the close bi problem for the frequently proposed scenario in which the

nary fraction is equal or very similar in all these three tdus is EBT2 stars are the progeny of the most He-enriched stellar
negligible, and the trend of. with age depicted in Figure 1 of  generation observed in the MS.

Moni Bidin & Piotta (2010) is likely real, following the clasbi- — A value of f; as high as that of field stars can be excluded,
nary fraction-age relation proposed/by Moni Bidin €t|al.G26) but close EHB systems are surely much more frequent than

and modeled by Han (2008) in the context of the binary sce- in NGC 6752. In contrast, for NGC 2808 we find results very
nario. On the other hand, NGC 2808 also confirms the prob- similarto NGC5986. Both these clusters are 2-3 Gyr younger
lems of this scenario pointed out by Moni Bidin et al. (2009a) than NGC 6752, which indicates that &nage is present in

no model proposed by Han (2008) can predict both the very GCs.

low fo of NGC 6752 and a steep increase with decreasing age The similar f; found in NGC 2808 and NGC 5986 also con-
up to fo ~20% for clusters 2-3 Gyr younger. As can be seen firms the problems of reconciling the binary scenario with
from their Figure 3, the proposed solutions do not havefa-su  the observations in GCs, because the predictions proposed
ciently steep gradient, and all the curves wigflL3 Gyr)<5% are so far cannot account for both the extremely Idw of
nearly flat for old populations, so th& <10% for any cluster NGC 6752, and the much higher values found in younger
older than 8 Gyr. Nevertheless, the simulations of/Han (2008 clusters. We argue, however, that a change in the model pa-
depend strongly on a set of poorly known parameters. In par- rameters could enable closer agreement to be reached.
ticular,[Marsh et 1. (1995) deduced a very high CE ejectfon e

ficiency (@ce ~1) from their observations of double-degeneratcknowledgementsCMB and SV acknowledge the Chilean Centro de
close binaries, but a much lower value (0.2-0.3) was prapbge Excelencia en Astrofisica y Tecnologias Afines (CATA).

Zorotovic et al. [(2010) as a result of their study of a larga-sa
ple of post-CE binaries. Han (2008) assumegg=0.5-1.0, but
from their Figure 3 it can be seen that lower values tend tornet
a steeper slope of thig-age relation, although still predicting tooAllard, F., Wesemael, F., Fontaine, G., Bergeron, P., & Latagne, R. 1994,
high values at 13 Gyr. It is therefore possible that, withféedi AJ, 107, 1565

; ; ; Aznar Cuadrado, R. & Jeery, C. S. 2001, A&A, 368, 994
ent set of parameters, the binary scenario can be recondtled Bedin, L. R., Piotto, G.. Anderson. J., et al. 2004, ApJ, 6085

the observations. Bedin, L. R., Piotto, G., Zoccali, M., et al. 2000, A&A, 3654
Behr, B. B. 2003, ApJS, 149, 67
Brault, J. W. & White, O. R. 1971, A&A, 13, 169
6. Conclusions Buson, L. M., Bertone, E., Buzzoni, A., & Carraro, G. 2006 |tBaAstronomy,
15, 49
We have analyzed the radial velocity variations of a samfi®o Caloi, V. 1972, A&A, 20, 357
EBT1 stars (Tz=12 000-17 000 K) and 14 EBT2 (=17 000- Carretta, E., Bragaglia, A., Gratton, R. G., et al. 2006, A&80, 523

22000 K) stars in the horizontal branch of NGC 2808 whicﬁaszifi’ss"scasé%"a”i’ V., deglinnocenti, S., Salals, & Weiss, A. 1999,
. ; > A&AS, 134, 1

were spectroscopically observed in ten epochs spannin@-a tateian, M. 2009, Ap&ss, 320, 261

poral interval of~75 days. We detected two close binaries (p@alessandro, E., Salaris, M., Ferraro, F. R., et al. 2010RMH, 1555

riod p <10 days), and two wider systemg (=10 days and D'Antona, F., Bellazzini, M., Caloi, V., et al. 2005, ApJ, 5368

p=5-20 days, respectively). All these object belong to the EBTPA00na. F., Calol, \., Montalban, J., Ventura, P., & Geat, R. 2002, A%A,
population, while no binary was detected among_the coolggAnée"‘ F.. Piotto, G., Cassisi, S., et al. 2005, AJ, 13 1
EBT1 stars. We estimated the most probable fraction of cloggcressin, T., Meynet, G., Charbonnel, C., Prantzos, N.k&tEm, S. 2007,
(p <10 days) and intermediate-perige{10-200 days) binaries,  A&A, 464, 1029
fc andfip, plus the ranges corresponding to a 90% and 95% cdifnissenkov, P. A. & VandenBerg, D. A. 2003, ApJ, 598, 1246
fidence level, respectively, in both the EBT1 and EBT2 groufgsorazh V-, Gratton, R., Lucatello, S, et al. 2010, ApJo7L213
otter, A., Sarajedini, A., Anderson, J., et al. 2010, AflB, 7698
of stars. Although for hot stars both the sample and the gurv€iner, 3. 1966, ApJ, 144, 978

efficiency were reduced by the lowNsof the spectra, we were Ferguson, D. H., Green, R. F., & Liebert, J. 1984, ApJ, 28D, 32
able to draw some important conclusions: Fraix-Burnet, D., Davoust, E., & Charbonnel, C. 2009, MNRRS8, 1706
Fusi Pecci, F., Ferraro, F. R., Bellazzini, M., et al. 1993, 205, 1145
— We found a relatively high lower limit (15_20%) fOfip Greenstein, J. L. 1971, in IAU Symp. 42, White Dwarfs, ed. WLJdyten

. . - (Dordrecht: Reidel), 46
among EHB stars (g >20000 K). The mtermed|ate-per|odGreggi0’ L. & Renzini, A. 1990, ApJ, 364, 35

binary fraction is most prObat_)ly higher thafg even f_or Grundahl, F., Catelan, M., Landsman, W. B., Stetson, P. BAnglersen, M. I.
EBT2 stars, where only one-fifth of stars could reside in 1999, ApJ, 524, 242
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Table 3.Data of program stars.
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ID RA dec Vv U-V) Te RV Amax
hh:mm:ss erta K kms-1t km s?
15924 9:11:41.89 —64:42:05.7 17.975 —0.932 14600 - -
54434 9:12:07.09 -64:50:31.4 17.890 -0.371 14300 103£0.4 1.18
9715 9:11:59.57 -64:47:44.3 18.772 -0.497 18100 9721.6 5.15
53800 9:11:57.47 —64:50:41.2 17.604 -0.352 13200 94£0.5 2.76
14923 9:11:27.83 —64:46:22.5 17.471 -0.260 12700 85%1.0 2.24
7700 9:11:52.41 -64:49:18.1 19.168 -0.510 20500 108&.4  5.80
13405 9:11:41.82 -64:49:16.1 17.807 -0.289 14000 95¥1.0 2.53
7227  9:12:06.11 -64:49:32.6 18.172 -0.403 15400 9440.8 1.75
8607 9:12:12.06 —64:48:42.8 17.545 -0.254 13000 10180.7 2.02
57252 9:12:09.32 -64:49:43.1 17.450 -0.219 12700 93%0.6 1.61
53504 9:12:03.67 —64:50:45.8 18.348 -0.478 16100 9551.1 2.43
10078 9:12:17.15 —64:47:17.1 18.894 -0.573 18800 8852.1 1.80
11623 9:12:59.52 -64:42:51.5 18.997 -0.659 19400 - -
9121  9:12:21.71 -64:48:18.3 18.296 -0.491 15900 91¥%1.2 2.30
10620 9:12:29.08 —64:46:20.8 17.956 -0.369 14500 92:€0.9 2.87
10719 9:12:24.79 —64:46:09.9 17.795 -0.330 13900 101£1.1  1.48
51625 9:12:08.02 -64:51:15.8 17.750 -0.439 13800 100£0.5 2.84
51455 9:11:58.74 —64:51:18.5 17.422 -0.294 12600 9041.4 1.96
49247 9:12:08.85 -64:51:53.0 17.519 -0.243 12900 - -
50965 9:12:24.44 —64:51:26.1 17.714 -0.288 13600 8181.4 1.96
47936 9:12:07.89 -64:52:13.3 17.902 -0.465 14400 93805 1.57
47593 9:12:09.69 -64:52:18.3 17.632 -0.312 13300 9301.0 0.91
53681 9:12:22.70 -64:50:42.8 19.095 -0.620 20100 8981.8 1.82
53679 9:12:11.84 —64:50:43.0 17.470 -0.178 12700 9240.7 1.71
55759 9:12:32.23 —64:50:08.8 19.064 -0.628 20000 7922.8 4.04
52126 9:12:11.18 —64:51:07.6 18.098 -0.386 15100 8940.9 2.00
55692 9:12:15.38 —64:50:10.2 17.804 -0.297 13900 9840.6 2.55
9519 9:12:29.66 —-64:47:56.3 19.271 -0.619 21200 9921.9 7.95
47443 9:12:33.43 -64:52:20.4 17.751 -0.374 13800 10040.9 2.46
48326 9:12:23.85 -64:52:07.1 18.846 -0.673 18600 9541.4 2.68
50088 9:12:37.34 —64:51:39.8 17.795 -0.348 13900 95:90.8 2.02
50410 9:12:28.99 -64:51:35.0 18.232 -0.453 15600 - -
52303 9:12:53.68 —64:51:03.8 18.872 -0.532 18700 9451.5 2.81
51077 9:12:14.46 —64:51:24.4 18978 -0.740 19300 10281.3 1.46
46155 9:12:18.44 -64:52:42.3 18.169 -0.506 15400 94¥1.0 2.13
44537 9:12:20.59 -64:53:09.6 19.249 -0.661 21100 1028.2 1.88
41203 9:12:31.09 -64:54:14.5 18.063 —-0.398 14900 9961.0 1.40
46960 9:12:29.17 -64:52:28.7 17.840 -0.364 14100 94¥1.2 1.13
46398 9:12:22.04 -64:52:38.1 17.585 -0.695 13200 86381.5 2.03
50078 9:12:20.46 —64:51:40.3 18.014 -0.368 14700 - -
43422 9:12:06.35 -64:53:29.6 18.028 -0.452 14800 9841.9 0.97
45166 9:12:17.45 -64:52:59.0 17.626 -0.422 13300 82815 2.26
46460 9:12:11.77 -64:52:37.3 18.029 -0.349 14800 9850.7 1.54
45677 9:12:02.04 -64:52:50.4 17.582 -0.386 13200 9940.7 1.12
46512 9:12:08.63 -64:52:36.6 17.690 -0.373 13500 9280.8 0.95
37288 9:12:34.35 —64:57:33.5 17.691 -0.394 13500 9240.8 2.65
40263 9:12:07.13 -64:54:41.3 19.395 -0.735 22100 - -
37744 9:11:58.76 —64:56:45.5 19.229 -0.542 21100 100£1.7 1.88
37345 9:12:12.46 -64:57:27.0 17.916 0.068 14400 ~150 -
39797 9:12:02.88 —64:54:55.8 17.778 -0.381 13900 87:60.8 1.57
39922 9:12:10.73 -64:54:51.2 17.412 -0.228 12500 8620.5 1.67
58322 9:12:34.08 -65:01:05.8 17.683 -0.413 13500 92.:80.7 2.29
47336 9:12:04.59 -64:52:22.7 17.782 -0.237 13900 8850.8 0.87
42482 9:12:05.53 -64:53:47.3 18.712 -0.893 17900 93615 1.60
44070 9:12:00.17 -64:53:18.0 18.567 -0.395 17100 98#81.1 1.79
45042 9:11:58.06 -64:53:01.3 17.969 -0.418 14600 8950.8 2.73
43840 9:12:03.54 -64:53:21.9 17.698 -0.386 13600 9780.5 2.05
44295 9:11:55.54 -64:53:13.9 17.507 -0.326 12900 9340.5 2.61
39744 9:11:46.36 —64:54:57.9 17.402 -0.288 12500 92%0.8 2.25
39433 9:12:01.85 —64:55:09.6 17.915 -0.477 14400 - -




Table 4.Data of program stars.
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ID RA dec Vv U-V) Te RV Amax

hh:mm:ss erta K kms-1t km s?
43287 9:11:53.32 —-64:53:32.1 18.913 -0.464 18900 86414 0.60
49443 9:11:51.16 -64:51:50.0 17.460 -0.266 12700 8741.1 1.60
47972 9:11:54.83 -64:52:12.8 17.514 -0.262 12900 9780.6 2.34
30033 9:11:33.68 -64:56:24.9 19.269 -0.794 21200 - -
43170 9:11:48.45 -64:53:34.1 17.649 -0.333 13400 88005 1.92
47037 9:11:54.86 -64:52:27.7 17.389 -0.263 12400 90406 2.27
33067 9:11:42.45 -64:52:23.4 17.740 -0.325 13700 96£0.8  1.98
32516 9:11:16.93 -64:52:53.6 17.508 -0.262 12900 9261.0 2.08
32670 9:11:24.84 -64:52:45.5 18.509 -0.730 16800 8822.0 4.74
45980 9:11:56.65 -64:52:45.4 18.354 -0.363 16100 90409 2.28
49321 9:11:54.05 -64:51:52.0 18.029 -0.498 14800 85H0.6 2.37
41115 9:11:52.59 -64:54:17.0 17.782 -0.435 13900 9080.7 2.03
50769 9:11:44.40 -64:51:29.6 17.859 -0.383 14200 89£0.7 1.75
35362 9:11:19.47 -64:50:04.2 17.882 -0.243 14200 9281.1 1.59
34446 9:11:31.00 -64:51:04.4 18.962 -0.539 19200 9142.1 1.82
32888 9:11:18.78 -64:52:32.7 18.315 -0.370 15900 - -
54539 9:11:50.81 -64:50:29.9 18.906 -0.885 18900 - -
54675 9:11:46.80 -64:50:27.4 17.516 -0.345 12900 8481.0 1.86
55009 9:11:52.90 -64:50:22.1 17.807 -0.325 14000 86£€0.9 0.83
13467 9:11:22.19 -64:49:11.5 18.996 -0.558 19400 - -
53751 9:11:45.60 -64:50:41.9 17.597 -0.268 13200 88212  1.18
51656 9:11:48.40 -64:51:15.3 17.754 -0.349 13800 91€0.7 1.55
52012 9:11:51.63 -64:51:09.6 17.414 -0.295 12600 86:80.8 1.06
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