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ABSTRACT

The Quintuplet, one of three massive stellar clusters irGthkactic center (GC), is located about 30 pc in projectiomfiSagittarius
A*. We aim at the construction of the Hertzsprung-Russellrdimg(HRD) of the cluster to study its evolution and to coristits
star-formation history. For this purpose we use the mostbeta spectral catalog of the Quintuplet stars. Based oK thand spectra
we determine stellar temperatures and luminosities fastalls in the catalog under the assumption of a uniform reddeowards
the cluster. We find two groups in the resulting HRD: earlgetyDB stars and late-type KM stars, well separated from etar. By
comparison with Geneva stellar evolution models we deritial masses exceedingh®, for the OB stars. In the HRD these stars
are located along an isochrone corresponding to an age af dyr. This confirms previous considerations, where algindge
estimate was based on the presence of evolved Wolf-Rayetisthe cluster. We derive number ratios for the variousspesubtype
groups (e. gNwr/No, Nwe/Nwn) and compare them with predictions of population synthesigels. We find that an instantaneous
burst of star formation at about 3.3 to 3.6 Myr ago is the mizely scenario to form the Quintuplet cluster. Furthermave apply

a mass-luminosity relation to construct the initial masscfion (IMF) of the cluster. We find indications for a slightiop-heavy
IMF. The late-type stars in the LHO catalog are red giant taiRGB) stars or red supergiants (RSGs) according to tpeitsal
signatures. Under the assumption that they are locatedoat &te distance of the Galactic center we can derive theiinasities.
The comparison with stellar evolution models reveals thatihitial masses of these stars are lower thaivid3mplying that they
needed about 15 Myr (RSG) or even more than 30 Myr (RGB) tovevirito their present stage. It might be suspected that these
late-type stars do not physically belong to the Quintuplester. Indeed, most of them disqualify as cluster membecslise their
radial velocities dier too much from the cluster average. Nevertheless, fiveeobtlghtest RGBRSG stars from the LHO catalog
share the mean radial velocity of the Quintuplet, and thosare highly suspect for being gravitationally bound mersbérso, this
would challenge the cluster formation and evolution sdenar
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diagram

1. Introduction constrains on the age of the Quintuplet cluster. The corapari
_ ) _ of number ratios with population synthesis models will higlp

Stellar clusters are unique objects to study stellar pdjpuis. confine the cluster age further and allows a statement aheut t
and their evolution, as they are supposed to representl@ $ing  formation history to be made. Especially, the apparentene
eval stellar population. The Quintuplet cluster is one efittas- of RSGs in the cluster needs to be addressed.
sive young stellar qlusters i_n the Galactic center regi(mated _ The paper is organized as follows. In SEEt. 2 we introduce
at about 30 pc projected distance from the Galactic Cener, e spectra and the sample of stars, $&ct. 3 explains thedseth
age has been estimated to be about 4 Myr (Figer etal. 199a)erive a cluster HRD. Finally, the results are discusaetié
from the evolved massive stars in their Wolf-Rayet (WR) @has;gntext of stellar and cluster evolution in SEtt. 4.
i.e. stars displaying CNO-processed (WN stars) or helium-bu
ing products (WC stars) in their spectra. The WN stars were an
alyzed in detail by Liermann et al. (2010) who found from co
parison with stellar evolution models ages of about 3 Myt th
agree quite well with the previously assumed cluster age.  The analysis in this paper is based on observations of the

Despite the young cluster age, Glass étlal. (1990) repor@dintuplet cluster with the ESO Very Large Telescope’s
the presence of one red supergiant (RSG) in the cluster.ifiegral-field spectrograph SINFONI, that cowetband spectra
few other Galactic clusters are known to show the coexigtenwith a resolution of abouR ~ 4000, complete to a photometric
of evolved stars like WR stars and RSGs, e.g. Westerlundariagnitude of abouks = 13 mag. The data were published in a
(Crowther et al. 2006), but it seems quite puzzling for a ypurcatalog by Liermann et al. (2009, hereafter LHO catalogfiflg
cluster like the Quintuplet. Liermann et al. (2009) preedrihe 85 early-type and 62 late-type stars with their spectralsifeca-
so far most complete spectral catalog of the Quintuplesstation and individual radial velocityRV). A field of view of about
From this catalog the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram (HRD) cd40”x 40”is covered in total. Please refer to the LHO catalog for
be constructed, and the results can be compared to stedlar-evmore detailed information about observational strateglydata
tion models and isochrones. This will allow to put more gfgént  reduction.

2. Observations
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Fig. 1. Histogram of the distribution oRVs of all LHO stars
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Fig. 3. Distribution ofKs magnitudes over radial velocity for all
stars in the LHO catalog (circles for early-type stars nigies
for late types). The completeness limitka = 13 mag is indi-
cated by the horizontal line, while the vertical lines reffethe
differentRV intervals as in Fid.l1.

type stars in th&V range assumed to indicate cluster member-
ship, the late-type KM stars seem to be distributed more homo
geneously with a somewhat lower peak within the i8terval
around the mean clust&®V. To estimate the number of stars,
late-type stars in particular, along a line-of-sight todsathe
Galactic center, we would need to observe control fieldsradou
the Quintuplet. The lack of those requires a more carefelint
pretation of FiglIL: from the rather flat distribution, we &bas-
sume a median number of five stars per velocity bin to possibly
be field stars.

Additionally, the question of foreground stars has to be re-
garded under the aspect that the high visual extinctionrdsva
the Galactic center is overcome in the near-IR range. This-in
turn makes it more dicult to distinguish between foreground
and background objects relative to the cluster. As can be see
from Fig[3 there is no clear distinction in magnitude betwee

early-type OB stars (dafilue). Both distributions peak within bright foreground or faint background objects, but a widsrdi
the intervals assumed for cluster membership, albeit maye pbution of theK-band magnitudes over tli®/ range. The photo-
nounced for the early-type stars.

3. Analysis

3.1. Sample stars

The LHO catalog gives a mean cluster radial velocityRef =

113+ 37kms? and a first approximation for the velocity dis-

metric completeness of the LHO catalogat = 13 mag hardly
alters the distribution.

We set the following criteria to assess the possible clus-
ter membership: stars within theslinterval of the clusteRV
and brighter than the photometric completeness limit,Ke<
13 mag, will be considered as very likely cluster members. We
will refer to this sample of stars as tlerrected sample in the
following in comparison to the complete LHO samjfle.

persiono = 17 kms! within the Quintuplet cluster, under the
assumption of a virialized cluster. The cluster membersldp 3.2. Stellar luminosities and the HRD

rejected for stars with a radial velocity thatfeérs from the clus-
ter mean by more than® (+ 51kms*?). However, field stars
in the vicinity of the Quintuplet may participate in a sinmila
Galactocentric rotation and thus show a simiR#, albeit not
being bound to the cluster. MoreovBYs can be fiected by the
orbital motion for stars in close binary systems. In thessesa
the periodic variation of th&Vs can only be detected from time
series of spectra, which are not (yet) available for the €upilet

stars.

The HRD is a useful tool to characterize a stellar clusteeso
tablish it we need to know thetective temperatures and stellar
luminosities for the Quintuplet stars.

The dfective temperature is defined via the Stefan-
Boltzmann law, and thus follow from the stellar luminosityda
radius. This reference radius is a matter of definition. Ugua
one refers the stellar radius to a Rosseland optical def@2h3of

! The criteria are slightly stricter than the previous: 8lusterRV,

The number distributions of the radial velocities of thefat also applied in the LHO catalog, but are meant to compensaterhe
type and early-type stars are shown in Higis. 1 Bhd 2. While Wegree the lack of time series of spectra to exclude binfiegts and
find a very pronounced peak in the distribution for the earlyhe lack of control fields to estimate the number of field spacperly.
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In stars with a well defined photosphere the precise defmitio
does not matter. In WR atmospheres, however,2/3 is often 7
reached already in moving layers, i. e. in the wind. Theeefor
became standard to define the “stellar radiRsbf WR stars at
a Rosseland optical depth of 20. In most models, this paast li
at subsonic velocities, i.e. in nearly hydrostatic lay@te efec-
tive temperature related R is termed the “stellar temperature”
T., and this value is quoted for the WN stars as the result from
the spectral analyses fram Liermann etlal. (2010).

The motivation for using the radius of the hydrostatic part
is the hope thaR. can be identified with the stellar radius from

—e— WRlOZhWRlOZea

; i ~5
stellar evolution models. However, our empiridal is in fact 9
based on an inward extrapolation of the stellar wind's vigjoc 3 o Ne T = TTI5M A
law into optically thick, i.e. un-observable layers. In tbase g D e = o A

of our Quintuplet WN stars, this is not critical becalReis
only slightly smaller than the radius whete= 2/3 — only 4
in very thick WR winds, the dierence becomes significant.
Nevertheless, there is evidence that most WR stars havexery
tended subphotospheric layers which mBkenuch bigger (and
thusT. much lower) than current models of the stellar structure
predict. 3
For the WC stars in the Quintuplet the analysis is in progress
All of them are classified as WC8-9 and their majority prodiuice
dust (van der Hucht 2006, Liermann etlal. 2009). This dust pro
duction is considered to arise from colliding winds in high- il N
mass binaries, as has been confirmed already for some of the 2 40000 30000 20000 10000
Quintuplet WC stars by Tuthill et al. (2006, “pinwheel stars T, [K]
Therefore, the WC stars will be excluded from the present con o
siderations of the cluster HRD, as they need to be analyze:d #ig. 4. Hertzsprung-Russell diagram of the Quintuplet. Circles
discussed with respect to the special scenarios of binanyev (blue) represent the early-type OB stars, triangles (fegl)dte-
tion. type KM stars, filled symbols refer to stars of the correctads
For the late-type KM stars, we determine tieetive tem- ple (see text). The ZAMS and stellar evolution tracks wittaro
peratures Ter) according to their spectral classification in theion (solid lines) and without rotation (dashed lines) fifferent
LHO catalog. Those were based on the equivalent widths mégitial masses are from Meynet & Maeder (2003).
sured from the first overtone CO absorption band ath3see
Gonzalez-Fernandez etlal. 2008). Thg are then applied to ob-
tain the bolometric correction for thé-band magnitude, B
adopting the relation
BCk = 5.574- 0.7589 (Te/1000K), 1) Iog(LL) = —0.4 (Mk — BCx — Myol0) » 3)
©
ith Mpolo = 4.74 mag for the bolometric luminosity of the Sun.
he resulting HRD of the Quintuplet cluster is shown in Elg. 4
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The absolute magnitudes are transformed to stellar luinos
ties

the same relation for our red giant branch stars (RGBs) ds w
thus neglecting féects of the luminosity class on the spectral
energy distribution. The errors on the temperature and luminosity of the WN stars

The dfective temperatures for the early-type OB type statge taken from Liermann etlal. (2010).
were determined from their spectral (sub-)types accorttirthe For the late-type KM stars, the error digg is of the order
spectral-type—temperature calibration lof Martins et@D0b, of 200K (Gonzalez-Fernandez et lal. 2008). For those shars
Tables 2,3,5, and 6) and applied for their bolometric cdivaes  error bars vanish within the stars’ symbol sizes.

_ For the early-type OB stars the error tg reflects the range

BCy =27.58-6.80 log (Tenr/K) . (2) in the spectral classification in the LHO catalog as an uppér a
These BCs are valid only for the visual spectral range as ilower temperature according to the spectral-type—tenipera
dicated by the index and a correcting term for tkeband calibration. This error is usually quite large and could bie-m
BCs is necessary. From a previous model analysis of O starszed by tailored modeling of the individual stars, whistout
(Oskinova et al. 2006) we can estimate an avefdge- Mx = of scope for the work presented here.
(—0.98+0.04) mag for their sample stars. That sample contained For both late- and early-type stars we estimate the error on
spectral types O3 to O7 with luminosity classes | to V, ther¢he luminosity from the combined errors of tkeband magni-
fore the term is considered to be robust and applicable #®r ttude, extinction, and bolometric corrections. The erradasn-
correction B& = BCy — (My — Mk). inated by the error of the mean cluster extinction deterdhine

Absolute stellar magnituddglx were derived from th&s from the WN star analysis (0.5mag). The error on kdand
given in the LHO catalog with the mean cluster extinctiomagnitudes from the LHO catalog is given with 0.2 mag. For the
Ax = 3.1+ 0.5mag derived from the analyses of the WN starBCs{Levesqgue et al. (2005) list an error of 0.01 mag for lgpet
(Liermann et al. 2010) together with the corresponding B©s. stars and Martins et al. (2005) give 0.05 mag for early-tyaiess
the cluster distance we adopt the distance to the GC of 8 ke had to correct the BCs for the early-type stars from the vi-
(Reid/199B). sual to theK-band with a correcting term for with we estimate

derived by Levesque etlal. (2005) for red supergiants. Wdyap%{
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Fig.5. Same as Fill4 but with theoretical isochrones for difig. 6. Same as Fi@]5 but with theoretical isochrones based on
ferent cluster ages. The isochrones, shown with altergéitie |Girardi et al. |(2002). Again, the majority of OB stars fallsthe
styles, were constructed by Lejeune & Schaerer (2001). Tdxe ™ Myr isochrone, while most KM stars evolve on timescalefiwit
jority of the population of OB stars in the Quintuplet folleshe more than 30 Myr

4 Myr isochrone, while most KM stars would need more than

30 Myr to evolve

and without is stronger from 28, upwards, i. . the high-mass
stars potentially evolving to WR stars, and is less impdrtan
fe majority of stars in the current sample.

Concerning their position in the HRD below thé/R track
and df the main sequence, the late-type KM stars would have
to be considered evolved low- and intermediate stars. Fhis i
confirmed by the presence &iCO absorption in their spectra
which led to the classification as (super-) giants (LHO cagal
However, a few late-type stars extend to the regime of massiv
As can be clearly seen from Fig. 4, two distinct groups aradou stars touching the 9 to 18, tracks. Their potential status as red
in the HRD. The OB stars are located more or less along a maktpergiant (RSG) will be discussed separately (see below).
sequence, while the KM stars line up in the low-temperature In Fig[8 the HRD with isochrones compiled by
regime withTer < 5000K over an extended luminosity rangelLejeune & Schaerer| (2001, based on Geneva stellar evolu-
It seems that a number of OB stars are found to the left of tien models) is shown for élierent cluster ages. For comparison
zero-age main sequence (ZAMS). On one hand, this can bewa¢ show the isochrones from_Girardi et al. (2002, “Padova
tributed to the rather large error bars in temperatureuneer- isochrones” in the following) in Fi@l6. In both cases, the as
tainty of the star's spectral type, and luminosity. However sumed cluster main sequence of OB stars corresponds well wit
might also reflect the fact that the assumed homogeneous rég 4 Myr isochrone with the 3 and 5 Myr isochrone forming an
dening towards the cluster is not correct. And with the prese “age envelope”.
of dusty WC stars an additional intrinsic reddening mighteha  In case of the WN stars, two stars (WR 102d and WR 102i)
to be considered for thefliérent regions of the cluster. seem to follow the Geneva 2 Myr isochrone, while the 2 Myr

Stellar evolution tracks including théfects of rotation (solid isochrone from Padova is below any WN star position (Big. 6).
lines) and without rotation (dashed lines) for initial mesef 9, In addition, both of these isochrones don’t extend far ehonip
15, 25 and 60/, (Meynet & Maeder 2003) show that the OBthe cooler region of the HRD to cover all WN stars. Interagtin
stars are massive stars in the classical definition, Mg; > the Padova isochrones for 3, 4 and 5 Myr loop backwards in the
8 M. We omit the tracks for higher masses as they overlap witlotter region of the HRD, and especially the 3 Myr isochrone
the track for 6(M,, in case of the 88, track or don’t extend corresponds very well to the position afl the evolved WN
into the cooler temperature range in case of theMI2Grack. stars. A detailed comparison of the WN stellar parametetis wi
The diference in stellar evolution between models with rotatidihe Geneva stellar evolution models (Meynet & Magder 2003)

an error of 0.04 mag (see above). In total, the combined error
the luminosity amounts to about 0.3 dex for both the late- a
early-type stars.

4. Discussion

4.1. Stellar evolution and cluster age
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Table 1. Number ratios for the Quintuplet stars in comparison to o@aactic center clusters.

Nwr  Nwr:No  Nwc:Nwn  NrscNwr  NwneiNwae  Nwepinary:Nwe  Nwnpinary:Nwn

Quintuplet 21 -i- 13: 8 1:21 1: 7 527:13 1?2: 7
Quintuplet* 14 14:84 9: 5 1:14 0:5 27?79 1?2:' 5
Archeg$ 17 13:15 0:17 -- 0:15 -i- £57:17
Central Parséc 42 30:40 24:18 - 3:12 10?7:24 2:18
Westerlund 1 24 24:57 8:16 10:24 12: 4 6?7: 8 +8?:16
Milky Way® 63 -i- 38:25 -i- 33:26 19:38 6:25

Notes. Numbers of O stars are lower limits from_Martins et al. (2088hes)/Paumard etial. (2006, Central Parsec), Negueetiala (2010,
Wd 1); WR numbers are based on van der Hucht (2006) unlesswotieeindicated. WC stars showing dust in their spectra (Ve€avCLd
classification) are considered binary candidates. Notetieanumber stars listed in thefidirent columns for each clusters might slightly vary in
dependence of the reference and the therein used subsaispesa(see text for details).

* WR stars froni_van der Hucht (2006) corrected for the WR stavdynidentified in Liermann et al. (2009): LHO 110 - WN9h, LH® @nd
LHO 79 both WC9d; number of RSGs estimated from the corresamaple of late-type stars; five WCd stars resolved as pinvidiesries by
Tuthill et all (2006), two further candidates based on WGdsiffication.

* Numbers limited to the LHO field of view of about 4& 40" covering the center of the Quintuplet cluster.

8 Classification as WNL or WNE from Cotera et al. (1999) and Maret al. (2008); two WN binaries from non-thermal, vare@abddio plus
X-ray detection, further 5 candidates based on either bigriadio flux or X-ray detection (van der Hucht 2006).

b Classification as WNL or WNE from Paumard et al. (2006), Mextet al.[(2008); two Q¥WN9 stars detected with radial velocity variations
(Martins et all 2006).

¢ Ngrscincludes four RSGs by Mengel & Tacconi-Garman (2007) andsslbow hypergiants by Clark et al. (2005); classificationVahlL or
WNE and WR binaries taken from Crowther et al. (2006).

4 Numbers fron van der Hucht (2001), Table B&ne:Nwn. ratio fromHamann et al. (2006).

revealed ages of about 2.1 to 3.6 Myr for the Quintuplet Whhe cluster. However, we are left with a group of eight evdlve
stars|(Liermann et al. 2010, 2011); an age of 3 Myr seems to KM stars that might be physical members of the Quintuple (se
confirmed by the Padova isochrone. The presence of WC staetow).
in the Quintuplet cluster speaks neither in favor of a mudeol A priori the coexistence of RSGs, main sequence OB stars,
nor a younger cluster age, since they may originate fromrpinayng WR stars is not expected under the assumption of a coeval
evolution as explained above. _ _evolution. However, Hunter etlal. (2000) discuss the pdityib
The same argument holds for the luminous blue variablg o extended star formation event lasting over a few millio
(LBVs) in the Quintuplet, the Pistol star and qF 362. Fronhhig years, which could explain the simultaneous presence of WR
mass single star evolution the LBV phase can be espmatedZ{grS and RSGs. We find an age range of about 4 Myr (OB stars)
start at about_4 Myr, which was also used as age criteriorh®r %, 15 to 30 Myr (KM stars) for the two populations. Could such
Quintuplet((Figer et al. 1999a, Geballe et al. 2000). Howgee 5 spread in age be called an “extended” star formation event?
cent interferometric studies indicate that the Pistol, §t&t like oy is it more likely that one star formation event was respons
the LBV prototypen Car, might be a binary and thus evolvegje for the WR and OB stars while the evolved KM stars might

through the binary channel (Martayan et al. 2011). represent an older population that is unrelated to theei@st
A similar spread in age between O stars and WR stars was

reported by Martins et all (2008) for the Arches cluster. yThe
found ages of 2 to 3 Myr for the most luminous WN stars, whil&. 2. Number ratios and the binary effect
the O stars cover a range of 2 to 4 Myr. They conclude that
this might be due to the fact that the most massive stars hamerablel we list stellar number ratios for some prominens<l
formed last in the cluster, to prevent their feedback on the aters and the Milky Way in total. These numbers are only ap-
going star formation. In the end they determine a clustercdigeproximates. The ratios canfer from systematic observational
2.5 + 0.5 Myr. Similar arguments can be applied for the the diferrors, incomplete samples used in th&elent references, or
ference in age of the OB and WN stars in the Quintuplet. Thét®m unknowriunconfirmed binary stars in the samples. For ex-
we conclude that a cluster age 053 0.5 Myr is likely. ample, among the general results of van der Hucht (2001héor t
Both sets of isochrones suggest that the KM stars, if th@alactic WR star population, they giveNgyc/Nwn ratio of 1.5
were cluster members, would need about 15 Myr to evolve &md a binary frequency for the WR stars of 39%. These num-
RSGs forMini > 9 My, and more than 30 Myr foMin < 9M, to  bers are based on a stellar subsample limited to WR stargwith
become red giants, respectively. The detedf@D gives spec- 2.5kpc; presumably a complete sample. On the other harid, the
troscopic evidence that these stars are evolved giantsper-sutotal catalog numbers would result in afdrentNyc/Nwn ra-
giants ((Liermann et al. 2009). It appears that for the msjoritio of 0.7, which might lead to biased estimates of the WR
of these stars it might not be justified to assume that they amgbclasses. Hamann et al. (2006) selected only putateweghg s
located at a distance of 8kpc. They can be foreground objestars from the WR star catalog (van der Hucht 2001) for their
andor physically unrelated to the Quintuplet cluster. This-corstudy of the ratio between fiiérent spectral subclasses. The bi-
clusion seems to be supported by the radial velocities ot ofos narity status of invidual objects may have been revised én th
these stars which ardfahe limits of the corrected sample formeantime, and thudtect the number ratios.
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For the Arches and the Central Parsec cluster the situaiorspatially resolved by interferometry by Tuthill et al. (H)0Two
similar, depending on the study, their field of view or theilava further WC stars, LHO 76 and 79, have been classified in the
able stellar subsample, the numbers in thgedeént columns of LHO catalog as potential binaries on the basis of a “dustgtsp
Tabld1 may dier from those listed in van der Hucht (2006). trum. So, the number of WC binaries might even be higher.

With these uncertainties in mind, we compare the number ra- Among five WN stars in the LHO catalog, we find only
tios Nwr/No andNwc/Nwn with the predictions of population one binary candidate: LHO 110, Liermann et al. (2010) found
synthesis models as presented in the figures by Leitherér eisgnall absorption lines in the spectrum which might belong to
(1999),. Vazquez & L eitherer (200SrarBUrRsT99). The models an O-type companion. This is corroborated by its high mea-
account for solar metallicity and single star evolutionorir sured radio flux. One further WC and one WN star are listed
Leitherer et al.[(1999, (Fig. 39 to 42)), we find lower limitsr f by [van der Hucht[(2006) as binary candidate. But for these,
the age of the Quintuplet cluster of 3.3 to 3.6 Myr in the sciena WR 102f (WC8-?) and WR 102i (WN$?), the LHO spectra
of instantaneous burst star formation. This agrees verywiel  |ook unsuspicious, which is why the classification as binary
the above HRD and isochrones. Although we cannot excluggndidates was dropped. The number of unconfirmed binaries
a past supernova in the Quintuplet, the determined age woml@kes it dificult to compare the binary fraction with other
also be conform with the predictions lof Leitherer et al. (£.99 Galactic center clusters and the Milky Way (see Table 1). But
(Fig.43)) in terms of first supernovae taking place only aitab it seems that the binary fraction of the Quintuplet WN and WC
3.5 Myr in the star burst scenarios. stars resembles roughly the one for the Milky Way in general.

One issue with the Quintuplet stellar population is obvi- yanpeveren et all (1998) argue that taking binaries into ac-
ous: All WN-type stars in the Quintuplet have been classipunt is required to get correbiyr/No and Nwe/Nwy ratios.
fied as WNL, i.e. they still contain hydrogen in their atmoTheijr population synthesis suggests that, especialh@irtner
spherei(Liermann et al. 2009, 2010). WNE stars (hydrogee-fiyjiky \Way, a Nwg/No ratio of the order of 0.2, a value similar to
WN stars) are significantly missing, although the numbébratihe one found for the Quintuplet, cannot be explained witbra ¢
Nwc/Nwr is compatible with the value found by van der Huchfinyous star formation scenario. It could rather be exgiaiith
(2001) for the Milky Way. From the regular Milky Way WR pop-an enhanced star formation or star burst. In addition, atiegr
ulation we would expect a slightly higher number of WNE stafg, those models a star burst that includes binaries encsunte
than WNL stars (Hamann etlal. 2006). WR 102c, which lies oufe afect of rejuvenation, i.e. mass transfer which takes place
side the LHO field of view in the Sickle nebula, was classifiegh massive close binaries leads to a population of youngp@-ty
bylFiger et al.|(1999a) as WN6 type star and thus belongs to &gy mimicking a much younger age. This is supposed to mappe
“early” subtype (WNE). But Barniske et al. (2008) found fromyfter about 4 Myr, and would manifest in a group of blue young
comparison with model spectra that the stellar atmosphi#re sstars above the main sequence tufived the main population.
contains up to 20% hydrogen, making it a “WNL" star in thgye don't see a prominent group of such O-type stars in the HRD
_evol_uuonary sense. Interc_estmgly, WNE_ stars seem to be-migf the Quintuplet, which eliminates a cluster age>of6 Myr
ing in the other clusters in the Galactic center region ad welccording td Vanbeveren etlal. (1998, Fig. 11 B). Given the er
(see Liermann et &l. 2010, and Te{ﬂ!e 1). From the Ger!evz_;l mMesk bars in our empirical o and logL (Fig.[4), and comparing
els we know that hydrogen burning lifetimes and WNL lifetsnenis to the spread in Vanbeveren et al. (1998, Fig. 11 A), we ca
are increased when théfects of rotation are included, whilefyrthermore limit the cluster age to 4 Myr. This is within the
WNE lifetimes are hardlyféected. This might skew the numberrange we estimate from the main sequence of OB and WR stars
ratios in favor of WNL stars. Liermann etlal. (2010) notickdtt 504 the isochrones.
evolutionary models without rotation represent the Quptet
WNL stars better than those with rotation. This might imbigtt
the initial rotational velocity of 300 kys™ in the models is too

From the good agreement with the overall numbers ra-
tios (vander Hucht 2001) and the age limits inferred from
single angor binary star evolution| (Vanbeveren et al. 1998,

1 ) 2 o .
mu;:hh (b)rt as pomte;j I‘?Ut k;y Vzlinbevdereg ot al.t_(._OOZ), the MiSsiiherer et all 1999) it seems secure to conclude that the fo
match between evolution tracks and observalions Tor MaSst,iqn of the Quintuplet cluster most likely needed a stastu

stars may be due to inappropriate assumptions of the mass Q%ent about B + 0.5 Myr ago.
in the RSG stage.

So far we have only considered single star evolution, but
what about binaries? The most promising indications for bit.3. [ ate-type stars in the Quintuplet?
narity seem to be present among the WR stars, so we will
focus on those in the following. In the Milky Way about aAccording tol Vanbeveren etial. (1998) almost one third of all
quarter of all WN stars and half of all WC stars are in bing3alactic open cluster and stellar aggregates host WR stars a
ries (van der Hucht 2001, see also Tdble 1). As noted by sé&¥SGs simultaneously. In the majority of them the total nurabe
eral authors (e.d. van der Hucht 2006, Crowther et al. [20a8¢€ rather small, of the order of one or two, and in all cases th
Liermann et al|_ 2009)K-band spectra that show an increasiumber of WR stars exceeds those of RSGs.
ing continuum with wavelength (IR excess) can be intergkete In terms of abundance of these special stars, Westerlund 1
as being colliding wind binaries in which dust is formedqwd 1) is the most prominent Galactic open cluster known-to si
(Williams et al. 1987). The majority of WC stars in current-ca multaneously contain evolved early-type stars, such aslouns
alogs and surveys are binary candidates on this “dust” aegtimblue variables (LBVs), yellow hypergiants (YHGs), WR stars
alone. and RSGs. Based on single star evolution, Crowther|et 8060

With no time series of spectral observations available, titencluded from an number ratio &rscivnc/Nwr = 8:24 a
LHO spectra allow only indirect conclusions about binatity cluster age of 4.5-5Myr for Wd 1. Mengel & Tacconi-Garman
be drawn. Among the WC stars in the Quintuplet are nine std2007) list four RSGs plus six YHGs found hy Clark et al.
classified as WCd, i. e. dust producing colliding wind bingam-  (2005) which changes the number ratio slightly (see Tdble 1)
didates. Five of those, the enigmatic Quintuplet pinwhesds [Vanbeveren et all (1998) argue on basis of single starrtifegi
be considered confirmed binaries as they were partially lr futhat WRs and RSGs can be present simultaneously only in a
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Table 2. Comparison of stellar parameters for LHO 007.

N 20 My
5 Blum et al. (2003)  this work

Spectral type M M6 1
Ter [K] 3570 3274
Ks [mag] 7.3 7.6

— BC [mag] 2.6 3.09

do Mg [mag] -10.22 -10.02

3 Mbol [Mag] -7.6 -6.93

8 A log (L/Ls) 4.94 4.67

nitudes but slightly dferent éfective temperatures put the star
at the highest luminosity within our group of late-type star
A number of studies also focused on the chemical composi-
tion of the star (e.g. Ramirez et al. 2003, Cunha et al. [2007,
Y A Davies et all_2009), finding iron abundances to be nearly con-
30000 20000 10000 0 sistent with solar values but slightly enhancedlements. Most
Toq [K] authors agree that LHO 007 is an evolved star with an initial
mass likely between 15 and 20, depending on the stellar evo-
Fig.7. Detail of Fig[4 with focus on the late-type stars witHution model. From our results we find that all stellar evialot
log (L/Le) > 3.4 that might be Quintuplet RSG candidatesnodels (with and without rotation, from Geneva and Padova)
Tracks show stellar evolution models from_Meynet & Maedemply an initial mass of 184, (Fig.[4). The star's member-
(2003) with and without rotation (solid and dashed linespez- ship to the Quintuplet cluster was debated in terms of extinc
tively) and from Bressan et al. (1993, solid line with cicler tion issues|(Glass etldl. 1990, Moneti etlal. 1994, Glass et al
Mini = 6 and 7M,). 1999b). According to itRV = 124kms? it may belong to the
Quintuplet cluster.

very limited time span of 4 to 5Myr. Too early no RSG would
be present and too late the WR stars would be already gone. LHO 108 - alias [NWS90] A, [GMC99] D 322, qF 269

We already noted that in the Geneva models with rotdhis star is considered to be a foreground star by Nagata et al
tion the WNL lifetime is increased. In addition, Hirschi ét a (1990). In contrast, Glass et al. (1999b) list the star ingiteeip
(2004) found that in the rotating models the RSG phase caild® probable cluster members. IB/ = 127kms® puts it in
reached even before helium ignites in the stars, much etirie  our corrected sample._Figer et al. (1999a) list the star @ir th
in non-rotating models, and that the RSGs become more lurRuintuplet sample, with a spectral classification as OBI and
nous. Similar &ects were found for the WNL stars. Both WNLIuminosity of log (/Lo) = 5.54. But the LHO spectrum defi-
and RSGs can appear spectra-wise as evolved stars, while thigely shows CO bands classifying it as late-type star (480 L
are still core-hydrogen burning. This might twist the numize  catalog spectra). Thus we derive a much smaller luminosity o
tios towards more WNL than WNE stars plus the simultaneol®g (L/Lc) = 3.51. It places the star at the lower end of the group
presence of RSGs even at young cluster ages. in vicinity to the non-rotating &, track from Geneva or the 6

For the Quintuplet cluster, eight late-type stars in thémeg t0 7 M tracks from Padova (see Fig. 7).
of log(L/Ls;) > 3.4 are found (see FiQl 7). Including stellar
Ievolut|on tracks from_Bressan et al. (1993), most starsvbelQ |~ 1= _ 4iias GMM 5 (Q5), MGM5-5, gF 270N
0g(L/Lo) < 4 could also be regarded as intermediate-mass S'¥5is star is one of the five from which the Quintuplet cluster d
(tracks withM,; =~ 6 to 7M). However, only five out of eight of . . : : P
these stars are from the corrected sample of late-t Sta rived its name. ItK-band magnitude is 8.71 mag (Glass et al.

; pie ol ‘ale-ype stars 1990). Later works give a range of valuelk: = 9.1 mag

potential cluster members, due to thel. This would result in (Moneti et al [ 1992)K = 8.78 mag (Moneti et Al 1994K =
a number rati\rsc,vic/Nwr 0f 5:21 similar as for Wd 1 (see 7 g 1o Figer et al. 1999a, spgcfral type “at&"). Glasslet al
Table1) and could imply that the Quintuplet cluster is sligh (1999b) list the star in their sample of long-period varésbin

older than just 4 Myr. / >
the Quintuplet with an averagé = 8.62 mag and a 680d pho-
The stars LHO 006, LHO 036, LHO 053, and LHO 063 havfaometric variability of 1.5mag. They attribute the variilito
not yet been studied in detail. The remaining stars are gésal

Lo , - the star being a Mira variable and argue on basis of steltduev
individually in the following: tion that the star would then be too old to be a Quintuplet mem-
ber. However, according to its photometric colors (Mongéle
LHO 007 - alias GMM7 (Q7), qF 192 1994) and its apparent magnitude being in the range expfsted
Glass et al.[(1990) mentioned this prominent and bright@muMiras in the GC regiori.(Glass etlal. 1999a), the cluster membe
as a late-type star in the Quintuplet region. Moneti et @94) ship might still be likely.

found the star to be an M-type supergiant with= 7.36 mag, From our K = 86mag we derive a luminosity of
and Glass et al. (1999b) consider the star to be not vari@bke. log(L/Ly) = 4.38, which makes the star the second most lumi-
stellar parameters from a detailed study/by Blum etial. (2008ous in this group of RSG candidates. Its position in the HRD
are compared with our results in Table 2. Simiksband mag- (Fig.[4) puts it at the stellar evolution track for a star wathini-
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Fig. 8. Luminosity function of the Quintuplet cluster for all star
in the LHO catalog (dashed line) and for the corrected sam

(solid line). The photometric completenesskat = 13 mag is
indicated by the vertical dashed line. The linear fits to luhith
tributions are indicated by the slope ¢baenta.

tial mass of M. With theRV = 137 kms? it dropped out of
the corrected sample, but still is within ther3nterval of possi-
ble cluster membership.

LHO 156 - alias [GMC99] D 307

Glass et al. (1999b) list this star wikh = 10.83 mag in the sam-

[ ‘ ‘ T T T T ]
1.0 OB + WN stars _|
L — y=-123 ]
0.5 .
s L BE ]
<00 7
z r ]
= L L ]
2-05 [~ -
-1.0 | .
_15 L ‘ | | ‘ | | ‘ | | | i
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log(M;y /M)

JFig. 9. IMF for the early-type OB stars in the corrected sample of
fe LHO catalog plus the WN stars. The distribution shown has
variable mass range bins with a constant number of starsiper b
to avoid numerical biases according to Maiz ApellaniBeda
(2005); the linear fit gives a slope dtieient as indicated in the
plot.

4.4. Luminosity function and mass function

To further exploit the LHO data of the Quintuplet cluster, &g
tablish the luminosity function by counting the number afrst
per magnitude bin in our total cluster field of view; in addi-
tion we apply a normalization factor to account for the aust
area. The resulting distribution is shown in Fi. 8. A povaw |
with an exponentr = 0.24 + 0.06 can be fitted to the distribu-

ple of probable Quintuplet members and show a slightly weia tion of the corrected sample. Figer et al. (1999b) arguesiheit
light curve. However, no firm conclusion about a possible-vakind of shallow distribution is expected for young coevalss|
ability is drawn. We finck = 10.4 mag in the LHO catalog. It's ters.Harayama et al. (2008) found for example 0.27 for the
derived luminosity logl(/L,) = 3.72 puts it on the non-rotating Young massive star-forming region NGC 3606.

9 M, track from Geneva or the tracks from Padua with 6 .7

For a young coeval cluster it is expected that the mass dis-

initial mass. However, witlRV = 169 kms? the star is outside tribution in the stellar population still resembles thdiadimass
the limits for the corrected sample and even outside of tire FHistribution. However, the evolved WR stars (WN and WC sub-

clusterRV.

types) and the presence of RSG candidates clearly show that
some stars have already undergone significant mass-logkeOn

Summarizing, there are a few KM stars in the Quintuplet fielother hand, we found that the majority of early-type starsnfo
which share the radial velocity of the cluster. One of thera, main sequence around a 4 Myr isochrone. Thus, we assume
LHO 007 alias Q7, has supergiant luminosity. Other ones ate OB stars to have formed during one star formation evesht an

red-giant branch stars, assuming Galactic center distéDoe

omit the evolved WR stars and late-type stars for this moment

can exclude that they are foreground KM dwarfs, because fodm the further discussion.

their radial velocity and because of th&O signature in their

spectra that is indicative for giants and supergiants. lildibe

From the Geneva 4 Myr isochrone a mass-luminosity re-
lation is constructed and applied. Our completeness lirhit o

very puzzling if these relatively old>30 Myr) stars would be Ky = 13 mag translates to a minimum masshf; = 10Mg

gravitationally bound to the Quintuplet cluster. Othemyighey

for an OB star. Thus we obtain initial masses in the range of

may belong to an old field population in the Galactic center re0 to 78M,, with most stars concentrating in the 10 toNgQ

gion.

range and much fewer stars for higher mass bins. The errsr bar

It seems that the assessment of the cluster membershii§ estimated on the basis of the uncertainty of the lunmtiyosi

e.g. from proper motion studie$ (HuRmann etlal. 2011), R§opagating through to the derived masses. )

needed to settle the question if older stars belong to the To determine the IMF we follow Maiz Apellaniz &beda
Quintuplet. As discussed in the previous section, binapjtev (2005%) and use bins with a variable mass range but a constant
tion (Vanbeveren et al. 1998) and stellar evolution wittatioh number of stars per bin to be robust against numerical hiases
(Hirschi et al.l 2004) may explain the coexistence of RSG arial Fig.[9 we show the resulting distribution for the OB stars i
WR stars in a cluster of about 4 Myr, as the likely age of thine corrected sample plus the WN stars with their masses as
Quintuplet. Alternatively, if none of these scenarios virthe determined by Liermann etlal. (2011). A linear fit of the form
conclusion would become inevitable that the cluster costai log (dN/dM) ~ y x log M gives a power law witly = —-1.23 +
second, older population of stars. 0.51. The fit for the OB stars only gives a slightly steeper resul
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of y = -1.66+ 0.51 as the WN stars basically populate the very tent with a young coeval cluster and confirms the star burst

high-mass bins. Both scenarios suggest a slightly topyhidél scenario for the formation of the Quintuplet.
in comparison to the canonical Salpeter-IMFE (Salpeter [1955 9. For the subgroup of the high-mass stars we derive a mass-
=-2.35). luminosity relation from the 4 million year isochrone and

Tests with the Padova 4 Myr isochrone give similar results. ~ apply it to obtain the IMF. The result is a power law with
Top-heavy IMFs are discussed for massive stellar cluster a slope that suggest a slightly top-heavy IMF compared to
throughout the Galaxy and especially for the Galactic ceete ~ the Salpeter-IMF. If we include the WN stars thieet is

gion. For example, Maness et al. (2007) fing= —0.85 for the more pronounced.
Central Parsec cluster assuming continuous star formatlioit _ )
Paumard et all (2006) favor a star burst scenario for thisteiu Insummary, the Quintuplet cluster seems to have an interme-

The Arches cluster was analyzed by Stolte é{ al. (2005) wo dfliate age of 3.80.5 million years compared to the othgr Galactic
cuss a flat present-day mass function with —1.9 to 2.1, but center clusters, the Arches (2.5 ml_lllon years| Martins et al.
Portegies Zwart et all_(2002) do not exclude a regular Salpe2Q08) and the Central cluster£8 million years| Paumard et/al.
IMF for that cluster when mass segregation is taken intoaato 2006). As recently discussed by Boker etial. (2008), an age g
Our results on the Quintuplet cluster seem to be in agreem@ignt of young stellar clusters in extragalactic nuclei barex-

with the findings of a recent study by HuRmann et[al. (2011). Plained in a scenario of almost continuous star formation by
over-density regions in a circum-nuclear ring (CNR) in aagsl

This would lead to a burst-like release of stellar clustareg-
ular time steps like “pearls on a string” in the central zone.
From radio data we know the existence of the Milky Way’s
In this paper we have used tKeband spectra of the LHO cata-CNR and the active high-mass star formation region Sgr BZ. (e.
log to obtain stellar temperatures and luminosities foeally- [Morris & Serabyi 1996). Thus, if the star formation in theenn
and late-type stars in the Quintuplet cluster. Furthermme Milky Way is interpreted in the way described above, this {gou
used the LHO catalog to obtain number ratios for thigedént explain the observed age sequence in the three Galactiercent
stellar subclasses. As result we present a cluster HRD shatlusters.

compared with stellar evolution tracks and isochronesmh
findings are the following:

5. Summary
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