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ABSTRACT

The TASTE project is searching for low-mass planets withltaasit Timing Variation (TTV) technique, by gathering higrecision,
short-cadence light curves for a selected sample of tingsixoplanets. It has been claimed that the “hot Jupiter'SRA3b could
be perturbed by a second planet. Presenting eleven newcligits (secured at the IAC80 and UDEM telescopes) and rgzimg
thirty-eight archival light curves in a homogeneous way,shiew that new data do not confirm the previously claimed TTgnhal.
However, we bring evidence that measurements are not ¢enisvith a constant orbital period, though no significantquéicity can
be detected. Additional dynamical modeling and follow-lyg@rvations are planned to constrain the properties ofahenber or to
put upper limits to it. We provide a refined ephemeris for WABPand improved orbitgdhysical parameters. A contact eclipsing
binary, serendipitously discovered among field stars,psented here for the first time.
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1. Introduction gravitational perturbation of a previously-unknown thivddy,

. not necessarily transiting, can cause a significant variabif
Most of the extrasolar planets discovered so far are massiy& orpital periodP (Holman & Murray 2005). The féect is
gaseous giant planets. The present trend is to probe sraaller greatly increased if the perturber is locked in a low-ordeam
smaller masses, with the final aim of detecting tempera®esu motion resonance with the transiting planet (Agol et al. 200
Earths” or Earth-sized rocky planets (1-M, 1-3Re) around  The Asiago Search for Transit timing variation of Exoplanet
solar-type stars. The signal expected from a true EarthognajTASTE) project was started in 2010 to search for TTVs with
orbiting a Sun twin is extremely smalk: 80 ppm for the photo- seyera| ground-based, medium-class facilities on a sawiple
metric transit, and 10 cnys for the radial velocity (RV) Doppler carefully selected targets (Nascimbeni et al. 2011a).
shift. In the conventional framework both measurementsexre _ )
quired to derive the planetary radius and mags ¥y), i.e. the The TTV technique has been exploited and already gave

basic quantities necessary to confirm the planetary stétieo Interesting results on a number of Kepler mission candgate
transiting body, and to characterize it. Achieving a phattrio Some candidate planets in multiple systems were validated

precision of~ 20 ppm (which would allow the detection of anthrough TTV analysis (Lissaue_r et al. 2011). In_ the past few
Earth-like planet at 4 level) over the timescale of a transit isY€arS, some authors have claimed TTV detections also from
within reach of space-based telescopes only, while a leng-t ground—based facilities, but none is c_onflrmed so far. Among
< 20 cny's RV accuracy is still too ambitious even for the mogf1eSe claims, WASP-10b (Maciejewski et al. 2011), WASP-5b
stable spectrographs, like HARPS. (Fukui et al. 2011), the intriguing case of HAT-P-13b, thatsw

P : itored also by TASTE (Pal et al. 2011; Nascimbeni et al.
A few indirect techniques have been developed to get onl 8 i
timate of M, (or upper limits to it) for a non-transiting planet: 11b; Southworth et al. 2012), and the subject of the ptesen

without the need of RV measurements, the most promising HBYEstigation: WASP-3b (Maciejewski et al. 2010).
ing the Transit Timing Variation (TTV) method. By monitoga WASP-3b is a typical short periodP( ~ 1.8468 days)
known transiting planet by high-precision photometry, tee- “hot Jupiter” (1.31Ryp, 1.76 M;yp), hosted by a F7-8 dwarf. It
tral instantTy of each individual transit can be estimated. Thwas discovered by Pollacco et al. (2008). AnalyzingGar C
(Observed — Calculated) diagram computed by comparing the
* This article is based on observations made with the IAC@&stalpe  To Of fourteen transits with the value predicted by a linear
operated on the island of Tenerife by the Instituto de Awich de ephemeris, Maciejewski et al. (2010) claimed the deteatibn

Canarias (IAC) in the Spanish Observatorio del Teide. a sinusoidal modulation with a period Bf v ~ 127.4 days and
** email addressvalerio.nascimbeni@unipd.it a semi-amplitude of 0.0014 days~ 2 min. They interpreted
*** |NAF associated this signal as thefeect of an outer perturber, identifying three
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possible orbital solutions in the range 6-I& andP = 3.03- The weather was photometric on all nights, except for a few
3.78 days. No independent confirmation of this claim has be#in veils duringN3. Our initial goal was to start the series one
published so far, though both Littlefield (2011) and Sada.et &our before the first contact of the transit, and to stop ong ho
(2012) discussed the consistence of their data with that T@fter the last contact. Nevertheless, the amount of presitra
modulation. photometry is only a few minutes for thid andN6 light curves,

In this paper we present (Section 2) eleven unpublishee traamd theN1 series was interrupted twenty minutes earlier because
sits of WASP-3b: six of them have been gathered at the 1AG#f twilight.
80 telescope and five at the UDEM 0.36m (Universidad de
Monterrey, Mexico). We also sifted the literature in seasthll )
the archival photometric data useful for a TTV study (Sectic®-2- YDEM observations

3). In Sections 4 and 5 we describe how both new and archiygk observed five transits of WASP-3b between 2008 Sep 3
light curves, for a total of forty-nine transits, were reddand gnd 2010 Aug 15 with the Universidad de Monterrey (UDEM)
analyzed in a homogeneous way, with the same software togl36-m reflector. UDEM is a small private college observa-
to provide a consistent estimate of the planetary parasatet tory having Minor Planet Center Code 720 located in the sub-
their uncertainties. This is crucial especially fiy, whose es- yrhs of Monterrey, México. The data were acquired using-sta
timate has been shown to be easily biased by the employfgd Bessel- and Sloare-band filters with a 12801024 pixel
analysis technique (Fulton et al. 2011; Southworth et 8230 ccp camera at.0” pixel scale, resulting in a field-of-view of
BesidesTo, we also refined the orbital and physical parameters21’ 3x 17.1. The observations were slightly defocused to im-
of WASP-3b, and computed an updated ephemeris (Eq. 10) f3bve the photometric precision and to avoid saturationagia

any forthcoming study on this target. In Section 5.2 we demogyiding was used to maintain pointing stability. Expostmess
strate that the TTV claimed by Maciejewski et al. (2010) i$ nQuere set to 30 s farand 40 s foz. Allimages were binned 22
supported by our analysis, and probably due to small-sampleracilitate rapid readout(3 s). Each observing session lasted
statistics. Yet, we point out that the revis@d- C diagram dis- ahout 4.5 hours in order to accommodate the transit event and
plays a complex, non-periodic structure and is not comfeatiy|so to cover about one hour before ingress and one hour after
with a constant orbital period. Finally, in Section 6 we dis€ egress. The computer clock was reset to UTC via Interneeat th

the possible origin of this TTV signal, and show that carelffi  peginning of every observing session to the nearest second.
namical modeling and additional photometric and RV follopy-

is required to confirm the hypothesis and to constrain thesmas
and period of the possible perturber(s). 3. Archival light curves

All the available archival data were searched for any lightve
2. TASTE observations useful for a TTV analysis, i.e. complete transits of WASP-3b
: with a suitable AN. Partial transits were rejected, except for a
2.1. IAC-80 observations few cases with high /B8l and without obvious presence of “red
We observed six transits of WASP-3b between 2011 Maynpise” after a visual inspection. We define red noise, foilgy
and Aug 2, employing the CAMELOT camera mounted on th@ont et al. (2006), as correlated noise having covariarveses
IAC80 telescope. A log summarizing dates and other queatitidata points on time-scales of the same order of the durafion o
of interest is reported in Table 1. Individual transits aleri- our transit signal. The transit itself must be modeled and re
tified by an ID code ranging fron¥1 to N6. IAC80 is a 0.8m Mmoved from a light curve in order to study the statisticalgee
Cassegrain reflector installed at the Teide ObservatonyefTie, ties of its noise content. Thus, first we analyzed the whate-sa
Canary Islands) and operated by Instituto de Astrofisiea @le of light curves in Section 5.1, then we discuss how tocsele
Canarias (IAC). CAMELOT is a conventional imager with & high-quality subset for furter analysis in Section 5.2L¢”
104 x 10 .4 field of view (FOV), equipped with a E2V 42-VS. “SELECTED").
40 20482048 CCD detector, corresponding to 8@’ pixel Hereafter we refer to each light curve with the correspogdin
scale. The software clock interrogated to save the timgstam alphanumeric ID code reported in Table 1. Overall, thiriyhe
the image headers is automatically synchronized with th& Grrchival light curves were (re-)analyzed in the preserdystu
time signal.
All the observations were carried out with a standard Bessel Gibson et al. (2008): two transits in 20081¢2) observed
R filter and the same instrumental setup. Windowing and2 with the RISE camera mounted at the 2.0 m Liverpool
binning were employed to increase the duty-cycle of the pho- Telescope. Both nights were photometric. The second series
tometric series, as described in Nascimbeni et al. (2014a). (G2) ended just before the last contact. The RISE camera fil-
104’ x 3.2’ read-out window was chosen to image the target ter has a custom wideband 500-700nm, approximately cov-
and a previously selected set of reference stars in a rediibie o ering both the JohnsdRandV passbands.
detector free from cosmetic defects. The one-amplifieraed — Tripathi et al. (2010): five transits in 20009 [1-5)
was preferred to prevent gaiffsets between fierent channels. from two different telescopes (Fred Lawrence Whipple
Stars were intentionally defocused to a FWHM of 10-13 binned Observatory FLWO-1.2m and University of Hawaii UH-
pixels ( 6.0-8.0”) to avoid saturation and to minimize system- 2.2m) and in three Sloan passbangls,(2), gathered to com-

atic errors due to intra-pixel and pixel-to-pixel inhomagéies plement their high-precision RV measurements. The first two
(Southworth et al. 2009). Exposure time was set to X1 s4) or FLWO i transits 1-2) are partial, the first one missing the
15 s (15-6), resulting in a net cadenge= 19-25 s and a 75- first contact by only few minutes.

87% duty-cycle, with the only exception &f3. On that night, — Damasso et al. (2010): one complete transit observed in 2009
due to software problems, the images were read unbinned and(D1), with a commercial 0.25 m reflector in a nonstandard
in unwindowed readout mode, decreasing both signal-teenoi  band, as a part of the feasibility study for a project dedidat
ratio (YN) and duty-cycle. to the search for transiting rocky planets around M dwarfs.
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normalized magnitude + arbitrary offset (k*0.025 mag)
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Fig. 1. Light curves of WASP-3b analyzed in this Paper. Tibecode of each transit matches the corresponding entry ireTalData points are
plotted with the original cadence, except far, G2 andZ1, E7 that are binned respectively on 30 s and 300 s intervals &oityl The red line is
the best-fit model found by JKTEBOP. Transits have be&sebin magnitude by integer multiples of 0.025.



Nascimbeni et al.: A homogeneous study of transit time tiara in WASP-3b

— Maciejewski et al. (2010): six complete transits in Eleand When required, light curves in flux units were converted to
from two different telescopesi{-3 at Rohzen-0.6nm4-6 magnitudes and normalized to zero by fitting a low-order poly
at Jena-0.9m). The first five observatiotig{5) were car- nomial function to the fi-transit data points. In a few cases,
ried out on focused images, a practice resulting in a passilthe tabulated photometric errors are underestimated updota
increase of the content of red noise. 50%, as confirmed by the reducgfi> 1 (y? being defined as

— Christiansen et al. (2011): six comple®l1(4, C7-8) and the y? divided by the number of degrees of freedom of the fit).
two partial €5-6) transits, extracted from a 18-day photoThis is not unusual in high-precision photometry, dueffeas
metric series secured by the High Resolution Imager (HRWhich are not accounted for by standard noise models (Howell
mounted on the spacecraft EPOXI, as part of the EPOQB06): poorly-modeled scintillation, high-frequencyteysatics
project. No filter was employed. mimicking random errors, stellar microvariability for iotar-

— Littlefield (2011): three transits observed with a”’11get and comparison stars, etc. We dealt with this by reggalin

Schmidt-Cassegrain reflector and without filter1{3). the errors by a factor ofy/y?, following a common practice
These three light curves correspond to the first, third, apglinn et al. 2007; Gibson et al. 2009). When the photometric
fifth one presented in the original paper. ThbI$f the other errors were not published, the error was assumed to be consta
curves is too low for the inclusion in the present study.  and equal to the scatterof the df-transit polynomial-corrected

— Zhang et al. (2011): one 2009 transit in téand from the cyrve. We define the scatter as theZ#' percentile of the resid-
Weihai-1.0m telescope(). ual distribution from the median, after arSterative clipping.

— Sada et al. (2012): four transits secured in 2009-2011 by difhjs measurement is much more robust against outliers tean t
ferent telescopess1 andS3-4 at the 0.5m Visitor Center ¢|assical RMS.

telescope at Kitt Peak National Observatory (KPNO), in the
Sloanz band;S2 at the KPNO 2.1m reflector in th&band,
exploiting the FLAMINGO infrared imager. 4. Data reduction

Other six light curves from various amateur observers1. IAC80 photometry
(E1-7) were visually selected and downloaded from ¥ The six IAC80 light curves N1-6) were reduced with the

database®. HIVES . .
) A } STARSKY photometric pipeline, presented in Nascimbeni.et a
The first two follow-up light curves of WASP-3b were pub; 011a,b) but here upgraded with some improvements, The

lished by Pollacco et al. (2008): one transit observed at t . it :
IAC80 (alternatingv and | filters) and one at the Keele-0.6mPresent version v1.1.002 adopts a new, fully empirical ieig

(R band), both in 2007. Unfortunately, the original light cesv ing scheme to carry out fierential photometry. Reference stars

are no more retrievable and we did not include them in thidystu were preymusly weighted b_y the amount of scatter measured
A T, data point is determined by the first term of their publishef? their light curves after being registered to the totatrefice
ephemeris: magn!tudem (that is, the We_lghted mean of the instrumental
magnitudes of all the comparison stars; Broeg et al. 200t T

To(BIDyre) = 245414385038'888‘31"’ N - 1-8468348'888885 (1) was an iterative process. Instead, the updated versiorefirst

' ' tracts the @-transit part of the series, then constructs a set of
One should be careful, however, as tfiig (corresponding to “intermediate” light curves of the reference stars by saditng
2007 Feb 12) is not an independent measurement of a single magnitude of each of them to th&-transit magnitude of
transit event. Instead, it comes from an ensemble analysistige target. Ideally, those curves should be flat and their RMS
SuperWASP, IAC80 and Keele-0.6m data. For this reason We uid b | to th drati u{ﬁﬁ bei th
adoptedT, from Eq. (1) as our first data point in the determi>"oU . € equal to .e qu.a ratic s + oy, beingoy the
nation of our new ephemeris, but not in our subsequent TTtQeoretical photometric noise expected on the target tztied
analysis (Section 5.2). The epobhof each reported observa-as in Nascimbeni et al. 2011a) andthie intrinsic noise of the
tion in our set is defined according to the ephemeris in Eq. (I§ference star, defined as at the end of Section 3. We therefor
i.e. as the number of transits elapsed since 2007 Feb 12. estimated the latter as = /o2 — o2, The individual weights

All timestamps were converted to BJD(TDB), i e. based ) . _
on Barycentric Dynamical Time following the prescriptiop b fOF @ given comparison star are then assumed to/bé2. The

Eastman et al. (2010). Each light curve was calibrated ir tinutput of this weighting algorithm is checked during each ru
by identifying the time standard reported in the data headddainst two other weighting schemes: 1) equal weightsyne.
and (when clarifications were necessary) contacting theoasit Weighted, and 2) using weights derived from the expected the
Generally speaking, even when the authors report a relyile oretical noise computed for the reference stars. I$%S and
chronization source (GPS, NTP, etc.) for their data, it ipas PSYS parameters (a§ defined in Nascimbeni et al. 2011b) allow
sible to carry out an external confirmation of that. The onty e US to diagnose “bad” reference stars, and to set their weight
ception, discussed in Section 6, is when two or more indegeindZero- For all theN1-N6 transits, _the same set of eleven reference
observations of the same event were performed. Though we 8i@"S was employed, for consistency reasons. All of thenwsho
not find any reason to doubt about the accuracy of the absolfSign of variability or higher-than-expected scatter.

time calibration of the above-mentioned data, it is worthing A second improvement to STARSKY is a new algorithm de-
that most of these observations were not performed withghe sveloped to deal with light curves having red noise caused by
cific goal of a TTV analysis. Thus, the precision achievalsie ¢/€ils, trails or thin clouds. This happen when the cloud psss

To could be limited by sub-optimal choices about the instrumeftructure at angular scales on the same order of the FOXoand
tal setup. For instance, it is widely known that a “large” ¢iar it is moving fast. Even dierential photometry can béfacted by
case,r > 60 s) exposure time is one of those limiting factor1ese events, as the change of transparency fact she target

(Kipping 2010). and the reference stars by @&drent amount. Of course, this sys-
tematic dfect is correlated on with the rapidity of transparency
! http://var2.astro.cz/ETD (Poddany et al. 2010) changes. and this correlation can be exploited to disca&rafth
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fected frames. A quantity that we called “numerical defxat all the comparison stars. We estimated the formal errordohe
of the absolute flux"XDAF) is evaluated for each framef the photometric point as the standard deviation of the raticht t

series: individual comparison stars, divided by the square roohefrt
1 Fan - Foy number (error of t_he mean). _

NDAF = — —————— (2) After normalizing the target star to the comparison stacs an
Fii tisn —ti-n averaging, some long-term systematics as a function of time

being F; the weighted instrumental flux of the reference stai¥ere found. This is perhaps caused biyatiential extinction be-
(Fi = 10%%m m defined as above), aridthe JD time at the tween the transit and comparison stars, which generallg hav

mid-exposure. WhelDAF deviates more thano4from its av- different and unknown spectral types. This variation was re-
erage along the series, the frame is discarded. The firstasnd MOved by fitting a linear airmass-dependent function to tite o
frame are ignored by our algorithm. of-transit baseline of the light curve.

STARSKY outputs light curves extracted from a set of dif-
ferent.photor.netric apertures. '_I'hese curves are th_en aﬂekdehy 5. Data analysis
a routine which searches for linear and polynomial coriahet o )
between the f-transit flux and several combinations of externat-1- Fitting of the transit model

parameters such as: the position of the star on the detéioéor,\we chose to analyze all of the new and archival light curves em
airmass, the FWHM of the stellar profiles, the mean sky levejioying the same software tools and algorithms. Our goal was
the reference fluk;, and time. In the following, we describe theg get homogeneous estimate of the physirhltal parameters
reason to search for a linear correlation betwediedintial flux 5 \WwaASP-3b. In particular we were interested for our TTV anal
and airmas¥. Let's consider the simple case of two stars (tagsjs in estimating thd, of each transit and its associated error
get “t" and reference “r") having out-of-atmosphere magdés i the most accurate way, avoiding biases due fiedént tech-

m andm and color; andé;, respectively. Given the extinctioniques. We avoided estimatirig through heuristic algorithms
coefficientk and the extinction color terrk, the measured dif- \yhich assume a symmetric light curve, such that developed by
ferential magnitude\m is the diference between the observegyee & van Woerden (1956). The main reason is that they do

magnitudes: not fit for any quantity other thafiy. Even more important, they
_ / _ , are not robust against outliers, they provide value§dinown
Am = (Me+ KX+ KXE) = (M + KX+ KX 3) to be biased (Kipping 2010) and errors dg known to be un-
By grouping the involved terms, and taking into account that derestimated (Pribulla et al. 2012).
is the only quantity that shows short-term variations: JKTEBOF (Southworth et al. 2004) is a code which mod-
els the light curve of a binary system by assuming both com-
Am=(m —m) + XK' (& - &) (4)  ponents as biaxial ellipsoids and performing a numericahin

gration in concentric annuli over the surface of each coreptin
ton on the “rue” (ntinsc) aerential magnitude - ) are. J<[-E0F VEroon 29 was un o fta mode) gt cuve over o
linearly proportional toX. P P

Eventually, we chose the light curve with the smalle%:nsn: the orbital inclination, the ratio of the fractional radii

It is easy to see that systematiteets due to dierential extinc-

amount of scattes- and the lowest level of red noise estimate =isR;?1/eR;'Eetl?aer f:(;?uOf t?r?efr?;'gg?l rrzt(jjiiias: aer‘;J/tﬁeJrolfl;i/tgl

from the s parameter as d_efined by Winn et al. (2008). T-h Fni-ma'or axis) anc??tphe m?d—transiil tinfg We chose to fit
overall SN of an observation can be quantified by rescallniaekr ) ir{de endéntl for each data set bécause in a perturbed
thed unbinned photorget:jlcr of thg light clurvi (hf’:\wtr)lg a |ne$aﬁ,yst,enr1i ander could)::hange over a Ioné timescale WHF()je's

fnaé grlffl C;I:] a{T_/sltg&a:/rVithl %r? esghrf;egigeep’ntor? t0|§,3 )t/hzaﬁ(iu an important diagnostic of light curve quality: when the ftho

nal IAC80 light curves haveris = 0.67-0.95 mmag kTabIe 1 Metric aperture is contaminated with flux from nelgh_bore, th
Fig. 2), only slightly larger than that achieved by Gibsorakt ransitis diluted and, becomes smaller. Moreover, an indepen-
(2008), Tripathi et al. (2010) and Christiansen et al. (20adth ANt fit allows us to highlight correlations betweek, , and
space-based or much larger facilitii§. shows a large amounttﬁ.desr'vi.more reliable global results, as discussed atritieoé

of red noise of unkn_own origin, but prc_)bably related to coI0|_t 'Swgcsgné uadratic law to model the limb darkening (LD)
dependent systematics caused by variable atmospherltt:exneﬂc ; aq the i ; b th drati tg )
tion. For the above-mentioned reasol3, and N6 were em- ect, namingu, he finear term andl; the quadratic term.

— 2 _ .

ployed in the determination of our new ephemeris, but not ln/lo ‘fl - ltj)l'(lh_ K - UZ(%_ H) and/fl o cosy, .Wcrt'ﬁre'o ISI
our TTV analysis (Section 5). e surface brightness at the center of the stanaisthe angle

between a line normal to the stellar surface and the linegtitsi
of the observer. Southworth (2010), among others, has shown
4.2. UDEM photometry that fixing the values of both; andu, should be avoided, as it
could lead to an underestimate of the errors. On the othet,han
< . . . most light curves have g8 too low to let bothu; andus, free,
vision process were performed for calibration on each inge ;1\ the resulting best-fit results can be unphysical. Wehget t
the UDEM light curves{(1-5). Aperture diferential photome- o 2 ratic termu, always fixed to its theoretical value interpo-

try was carried out on the target star and 4-6 comparisos st ted from the tables computed by Claret (20 Rl bands),

of similar magnitude|Am| < 1.5). The apertures used varied forand Claret (2004) (Sloamgriz), adopting the stellar parameters

each date due to defocus and weather conditions, but they Wer\vasp_3 derived by Pollacco et al. (2008). For all lightwes

w;igijﬁg tLOaP:LrErBZset :quftza\}\fg:eo(];kt)?é;r:ggl:)lgr;%e"%rgi\:t;ﬁ.hefrom nonstandard photometry, that is unfiltered CCD photom-
tios of WASP-3b to each comparison star. This produced ennal?try (C1-8, L1-3, E1) or from wide-bandR + V photometry

scatter than the method of ratioing the target star to the@um 2 http://www.astro.keele.ac.uk/" jkt/codes/jktebop.html

Standard dark current subtraction and twilight sky flatdfiei-
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(G1-2), estimating first-guess LD cfiicients is not trivial. As 1o This holds even fo€1-8, L1-3, andG1, demonstrating that

for G1-2, we interpolateds; = 0.24 andu, = 0.38 from the assumptions previously made on nonstandard “cleaR erV

tables by Claret (2000) by taking the average of the valuas ta photometry are reasonable.

lated for the JohnsolR-and CousinR bands, as done by Gibson  In an unperturbed system, the transit parameterk;, and

et al. (2008). We did the same fot-8,L1-3, andE1, assuming i are purely geometrical and should not depend on wavelength

that the quantumficiency of a typical unfiltered CCD usually or observing technique. Even if the system is suspected-of be

peaks somewhere in between those two bands. ing perturbed, one can check the long-term consistengy, &,
Then one of the three following procedures was applied: andi by comparing the best-fit values estimated for independent

. . : data sets (Table 2). It is then possible to integrate all the e
L gg r(tahter acjni[ﬁlssggsthvglr?daw?tlr?Qh%vigsfm i?]r;?nmtg nttW: n((j)rfilt acted information to obtain final quantities of highergiseon.
e R e M MmN Ee 1oRe T4 e N1 e computed the weighted means of all subset estimakg, of
%(:;t ?i,ttgcli ;’rﬁgdgls'v\lﬁtlh ?r'el\? k'c: gl .?0 ]E;ngiuflﬁxse)dwaet k., andi listed in Table 2, obtaining the result shown in the last
. ' A . but one line of the same tabléneighted mean). As pointed
Its theoret_lcgl value) to the "best '”d""d,‘fa' "‘%ht Cus/e out from previous works (e.g‘.af\(sguthwortha;l(%OS), ?heseethre
ggﬁnigihtrgﬂg{é Svsi:kmr?i:geh;gFrz)elj-l-:o.(:rfgiz:ebiesséumemrgr?f: d guantities are correlated with each other, as it becomeervi
. . plotting their individual estimate on planes projectexh the
'snelﬁ]blﬁ. ZLf%ur_trhhgczclrlérgn.a'lr'Qrenrég? Ehazseﬂ a&é?giﬁtggrv ree-dimensional parameter spakgk, i) (Fig. 3). Apart from
againgor? tﬁe étacked Iigﬁt curve insor'der; tol get a high-SthiS’ the consistency among all measurements is assestaa wi
X ,, L : . the error bars, and we conclude that no variatiox¢fk;, or i
tir(()arflegggtcaﬁnquoiﬂetlh%fvtvhheoltéasnestlt\?V):e 'E;?%;at'zr]gl}hfolmgﬁn%s detectable over the timescale covered by our data. Tle dat
best-fit values. and fitted a médel witﬁ oﬁTyr’asl free pa- point extracted from subs&tl, T3 appears as the only probable
R o . outlier in two correlation plots out of three. We re-evakdithe
:)?mg?i;ﬁgnzlé the individual transits, including the loyNS weighted mean after removing that poigtvéighted meap in
> Oin4 a high-$N but single light curve, we carried out OneTabIe 2). The resulting averages are quite similar to theak e
t ! . ' uated without removing the outlier, but the uncertaintykprs
simultaneous fit with, k;, Z;, To, andu; as free parameters. maller. We adopt the sgecond mean as final estimate'ykp
3. In all other cases, the data quality did not allow us to con- ' '
strainu, to values with physical meaning, thuswas fixed s - 02187+ 0.0098 (5)
to its theoretical value along witly,. Each transit was then
fitted individually to get, k., %, andTo. k g-jooffi 8-2212 ((76))
= A2+0.

The construction of the reference model from the IAC80 beslt
data set)¥1-2, N4-5 light curves) is summarized in (as an exMore in general, results obtained from subskts3 (Sloani)
ample) Fig. 2 It is worth noting that on average the individandT5-6 (Sloang) are slightly but significantly in disagreement
ual light curves haverio = 0.75 mmag, which decreases towith each other, a fact already noted by Tripathi et al. (@@l
o120 = 0.39 mmag on the stacked data points. The expectdten attributed to the presence of residual red noise.

noise from Poissonian statistics i¥6/ V4 = 0.375 mmag. By
taking also into account that our observations do not colrer
ways the same orbital phases, we are confident that the leve
red noise in the IAC80 photometry is very low. The best-fifTy values for each transit, after being uniformly con-
As the formal errors derived by least squares techniques aegted to BJD(TDB), are shown in Table 3 along with their-esti
known to be underestimated in presence of correlated nwise, mated+ 1o uncertainties (second column). For completeness we
took advantage of two techniques implemented in JKTEBOP &tso tabulated the median valueTof estimated from the distri-
estimate realistic errors: a Monte Carlo test (MC) and a bodiution of the RP residuals (third column of Table 3) alongwit
strapping method based on the cyclic permutations of thd-resits 1587" (o_) and 8413" percentile ¢-,).
uals (RP or “prayer bead” algorithm, Southworth 2008). The To check which light curves within our sample are signifi-
errors on all parameters obtained with the RP algorithm acantly dfected by red noise, we consider two diagnostic param-
on average significantly larger for most of the archival tigheters nameg@ andX. The first one is defined as in Winn et al.
curves, suggesting a non-negligible amount of red noisehWe (2008): the light curve is averaged ovir bins containingN
adopted conservatively the RP results in our subsequeft-ananbinned points each, th@ris calculated as
sis. Mean values and error bars can be estimated in tiierelnt
ways: 1) as the arithmetic mean of the RP distribution assedi ON - o M
to its standard erragc, and 2) as the median of the RP distribu? = o ON = WVM-1 8)
tion along with its 1387" (o-_) and 8413" percentile ¢, ). The
first estimate assumes a Gaussian distribution, while tteria Thatis,8 is the ratio between the scatteg measured on a given
purely empirical: they should match in absence of red noise. temporal scale\t = N, and the expected noise\ "estimated
We adopted as final results the RP median and uncertaintigsrescaling the unbinned scatierassuming Gaussian statis-
o4, o for every fitted parameter excepg. The estimatedy tics. Ideally, we expe@ ~ 1 for independent and random errors
will be analyzed in Section 5.2 with periodogramtechnighes (i.e. pure “white noise”), larger values meaning presericed
cannot deal with asymmetric error bars, thus for this patamenoise at time scales At. The time scales arounst ~ 25 min
we adopted the RP means with Gaussian errorsThe best-fit are the mostimportant ones to our purposes, because they cor
values of%,, k;, i andu; modeled on each individual data set argpond to the duration of the ingr¢sgress part of the WASP-3b
summarized in Table 2. We show also the theoretical value lgfht curve. As shown by Doyle & Deeg (2004), those are the
the linear LD coéicientu, 1, as interpolated from Claret (2000,parts having the largest information content abbytWe chose
2004). On all subsets)y; anduy s are in agreement withirr  to computgs on a set of averaging times betwen= 20 and 30

.02. TTV analysis
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Fig. 2. Construction of the best-fit model from the four best lightvas of WASP-3b observed at IAC80 (on 2011 May 7, May 21, Jyrae20).
The ID# of each transitN(, N2, N4, N5) matches the corresponding entry in Table 1. Small gray gesent the data points with the original
cadence, while blue circles are binned on 120 s intervals.r&d line is the best-fit from JKTEBOP (Table R¥ft panel: individual light curves.
Transits have beenflset in magnitude by a multiple of 0.02 for clarityliddle panel: Residuals from the best-fit model. The reported scatter is
evaluated on the binned points as the2@8 percentile from the median valuBight panel: Stack of all four IAC80 light curves with the best-fit
model superimposed. The derived parameters are quotedia Ta

minutes, then we took their arithmetic mean as a final esimatemonstrated that partial light curves should be includéd w

for . extreme caution in a TTV analysis. We note that, on average,
The second diagnostic 8. We mentioned above that theour error bars are larger than the published ones —sometiynes

distribution of the RP residuals around the best-fit valumuh a factor of two— confirming our concern that most measurement

be symmetric if the noise budget is dominated by white noisgarried out in the past have been published with underestona

Hence a “skewed” distribution could highlight a non-neiillg errors due to neglected red noise.

amount of red noise. The opposite is not always true: sleont-t We considered two élierent samples of measurements for

systematicsAt < 7) do not necessarily lead to skewed RP residur TTV analysis. The first @LL") includes all the 49T, listed

ual distributions. We parametrized this “skewness” withthtio in Table 3, plus th&, from the ephemeris Eg. (1) from Pollacco

¥ between the largest and the smallest errowbaf a given data et al. (2008). The second samplSELECTED") is a high-quality

point: subset of 36 values, selected by excluding Eq. (1) (it dog¢s no
. correspond to an independent measurement of one sing$itjran
X =maxo,,o_}/ minfo,,o_} (9) and other 13 data points using the following rejection dite

In principle,X ~ 1 for well-behaved transits, arl > 1 for 1. partial light curve: data points lacking between the fnsd
transits dominated by long-term systematics. Table 3 lidtsr the last contact;

all the employedr,. We found 101 < X < 1.63 for the eleven 2. |arge scatterrsp > 1 mmag 63 defined as the RMS of the
TASTE transits{1-6,U1-5). Instead, a few archival data points  residuals after averaging over 30-min bins);

show unusually large values (e.B.= 8.07 forT2). We investi- 3. red noiseX > 2 org > 1.2;

gated this issue by comparing the most significenpublished 4. presence of systematics during or close to the transit

in the literature T1-5; G1-2; C1-8; M1-6) with those derived by ingresgegress, as determined by visual inspection of the
our reanalysis (Fig. 4, third panel from the top). We coneliid residuals.

that the vast majority of the published estimate agree wité

error bars with ours. Notable exceptions ateT2, andG2: they The transits excluded fro8ELECTED are listed in Table 3 along
all arepartial transits, and’2, G2 have also larg&. This is ex- with the reason for the exclusion.

actly what we expected. It indeed demonstrates thatwheght li  The first step to plot a® — C diagram is to calculate a “ref-
curve lacks the fb-transit part, its normalization becomes trickyerence” linear ephemeris to preditg at any given epoch. We
and even a very small flerence in the adopted technique caset the new zero epoch ¥2, i.e. our most accurate light curve.
lead to significantly dferentT, measurements. We emphasiz&heALL sample was employed to fit a linear model by ordinary
this conclusion because many TTV studies employ partiat traweighted least squares, obtaining

sits (some of them even for the most part: among others, Pal

et al. 2011 and Fulton et al. 2011). While this is fine when ed0(BJDrpg) = 245570257993+ 0.00017+

timating the orbital and physical parameters of the plawet, +N - 1.8468349+ 0.0000004 (10)
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Fig. 3. Geometrical parameters of WASP-3b estimated from ind&fidiata (sub-)sets (Table 2) plotted as black labeled siricigheir two-
dimensional parameter space, to highlight the sizeableledion betweerx,, k;, andi. The blue dashed line in each plot is a weighted linear fit
of all points; the blue triangles and the associated erfipsel correspond to the weighted meatr- computed on the marginal distribution X,

ki, andi (last but one row of Table 2). The red continuous line and &guare computed in the same way as the blue ones, but afteviregnhe
outlier labeled “3” from the setl(l, T3; last row of Table 2).

Table 2. Orbitalphysical parameters of WASP-3b estimated from individ@aadsub-)sets.

reference paper Nt telescope ID band PN K i Uy Uy th
Gibson et al. (2008) 1 LT-2.0m Gl (R+V) 0.2322000% 0106899998 83.4470% 0304992 0.28
Tripathi et al. (2010) 2 FLWO-12m T5-6 Sloang 0226603979 0.10843%%1 83.25082 0.380:3%% 0.42
Tripathi et al. (2010) 2  FLWO-1.2m T1,T3 Sloani  0.209999%2  0.10153550° 85°.0470%  0.249°2%49 0.18
Tripathi et al. (2010) 1 UH-2.2m T4 Sloanz 02164357  0.106503) 84°.56'555 0141709 0.14
Maciejewski et al. (2010) 3  Rohzen-0.6mM1-3 R 0.21620012 010610994 8442137 0.221:0130  0.24
Maciejewski et al. (2010) 3  Jena-0.9m M4-6 R 0.219500122 010520991 8389131 00950128 0.24
Christiansen et al. (2011) 6  HRI@EPOXIC1-4,C7-8 clear ~ 0221999%49 01061090 83 .87'0%1 0.270:0%° 0.28
Littlefield (2011) 3 sc-11 L1-3 clear 023619925 0.1081'39%33 82.90'1%3 04559158 0.28
this work 4 1AC80 N1-2,N4-5 R 0.208399%40  0.1046399%  85°.24:9%  0.247:0929  0.24
(weighted mean - - - - 02173999% 010539391 84°.24'982 -
(weighted mean - - - - 02187990%  0.10589%012 84.12:982 -

Notes.The columns give: the reference paper, the number of ligivesufitted, the telescope, the ID code of the transits, tter Bimployed, the
fitted sum of the fractional radibf = Ry/a+ R, /a), the fitted ratio of the fractional radik(= Ry/R.), the fitted inclination, the fitted linear limb
darkening (LD) co#icientu,, and the theoretical linear LD cfigientu, s, interpolated from the Claret (2000, 2004) tables. The glieteor bars
are derived from the JKTEBOP RP algorithm. The last two rommsthe weighted means of all the previous individual estinga) and of all of
the previous with the exception of the dataBE{T3 (see text for details).
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The uncertainties have been evaluated from the covariai®#) is too low according to the Nyquist criterion. In the range
matrix of the fit, and were both rescaled W to take into 0.038 < v < 0.5 P! many other maxima are as high as the
account the real dispersion of the data points around oufibes0.0145P~1 peak (lower panel of Fig. 5). Following a statistical
ephemeris. In Fig. 4 are plotted tle- C diagrams foALL (first  test similar to the one above described, we discard that agak
panel from top) anELECTED samples (second panel, with anot significant, being due to small-sample statistics.
smaller baseline). In both diagrams, the reduggd= 3.7-4.5
suggests that the measurements are not in full agreemdnt wit
the linear ephemeris in Eq. (10). Yet, there is no evideribp@ 6. Discussion and conclusions
pattern in our diagrams. We investigated the possibiliat this ) _
statistically significant scatter is caused by a genuine, Eftsier I the present study, we analyzed eleven unpublished light
the TTV claimed by Maciejewski et al. (2010) or dfeérent one. Curves of WASP-3b and re-analyzed other thirty-eight amhi

We exploited two algorithms to search for periodic signaldght curves, all of them with the same software tools ancpfo
the Generalised Lomb-Scargle periodogram (GLS; ZechereisgUres. We derived improved orbital and physical paraméters
& Kirster 2009) and the “Fast?” algorithm (F¢2 Palmer this target (Table 2), and computed a refined ephemeris (Bq. 1
2009). Both these techniques are able to deal with irretyulafll individual measurements of the central instdgthave been
sampled data with nonuniform weights, and minimize aligsirfompared with the new ephemeris to search for changes in the
effects due to the window function. In addition to thig? can orbital periodP of the transiting planet. We concluded that avail-
also search for an arbitrary number of harmonics. able observations of WASP-3b, spanning more than four years

We searched for periodic signals with GLS in the perio® Not consistent with a linear ephemeys ¢ 4). A possible
rangeP = 4-1000 d, the lower limit being imposed by theeXplanation for this scatter is the presence of a perturbaty
Nyquist sampling criterion to avoid aliasing (Horne & Baias N the WASP-3 planetary system. _ _ o
1986). The resulting periodograms for both samples arggalot It is known that the impact of red noise on high-precision
in the fourth panel of Fig. 4. In neither case a prominent p'eaktrans't photometry is s_tlll not fully unqerstopd. Previaaims
visible. TheALL andSELECTED periodograms are quite similar,0f TTVs have been disproved on this basis (Southworth et al.
and their highest peaks standP{t) ~ 6.41 d andP(S) ~ 11.29 2012; F_ulton et al. 2011). Could the_z obs_erved scatter in the
d, respectively. The formal false alarm probability (FAB)de- O — C diagram of WASP-3b be explained in terms of underes-
fined by Zechmeister & Kurster (2009) is 0.023 (2:38or the t!mated _observanonal errors or cahbranon issues? Tlmlate
ALL power peak and 0.076 (1.%) for the SELECTED peak, time calibration of ea<_:h archlval light curve cannot be mele
i. e. only marginally significant. However, the formal FARfis- dently checked. In principle one should trust the authomiab
rived under the assumption of pure Gaussian noise, whiobtis fhat. However, we point out two main clues supporting theaut
our case. To take into account the intrinsic dispersion otiata, Cconsistence of the overall data, and hence the hypothesis of
we investigated whether these peaks are statisticallyfignt 9enuine TTV:
or not with a resampling algorithm. We generated 10 000 syn-
thetic O — C diagrams with the same temporal coordinates of- on three diferent epochsN = 444, 486, 653 following the
actual data points, by randomly scrambling the- C values Pollacco et al. 2008 ephemeris) multiple observationsef th
at each generation. A GLS periodogram was then evaluated onsame transit are available. As they were carried out figri
each of them with the same settings of that applied on real dat ent authors at dierent facilities, they should represent inde-
The power of the highest peak found in the real datafdrand pendent measurements of the same quantity. All these data
SELECTED samples lies respectively at the2-1.170) and points (marked with a star in the first column of Table 3)
38" percentile £0.310) of the distribution of the maximum-  agree with each other within theitrlerror bars, suggesting
power peaks in the synthetic, randomly-permutated diagram that the uncertainties ofiy are correctly evaluated by our
We conclude that neither peaks can be considered as statisti pipeline,
cally significant. In particular, th®(M) ~ 127 days periodic- — some anomalous patterns in tfe— C diagrams are con-
ity claimed by Maciejewski et al. (2010) is not consistenthwi  firmed by several dierent data sets. For instance, nearly
our data. Instead of a peak, the periodogram range where theall points gathered in 2009 within the ranje= 440-510
P(M) peak is expected is characterized by an extremely low GLS lie ahead of theT, predicted by our baseline ephemeris
power (fourth panel of Fig. 4, blue region). On the other hand (O — C < 0). The only exception i§4, which essentially
tests on syntheti© — C diagrams having the same sampling lies atO — C ~ 0 within its error bar. The weighted mean

and noise properties of our sample demonstrate tRatP(M), of these twelve measurements from eigftitetent authors is
A(O-C) = 0.0014 days signal corresponding to the Maciejewski O-C = —0.00118+0.00016 days. This implies aZ- devi-
et al. (2010) claim would be easily detectable from our data. ation from a constant orbital period. These patterns can als

We set R? to search for periodicities with one or two har- ~ be detected in high-precision data subsets, such as our ones
monics in the same frequency range. Results from both sample Among the four best IAC80 transits, the first twal¢2) are
are quite similar to those obtained above with GLS, with non- delayed by 8o (i.e. O - C = 48+ 11 s) compared with
significant power peaks at periods very close to those pusijo ~ the prediction, while the second twii4-5) are ahead of the
found in the GLS periodogram. ephemeris by B0 (O - C = 35+ 13 s).

We carried out our analysis also on a subset of data points
corresponding to those analyzed by Maciejewski et al. (2010 The available data thus strongly suggest an intrinsic devi-
by employing the same tools used for our full data set (Fig. Btion of the actual transit times from the linear ephemexis e
When plotted adopting the same frequency limits, the resuftected from a Keplerian two-body transiting system. On the
ing periodogram (and the peak corresponding to the maximwther hand, our analysis rules out the periodic TTV claimgd b
power) perfectly matches those published by Maciejewskl.et Maciejewski et al. (2010), and failed even at detecting agy s
(2010) (upper right panel of Fig. 5). On the other hand, the upificant periodicity in the update® — C diagram. Most TTV
per limit in frequency set by Maciejewski et al. (2010) (B03studies carried out in the past searched for a periodic kignga
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Fig. 5. Period analysis carried out on the same sdDef C data points analyzed by Maciejewski et al. (2010pper left panel: O — C diagram
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for details). The red vertical line marks the peak claimedagciejewski et al. (2010).
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differential magnitude

Appendix A: A new eclipsing variable

A star in the WASP-3 field (UCAC = 18"'34"075.36,6 =
+35° 38 59”.6, epoch 2000.0; Zacharias et al. 2010), initiall
chosen as reference star, was found to be variable and extlu
from the reference list. A complete light curve of this vatea
was assembled by registering the magnitudes oWthe and
N4-N6 frames on a common zero point (Fig. A.1, upper panel):
When folded on th® ~ 0.3524 days peak detected in the Lomb
& Scargle periodogram, the binned curve shows a periodical
pattern with equal maxima and slightlyfidirent minima, typi-

cal of contact eclipsing binaries (W UMa-type; Fig. A.1, lew
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panel). We derived the following ephemeris, setting 0 at the Fig. A.1. Light curve of a previously unreporte®

~ 15 variable star

phase of primary minimum and estimating uncertaintiesuho i, the WASP-3 field, classified as a contact eclipsing binase (text

a bootstrapping algorithm:

for details).Top panel: unbinned data points folded on the best-fit pe-
riod P = 0.353626 days. Dierent nights are coded inftérent colors.
Bottom panel: same as above, binned on 0.02 intervals in phase.

To(BJDrps) = 2455 77648932+ 0.00024+

+® - 0.3523683+ 0.0000018 (A1)

This variable star appears to be unpublished, and we sub-

mitted it to the International Variable Star Index (idermiifi
VSX J183407.3353859). Colors from catalog magnitudgs=
1563,R = 14.99 (NOMAD; Zacharias et al. 2004), = 14.64,

H = 1434, Kg = 1421 (2MASS; Skrutskie et al. 2006),
and proper motiong, Cos§ = —32 magyr, us = 19 magyr
(UCAC3) suggest that this object could be a binary with both
components of late-G spectral type.
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Table 1. Summary of the light curves of WASP-3b analyzed in this work.

N ID evening telescope band N, T o 0120 reference paper notes
date (s) (mmag) (mmag)

250 Gl 20080518 LT-2.0m R+V) 4799 3.0 397 0.63 Gibson et al. (2008) —
309 G2 20080904 LT-2.0m R+V) 3900 3.0 381 0.61 Gibson et al. (2008) partial
248 T1 20080515 FLWO-1.2m Sloam 403 33.8 1.38 0.73 Tripathi et al. (2010) partial
262 T2 20080610 FLWO-1.2m Sloam 269 33.6 1.16 0.61 Tripathi et al. (2010) partial
268 T3 20080621 FLWO-1.2m Sloam 522 342 1.59 0.85 Tripathi et al. (2010) —
280 T4 20080713 UH-2.2m Sloaz 276 675 081 0.61 Tripathi et al. (2010) —

444 T5 20090512 FLWO-1.2m Sloay 224 783 1.17 0.95 Tripathi et al. (2010) —
451 T6 20090525 FLWO-1.2m Sloay 238 745 1.08 0.85 Tripathi et al. (2010) —

486 M1 200907/28 Rohzen-0.6m R 283 49.3 2.06 1.32 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
499 M2 20090821 Rohzen-0.6m R 200 722 2.36 1.83 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
506 M3 20090903 Rohzen-0.6m R 297 458 2.87 1.78 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
519 M4 20090927 Jena-0.9m R 259 59.6 272 1.92 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
539 M5 200911/03 Jena-0.9m R 258 51.6 241 1.58 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
629 M6 20100418 Jena-0.9m R 206 78.0 1.50 1.21 Maciejewski et al. (2010) —
486 D1 20090728 OAVdA-0.25m R 353 46.7 2.30 1.43 Damasso et al. (2010) —

290 C1 200807/31 HRI@EPOXI clear 1157 53.2 0.89 0.59 Christiansen et L1y —
291 (C2 20080802 HRI@EPOXI clear 958 51.7 1.01 0.66 Christiansen et all10 —
292 (3 20080804 HRI@EPOXI clear 985 51.3 1.03 0.67 Christiansen et all1p0 —
293 (4 20080806 HRI@EPOXI clear 1138 51.3 0.98 0.64 Christiansenet @l —
294 (5 20080808 HRI@EPOXI clear 281 52.2 0.97 0.64 Christiansen et all1p0 partial
296 C6 20080812 HRI@EPOXI clear 954 546 0.93 0.63 Christiansen et all120 partial
297 (C7 20080813 HRI@EPOXI clear 640 515 1.02 0.67 Christiansen et all120 —
298 (€8 20080815 HRI@EPOXI clear 852 515 1.07 0.70 Christiansen et all10 —

654 L1 20100604 SC-1¥ clear 218 76.8 2.68 2.14 Littlefield (2011) —
686 L2 20100802 SC-1r clear 192 113. 2.38 2.31 Littlefield (2011) —
706 L3 20100908 SC-1t clear 192 65.5 270 1.99 Littlefield (2011) —
488 z1 20090801 Weihai-1m \% 323 43.4 7.35 4.42 Zhang et al. (2011) —
444 S1 20090512 VCT-0.5m Sloaz 177 94.7 2.25 1.99 Sada et al. (2012) —
653 S2 20100602 KPNO-2.0m J 250 718 1.50 1.16 Sada et al. (2012) —
653 S3 20100602 VCT-0.5m Sloarz 186 911 2.23 1.94 Sada et al. (2012) —
842 S4 20130517 VCT-0.5m Sloarz 217 87.4 3.52 3.00 Sada et al. (2012) —
194 E1 200904/22 Newton-0.2m clear 194 742 3.36 2.64 ETD obs. Trnka —
446 E2 20090516 SC-12 | 181 104. 3.18 2.96 ETD obs. Gregorio —
653 E3 20100602 SC-12 R 177 72.7 2.90 2.26 ETD obs. Shadik & Patrick —
666 E4 20100626 Newton-0.3m B 266 61.6 3.69 2.64 ETD obs. Garlitz —

699 E5 20100826 RC-125" R 119 124. 2.62 2.67 ETD obs. Hose —
838 E6 20110509 Monteboo-0.6m R 393 35.3 2.55 1.38 ETD obs. Janov —
849 E7 20110530 RC-12 \ 297 51.2 5.65 3.69 ETD obs. Dvorak —
837 Ul 20080903 UDEM-0.36m | 467 33.7 4.27 2.26 this work —
844 U2 20090605 UDEM-0.36m | 566 34.1 3.78 2.01 this work —
864 U3 20090725 UDEM-0.36m Sloaz 383 45.1 4.38 2.68 this work —
877 U4 20090805 UDEM-0.36m Sloaz 371 44.2 5.03 3.05 this work low/IS
884 U5 20100815 UDEM-0.36m | 471 35.0 331 1.79 this work —
837 N1 20130507 IAC-0.8m R 678 240 1.78 0.79 this work —
844 N2 20110521 IAC-0.8m R 742 231 1.53 0.67 this work —
851 N3 20170602 IAC-0.8m R 412 38.1 293 1.65 this work low/S
864 N4 20130626 1AC-0.8m R 566 251 1.53 0.70 this work —
877 N5 20130720 1AC-0.8m R 785 20.1 212 0.87 this work —
884 N6 20170802 IAC-0.8m R 694 199 234 0.95 this work red noise

Notes.The columns give: the transit eposhassumingl’ = To+ NP and the original ephemeris (Eg. 1) from Pollacco et al. (200@ 1D code, the
“evening date” of the observation, the filter employed, thenber of unbinned data points, the average net cadeimcseconds, the photometric
scattero- measured as the 88" percentile of the residuals from the best-fit model, the raizad photometric scatter;, = o V7/12C, the
reference paper or database, and comments.
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Table 3. Central instants of WASP-3b transits estimated from allitid@/idual light curves.

N To (Mmean), BJD(TDB) To (med), BID(TDB) = 0-C(s) ©Y 1 telescope selected?
©0) 24541435107+ 0.00040 — 1.00 -0.00019 -050 -- — no (baseline ephemeris)
248 24546086671+ 000026 2454608667390%5 112 000038 148 T1 FLWO-12m  no (partial)
250 24546056042+ 000030 2454605604950008 500 Q00042 142 Gl LT-2.0m yes

262 245462772317+ 000068 2454627232458 g07 000115 170 T2 FLWO-L2m  no (partial)
268 24546380399+ 000034 245463B040000008 127 Q00096 285 T3 FLWO-L2m  yes

280 2454666479+ 000015 2454660648000 100 000025 -168 T4 UH-2.2m yes

200 245467913318+ 000042 245467@3311888% 190 000021 -050 €1 HRI@EPOXI  yes

201 245468D7967+000034 2454682796300 123 000055 -163 C2 HRI@EPOXI  yes

202 24546832798:000049 2454683280000 109 000092 188 (3 HRI@EPOXI  yes

203 24546807524+000040 245468875210008 111 Q00134 336 C4 HRI@EPOXI  yes

204 2454682144+ 000074 2454686214000 .17 Q00071 096 C5 HRI@EPOXI  no (partial)
206 245469(51475+ 0.00059 245469.6148@%%%%% 146 Q00035 059 €6 HRI@EPOXI  no (partial)
207 24546986168+ 000056 2454693617380 136 000044 079 C7 HRI@EPOXI  yes

208 24546020776+ 000083 2454692077005 120 -000031 -037 8 HRI@EPOXI  yes

308 24547157641+ 000064 245471B763700008 106 -000000 -001 UL UDEM-0.36m  yes

300  24547142368:000041 24547162358008058 315 Q00042 104 G2 LT-2.0m no (partial)
433 245494F3240+0.00060 245494332490005% 164 Q00161 270 EI Newton-0.2m  yes

444+ 24549634450+ 000081 2454968445300 116 _000146 -181 T5 FLWO-1.2m  yes

444  245496384527+0.00118 245496B4541000002 131 000069 059 S1 VCT-0.5m yes

446 24549653905+ 0.00070 245496‘53912:8_886% 130 -000058 -0.84 E2 SC-12 yes

451  2454976/7284+000030 245497G7283008% 114 000097 323 T6 FLWO-L2m  yes

457  245498B5256+0.00093 245498B5267000/1 163 000225 -243 U2 UDEM-0.36m  yes

484 245503771878+000086 2455037187708 101 000058 -0.68 U3 UDEM-0.36m  yes

486+ 245504141172+0.00035 245504111720008% 103 000131 -375 DI OAVAA-0.25m  yes

486% 245504141255+ 0.00058 24550414124@%%%8% 119 -000048 —-083 M1 Rohzen-0.6m  yes

488 2455040565+ 000106 245504305570 H1 112 -000105 099 21 Weiai-lm no (low )
490 24550480065+ 0.00107 2455048006030 106 000027 026 U4 UDEM-0.36m  no (red noise)
499 245506312023: 000036 2455068202608 112 000165 -460 M2 Rohzen-06m  yes

506 24550784809+0.00114 24550784799580% 139 000163 -144 M3 Rohzen-0.6m  yes

519 24551036030+ 000084 245510B6037000060 175 000171 204 M4 Jena-0.9m yes

539 2455139753+ 000073 2455132971988 326 00224 308 M5 Jena-0.9m yes

629  245530%1117+000056 2455305111900 129 Q00074 134 M6 Jena-0.9m yes

653x 245534983306+ 000090 2455348331680008 113 _000140 -156 S3 VCT-0.5m yes

653+ 245534983300 000060 2455348338400000 100 000056 -0.81 S2 KPNO-20m  yes

653x 245534983434+ 000054 2455348343080081 130 000012 022 E3 SC-12 yes

654 24553558410+ 0.00155 245535.68399:%-%%9% 105 000280 181 L1 SC-11" no (red noise)
666 24553784289+ 0.00045 24553734283888%2% 112 -000042 -094 E4 Newton0.3m  yes

686 245541078073+ 000173 245541080830 134 000071 042 L2 SC-11" no (red noise)
693 24554230889 000048 2455423089100000 106 000103 215 Us UDEM-0.36m  yes

699 24554348772+ 000051 2455438877500004 146 000114 -225 E5 RC-125" yes

706 24554471600+ 000117 24554471628808% 361 000071 061 L3 SC-1I" no (red noise)
837  245568%5263+0.00015 2455688526300004 114 Q00054 366 N1 IAC-0.8m yes

838 245569149899+ 0.00064 24556919899068/1 127 Q00007 011 E6 Monteboo-0.6m yes

842 24556088476+ 0.00160 245569B846300011 118 000149 094 sS4 VCT-0.5m yes

844 24557058052+ 000028 245570B8051000020 104 Q00059 212 N2 IAC-0.8m yes

849  245571B1615:000107 245571B1617008061 128 Q00204 192 E7 RC-12 no (low SN)
851  245571%0882+0.00057 24557150853000080 124 Q00105 184 N3 IAC-0.8m no (low $N)
864  245573%1620: 0.00017 245573%1620000008 120 —000042 -249 N4 IAC-0.8m ves

877  24557632511:000031 245576325110088 107 000036 -119 N5 IAC-0.8m ves

884 245577815192+ 000089 245577@519200008: 109 _000140 -158 N6 IAC-0.8m no (red noise)

=0.00085

Notes.The columns give: the transit epobhassumingdl’ = To + NP and the original ephemeris from Pollacco et al. (2008), tst-fit value for
the central instant, of the transit and the associatedthe median value of the distribution ®§ from the Residual Permutation (RP) algorithm
and the associated errars ando_, the “skew” parameteX = maxXo-,,o_}/ min{o,, o_}, theO — C according to the new ephemeris (Eqg. 10) in
seconds, th® — C in units of o, the ID code of the light curve, the telescope employed, amingents about whether and why the data point is
excluded from the “selected” sample. Simultaneous trams# marked with a star in the first column.



