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ABSTRACT

The EPOCH (EROS-2 periodic variable star classificationgisiachine learning) project aims to detect periodic végiatars in the
EROS-2 light curve database. In this paper, we present sterdsult of the classification of periodic variable starsha EROS-2
LMC database. To classify these variables, we first builaeing set by compiling known variables in the Large MagetieCloud
area from the OGLE and MACHO surveys. We crossmatched thasables with the EROS-2 sources and extracted 22 vatiabili
features from 28 392 light curves of the corresponding ER@8urces. We then used the random forest method to clalseiROS-

2 sources in the training set. We designed the model to Sepaoaonlys Scuti stars, RR Lyraes, Cepheids, eclipsing binaries, and
long-period variables, the superclasses, but also thealasses, such as RRab, RRc, RRd, and RRe for RR Lyraes,naiftatlsi for

the other variable types. The model trained using only tipesilasses shows 99% recall and precision, while the mralekt on all
subclasses shows 87% recall and precision. We appliedaimett model to the entire EROS-2 LMC database, which canttiout

29 million sources, and found 117 234 periodic variable @atds. Out of these 117 234 periodic variables, 55 285 hat&een
discovered by either OGLE or MACHO variability studies. 3isiet comprises 19a6Scuti stars, 6 607 RR Lyraes, 638 Cepheids,
178 Type Il Cepheids, 34 562 eclipsing binaries, and 11 38d-fzeriod variables. A catalog of these EROS-2 LMC perieditable
stars will be available online at htffstardb.yonsei.ac.kr and at the CDS website (Httigier.u-strasbg.fviz-bin/VizieR)).

Key words. Stars: variables: general — Magellanic Clouds — Methodst diaalysis

1. Introduction and OGLE [(Udalski et al. 1997) microlensing surveys. In addi
— tion to microlensing detections, the EROS database is aksiuli

Studying periodic variable stars has improved our undedst® for detecting periodic variable stars because of its wathysled

. of the Universe for many decades. For instance, Cepheid vdight curves over a long period of observation, relativedjnt

(1) ables are one of the most important variable types as a sthndiniting magnitude of~20 in the EROS B baffiglits wide field

candle for measuring extra-galactic distances (Freedinan e of view, and two simultaneous passbands.

2001]Riess et al. 2011) because of their well-establiskedg- Previous studies have found several types of variable stars
— luminosity relationi(Feast & Catchpole 1997; Storm et alP0 in the EROS-2 databade. Beaulieu étlal. (2001) discovered tw
= = which prOVided evidence for the expanding Univelse (LerEla’l\Tya.riab|e stars resemb"ng Herb|g /B or classical Be stars,
.= 11927;!Hubble & Humason 1981). RR Lyrae stars are useffilkserand et al! (2004) detected five R Coronae Borealis,star

for tracing the Galaxy formation history (e.g. see_Catelgfiarquette et dl. (2009) discovered 185 new beat Cepheid vari
- 12009 and references therein) and for studying globulartetsis gples| Spano et all_(2011) reported forty-three thousangd-lo
© (Carretta et al. 2000) and the Galactic structure (Oort &Plaperiod variable candidates, dnd Dubath étal. (2012) fobodia
1975 Vivas et al. 2001). In addition, long-period variabdeich 300 variable candidates from a subset of EROS-2 database but
as Mira variables show a period-luminosity relation that ba without identifying their variable types. Although thesenks
used for measuring distances to some objects in the Galagbduced some variable star candidates of various types, no
such as globular clusters (Feast et al. 1989; Knapp et aB)20&tudy has searched the entire EROS-2 light curve database
In brlef, perlOdlC variable stars are _CI’UCIaI for Studylrlgiam- to C|assify diferent types of variable stars indudir&gS(:uti
derstanding the Galaxy and the Universe. stars, RR Lyraes, Cepheids, eclipsing binaries, and |@mipg

The Expérience pour la Recherche d’Objets Sombregriables. For instance, Dubath et al. (2012) used a sigeetvi
(EROS) is a wide-field sky survey for probing dark mattghachine-learning method and multiple variability featute
in the Galactic halo by detecting microlensing events (s&@in a classification model, but their training set is ingiete
Tisserand et al. 2007 and references therein). EROS meditdpecause it consists of visually classified variables sontedour
the Larg¢gSmall Magellanic Cloud (LMZSMC), the Galactic
bulge and spiral arms for about seven years, and was a maEROS B and R bands (i.eBz andRe) are not a standard astronomi-
microlensing survey together with the MACHO (Alcock 2000%al B and R bands. See Sectidn 2 for details.

31v2 [astro-ph.IM] 28 Mar 2014

6

Article number, page 1 ¢f18


http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6131v2
http://stardb.yonsei.ac.kr
http://vizier.u-strasbg.fr/viz-bin/VizieR

A&A proofs:manuscript no. KImMEROS2013

classes including periodic, small-amplitude, semi-raguind
nonperiodic variables. Thus the model cannot distingu@it ¢ ;0000
ventional types of astronomical variable stars such asyghest
of variable stars listed above. 60000]-
We initiated the EROS-2 PeriOdic variable star
Classification using madine learning (EPOCH) projétt
that aims to detect periodic variables in the EROS-2 lightveu
database to significantly increase the total number of kno
variable stars in the EROS-2 survey fields. The EPOCH proje
is different from the previous studies because we used 1)
richest possible training set including multiple types afiable
stars, 2) a few tens of variability features to separateatéei
stars from others, and 3) one of the most powerful supervis 2
classification methods, random forest (Breirnan 2001). Band
forest combines a large number of decision trees to builds: cl
sification model and has successfully solved many astroredmi o ‘ : : :
classification problems (e.g._Dubath etlal. 2011; Pichasd et 12 14 16 18 20 22
2012). Even though some of the above conditions were fudfillc By
by previous work, none of the works has fulfilled all of these

conditions simultaneously. Fig. 1. Histogram of EROSB: band magnitude of about 550k field
In this paper, we present the first results of the EPOGHurces from the EROS-2 LMC fields. The limiting magnituderisund

project. We also present periodic variable star candiddées 20 Bg.

tected from the EROS-2 LMC light curve database. The EROS-2

database is briefly introduced in Sectidn 2. Sedtion 3 ptesen o o _

classification method including 1) the training set we used We present a training set consisting of EROS-2 variable ser

build a classification model, 2) multiple variability feats, 3) lected by crossmatching with the known OGLE and MACHO

parameter optimization for the random forest model trajninvariables. Sectioh 3.2 explains how we refined the light eurv

and 4) performance of a trained model. We then show detect{€rg., cleaning spurious data points) before we extracedhg-

results of periodic variable stars from the entire EROS-2a_Mability features that are described in Section 3.3. We tiiesgnt

database in Secti¢n 4. Sect[dn 5 is a summary. the random fores; classification algorithm and summarizgst-
formance in Sectiop 3.4.
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2. EROS-2 database

EROS-2 monitored the LMGMC, the Galactic center, and th

; L . e classification quality of supervised machine-learmrggh-
spiral arms during its operation from July 1996 to March 2000OIS relies heavily on the training set. To build the rich .

using the 1m Ritchey-Chrétien telescope, MARLY, at ESO ( - ;
Silla, Chile). The telescope was equipped with two came_rLege training set, we therefore used the OGLE LMC variable sta

A dtalogsl(Sosaski et al! 2008a,h, 2009ab; Poleski et al. 2010;
one observing in thé&g (420-720nm, blue) band, the other '.rGraczgk ot all éOll), which are the most 'up-to-date and com-
;hoe4§i (%289%0831 dreetg)ctg Erisn?n Er?c():gai(i: z;m::% Cﬁ;éag]?g Igl Féte catalogs of periodic variable stars over the EROSIHgsfie

' o iy . ased on these catalogs, we compiled a list of periodic vari-
wg\;v 8f69.§r>1<dl.:1h(;nt5[’)ai\cg?igeeirﬁé r(;fﬁﬁzt'\g?tg' v-l\-/g’z Fé'\)/(\il_'i/(l:a'eable stars including Scuti stars, RR Lyraes, Cepheids, Type Il
(Ansari & EROS Collaboration 2001; Tisserand et al. 2004). geﬁ)_ge'g%gﬂ'sps.'rnzgctégﬂlseséggd;ggglile,?/nsc’drggggcmﬂv@e:s S1,'abl e
87 Th”(_atotal nu_rrlbero]tzgurc_ﬁ_s m_thfhERL?A%—ZAfdat_ﬁbas_e 'fha ."We adopted the OGLE classification scheme for variable
SMn(gl L'&n c.<|)|_nS|s. mt?] OG I mtl' '%n Im € 110, .Ifl‘.“ oNIN® subclasses (e.g. RRL ab, ¢, d, and e type; see Table 2 for the

, 44 Miflion in the Salaclic bulge, and 19 MIflon SOUr@es ¢ list). We added 982 blue variables detected from the MA-
the spiral arms. Light curves obtained using Bieband gener-

X CHO database (Keller etlal. 2002). Many of these blue vaggbl
ally have better photometric accuracy and also have more m

. M&Fe probably Be stars since their variability charactessare
surements thae-band light curves. (Spano etial. 2011). Fideonsistent with those of Be stafs (Keller etlal. 2002). We als

[ shows a histogram of thBg band magnitude of about 550k dded 565 quasi-stellar objects (QSOs) to the list that were

sources in the EROS-2 LMC fields. The limiting magnitude cficted using the OGLE LMC database (Kozlowski éf al. 2013).
the field sources is-20 Be. The number of measurements fO,rb\lthough we do not aim to classify either blue variables (BVs

each light curve varies from field to field. For instanBe;band . -
; ; or QSOs from the EROS-2 database, including these pseudo- or
light curves around the central region of the LMC have 500-m nQ-periodic variables in the list is importantgto exclu%este

surements on average, whiiz-band light curves at the OUteT\ ariable types during the selection of periodic variabladia

region have 250 measurements on average. dates. There are many BVs in the LMC, some of which show pe-
riodic patterns in their light curves. We did not includeighte
candidates from Marquette et al. (2009), Spano et al. (2@ht)
Dubath et al. [(2012), because they have too few variable can-
In this section, we describe how we classify periodic vadabdidates of each type. More importantly, using variable sesir

stars in the EROS-2 LMC light-curve database. In Sedfioh 3mainly from a single survey (i.e., OGLE) helps maintain con-
sistency of the training set. The total number of sourcefién t
2 |httpy/stardb.yonsei.ac.kr compiled catalog is 149 388.

3.1. Training set

3. Classification of periodic variables
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Table 1. Acronyms of each variable type the EROS-2 light curves, as shown in the left panels. We ilisua
examined an EROS-2 reference image for the source shown in
Variable type Acronym the right panel of Figld3 and found that the source is blended
o Scuti DSCT with a nearby bright star identified as a RRL variable by the
RR Lyrae RRL OGLE. This particular case shows that the OGLHatential
Cepheid CEPH photometry (the DIA|_Alard & Luptan 1998) is mordheient
Type Il Cepheid T2CEPH than t_he flxﬂed—ppsmo_n pho_tometry of _the EROS (t_he PEIDA,
L Ansaril 1995) to identify variable stars in crowded fieldstehf
Eclipsing binary EB o o .
. . this visual removal, we had a set of 27 892 periodic variables
long-period variable LPV . . . )
. We finally added non-variable sources to this set of visu-
Blue variable BV

ally cleaned light curves by randomly selecting about 5 Qglx|
curves that are spread over the whole EROS-2 LMC fields and
are not in the 120825 EROS counterparts mentioned in the pre-
vious paragraph. Adding non-variables to the trainingsetit-
140000 ical when selecting variable candidates from the large EROS
database because the majority of light curves are nonhlasa
Therefore a classification model has to be trained in suchya wa
that it excludes non-variables during the variable-sticsion.
To balance the number of light curves through the EROS-2 mag-
nitude range, we selected about 800 non-variable lightesfior
each of the magnitude ranges, 13-16, 16-17,17-18, 18-18019
and 20-21Bg. If we had randomly selected light curves without
the regular magnitude range, there would have been suiadiant
fewer light curves at the brighter end than light curves at th
fainter end, which is undesirable because then a traineccimod
might be indficient in excluding possible non-variables at the
bright end. We also visually examined these non-variailet li
curves and excluded light curves with variability. Afterdath
: : : : : these non-variables, the final number of light curves inthiet
0.0 0.5 10 15 2.0 2.5 3.0 ing set is 32683.
Distance (in arcsec) Without the visual removal of non-variable sources men-
tioned in the previous paragraph, we observed a significqamt d
Fig. 2. Cumulative histogram of distances to the EROS-2 counttsrpafJf classification performance_, in particular a _performadee
crossmatched with the previously known variables. Theelstrgearch Creased by~20% for non-variables (see Sectipn 314.2 for the
radius for crossmatching is’3Most of the variables are crossmatchedl€finition of classification performance). This decreaseldo
within a 1.8’ search radius. cause many misclassifications of non-variables into vigb
which is not desired because most of the light curves from
the EROS-2 database are expected to be non-variables. Nev-
We then crossmatched these variables with the entire ER@®&heless, even though we did not intentionally remove weak
2 LMC database with a’3search radius that yielded 120 82¥ariability sources, our visual method might result in tke r
counterparts, 119480 of which are OGLE periodic variat#esst jection of some true variables at the end because of the low
and the remaining 1 345 sources are QSOs or BVs[Fig. 2 shaial-to-noise ratio of the variablgsn Sectiori3.413, we show
a cumulative histogram of distances to the counterpartmiifie test results that alleviate these concerns for classifyiegk-
imize the number of incorrect crossmatches, we only selecigriability sources.
sources among these counterparts where the distance IbetweeTaple[2 shows the number of variables of each type 1) after
the nearest neighbor and second-nearest neighbor is thayer the crossmatching, 2) after the visual examination, andf-3) a
3”. After removing these objects, 97912 EROS-2 sources ¥gr the light-curve refining explained in Section]3.2. Aligh
mained. we maintained most of the subclasses of variable types de-
Even if the known OGLE variables show clear variability iffined from the OGLE catalogs, we merged some subclasses that
their light curves, it is possible that the crossmatched ERO do not have many sources. For instance, the subclass “Other”
sources might not show clear variability because of the gghobf CEPHSs includes second-overtone (i.e., 20), double-mode
metric uncertainty, blending with other sourcedfetient sam- F/10 (i.e., fundamental-mode and first-overtone), doubl&eno
pling rate, or incorrect crossmatching. To exclude suchtliglQ/20, double-mode 13O (i.e., third-overtone) and triple-
curves from a training set, one of us (DWK) visually examineghode classical CEPHs. One of the EB subclasses, “Othed, als
raw- and phase-folded light curves of all 97 912 EROS-2 couincludes several types of eclipsing binaries. We also dicap-
terparts. During the visual examination, we removed thktligarate subclasses of T2CEPHs and DSCTs because @i oot
curves without variability or periodicity. Such a pure trimig numbers.
set is important because the goal of this work is to seledt per The top panel of Fig.J4 shows the OGLE counterparts before
odic variable candidates from the entire EROS-2 databdsiehw the visual removal superposed on the coverage of the EROS-
consists of several tens of millions of light curves. Theref 2 LMC fields. The counterparts are only spread over the cen-
minimizing false positives mainly consisting of non-véulies tral region of the EROS-2 fields. About half of the region is
is the most critical task, which is facilitated by having gl
quality training set. Figl13 shows example light-curveswbt 3 Signal-to-noise ratio here means the highest amplitudgusenoise
RRL variables. We retained light curves with clear vari@pih  of a light curve.
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EROS ID: Im0010k20271, period (in days): 0.4139 EROS ID: Im0013112014, period (in days): 0.4123
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Fig. 3. EROS-2 light curves (top and middle) of two variable stacssmatched with the OGLE RRLs. Top: raw light curves, middfese-folded

light curves, left: one RRL variable included in the traipiset, and right: another RRL variable excluded from theningi set. The x-axis of raw
light curves is in the unit of Heliocentric Julian Date (HJD3 450 000. We use this unit as the unit of x-axis for a raw liginve throughout

this paper. Periods shown in the top panels are derived tisenjomb-Scargle algorithm (Lomb 1976). In the bottom twagia, we show the

phase-folded OGLE light curves of the same RRLs. The penbtese light curves are taken from Sasgki et al. (2009b). Although the OGLE
RRL at the bottom-right panel shows clear periodic sigrtaks.crossmatched EROS-2 counterpart’s light curve (tdpt agd middle right) does
not show any variability, which is associated with blendwith a nearby star. See text for details.

not overlapped by the OGLE counterparts. In addition, wevsh.2. Refining light curve

the crossmatched counterparts with the MACHO variables j N .

the bottom panel of Fidl4. We used the list of MACHO vari-}% extracth\_/ar??]bllltybfe;tureﬁ, \t/ve uf?d EROSBg—bar:jd I:ght

ables from Kim et al. (2011), which contains about 19k sosirc urves, w ICh rgveb edelr F;] otome rlgl_ﬁpcgra[\)cy an aﬁ@ m%r

including RRLs, CEPHs, EBs, LPVs, and BVs. The MACHCa@ Points tharke-band light curves. This is because the re
camerawas subject to more technical problems than the hkie o

variable studyl(Alcock 2001) provides one of the richesialde . I : Bef tract ibility f f
catalogs in terms of the number of variables and variablestypdurmg.a. campaigns. Before extracting variability fe@tsifrom
training set light-curves explained in the previousisacwe

along with the OGLE variable studies. As the panel shows, the: . )

MACHO variables also do not cover the entire EROS-2 field$ ined each light curve as follows:

Thus it is clear that there are numerous variable stars tna h — We removed measurements with magnitudes higher than 22

never been detected by either the OGLE or the MACHO survey. or with photometric uncertainties higher than 1 magnitude.
This cut removes many measurements of a light curve at the
faint-end magnitude because such a light curve mainly con-
sists of 99.999 magnitude values or 9.999 photometric un-
certainty values, which indicates that the measuremests ar

Note that the training set explained in this section is nyainl  ynreliable.
based on the OGLE variable stars that are spread acrossthe ce We removed measurements by lipping (no iteration)
tral region of the LMC. Thus it is possible that a classifioati about the mean, whereis a standard deviation of the light

model built on the training set might be biased to charasties

of the light curves in the central LMC area such as magnitudes
amplitudes, colors, and photometric uncertainties. Nbedgss,
training individual classification models adapted to eaBOS-

2 field’s characteristics is beyond the scope of this paper.
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curve. This cut is used to remove fluctuating data points that
are occasionally caused by inaccurate photometric measure
ments. Nevertheless, the cut typically removes less than 5%
of the data points, which does not significantly alter light
curves.
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Table 2. Number of remaining variables after crossmatching, viseiaoval, and light-curve refining

Superclass Subclass After crossmatching  After visual vaino After refining Note
(number) (number (%)) (number (98))
DSCT 1155 511 (44) 511 (44)
CEPH
fundamental (F) 1275 1275 (100) 1249 (98)
first overtone (10) 871 844 (97) 834 (96)
Other 168 162 (96) 160 (95)
RRL
ab 8721 3434 (39) 3276 (38)
c 2461 714 (29) 637 (26)
d 511 179 (35) 172 (34)
e 603 143 (24) 141 (23)
EB
EC 605 445 (74) 418 (69) contact
ED 8615 1644 (19) 1592 (19) detached
ESD 3409 1150 (34) 1109 (33) semi-detached
ED+ESD 870 146 (17) 142 (16) detacligeimi-detached
Other 254 153 (60) 146 (58)
LPV
Mira AGB C 785 754 (96) 567 (72) carbon-rich
Mira AGB O 329 329 (100) 324 (99) oxygen-rich
OSARG AGB C 2119 1416 (67) 1135 (54) carbon-rich
OSARG AGB O 22670 3368 (15) 3187 (14) oxygen-rich
OSARGRGBC 264 57 (22) 46 (17) carbon-rich
OSARG RGB O 32648 2046 (6) 1888 (6) oxygen-rich
SRV AGBC 3889 3819 (98) 2507 (65) carbon-rich
SRV AGB O 4482 4206 (94) 3672 (82) oxygen-rich
T2CEPH 123 121 (98) 112 (91)
BV 829 796 (96) 725 (88)
QSO 256 180 (78) 161 (63)
NonVar 4791 3681 (77)
Total 97912 32683 (33) 28392 (29)

a ratio to the number of variables after crossmatching.

We then excluded light curves from the training set if (2011) also observed that using a large number of features, i
cluding inessential or even correlated features did ffecaran-
— there were fewer than 100 measurements. dom forest classification results much.

— the estimated period was spurious, related to the solar day,” Prief description of each feature is given in Table 3. Fig.
the moon phase, the sidereal months, and their multiples. hows the estimated variable importance for these 22rfeatu

found spurious periods by examining a scatter plot of pesrioﬁor details of the definitions of the indices, see the appendi
versus period Bl (e.g. see the top-left panel in Fig.J19) and
a period histogram. 3.4. Random forest classification model

This reduced the number of light curves reduces from 32 6831 Architecture and training

to 28392. Most of the excluded light curves were removed By train a classification model using the variability feasir
the_ penod criterion. This set of 28392 light curves is thalfin aytracted from the training set light-curves, we used the ra
training set. dom forest classification method _(Breiman 2001). This has
been successfully applied for many astronomical classifica
and regression problems (e.g. Carliles et al. 2010; Duliah e
2011; Richards et al. 2011; Pichara €t al. 2012). Randonstfore
To identify variability, we used multiple features extragtfrom uses multiple decision trees (Quinlan 1993) and the bagging
the light curves instead of the light curve themselves adthe (Breiman 1996) to train a classification model. Each denisio
sis for classification. We tested more than 30 features and Bee is trained using a subset of features that are randagnly s
lected the best 22 features based on their “variable impoeta lected from all features (here the 22 variability featuresnm
estimated using the random forest algorithm explained i+ Se¢ioned in the previous section). Random forest then choases
tion[3.4.1. We found empirically that using more or fewer-fealass for a sample that has the most votes of the all decision
tures than 22 did not improve classification results. Duleatdl. trees. In principle, random forest does not need to do cross-

3.3. Variability features

Article number, page 5 ¢f18
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Table 3. Variability features

Feature A brief description. For details, see the appendix.
Period Period derived by the Lomb-Scargle algorithm
Period 3N Signal-to-noise ratio of the derived period

n Ratio of the mean of square of successiv@edences to the variance of data points
NB-R n over aBg - Re light curve

Y n over a phase-folded light curve

nt modifiedn

Be Mean magnitude oBg band

Be - Re Color. Difference of mean magnitude B andRe: bands
Qs-1 34 quartile (75%) - ¥ quartile (25%)
Qs r 39 quartile (75%) - ¥ quartile (25%) over & - Re light curve

Cusum Range of cumulative sum
Yes Cusum over a phase-folded light curve
o Standard deviation
V1 Skewness
Y2 Kurtosis
J StetsonJ index
K StetsorK index
Kac StetsorK index derived over an autocorrelation function of a lightveu
Ro1 2" to 1% amplitude ratio derived using the Fourier decomposition
Ra1 3 to 1% amplitude ratio derived using the Fourier decomposition
b1 Difference betweer®and ® phase derived using the Fourier decomposition
d31 Difference betweerf8and ® phase derived using the Fourier decomposition

Notes: We used EROBg-band light curves (either raw- or phase-folded) to derhese features, except for Qs_15-r andng_g, Which needs
both Bg- andRe-band light curves. See the appendix for details.

validation to estimate the classification error becausé @& 3. During the training processes, calculatéetences in oob

is constructed based on the bootstrap sample from therigaini  error between the trees from tREorma and theRF permte.

set, where two thirds of the samples are used to train thetrée  Average the dtferences over all trees and normalize the aver-
the remaining one third of samples, which are out-of-badpJoo age diferences by its standard deviation derived from the dif-
samples, is used to estimate an error, which is an oob etner. T  ferences. This averaged and normalizeedence is a mea-
process of constructing each decision tree is as follows: sure of the importance of the feature.

1. Generatd\ light curves randomly selected from the trainingThus stronger features generally have higher variable impo
set with replacement, wheid is the total number of light tance values. The derived variable importance of the 22y
curves in the training set, which is called bootstrap agafregity features is given in Fid.]5.
ing (bagging). This sample is used to train the tree. Random forest results can be used to estimate class proba-

2. At each node, randomly selettfeatures from the all fea- bilities for each light curve based on a simple voting stygte
tures, wheren < M. M is the total number of features. The
mvalue is fixed during the training. Naass(i)

3. These randomly selected features are used to split thePyass(i) = —=2 (1)
node. At each node, every possible split is tested, and then N

a feature for the best split is chosen. The tree is grown to {{fherePy. is the probability of alass for a samplengass is the
full extent without pruning. Each leaf node of the tree reur numbper of trees that identify the samplechass, andN is the

a single sample. _ total number of trees. For each light curve, we acceptediéiss c
4. Repeat times the above processes, wheiethe number of corresponding to the highest probability among probaiof
decision trees. all classes. We did not modify the probability accordinglass

population in the training set since it is not the true popafa
While training a random forest model, one needs to set twe fre
parameters, andm, which is the number of decision trees and - I
the number of features, respectively. We briefly explainghe ©-4-2- Training a classification model and performance
rameter selection in the following section. optimization

We can use random forest to estimate the variable importangghough random forest can internally estimate the classtifon

relevant to classification as follows: error, as mentioned in the previous section (oob error),ape s
arated the training set mentioned in Secfiod 3.1 into twe skt
1. Train a normal random forest modBk normal- samples to 1) measure performance, and 2) find thetlése
2. Train another random forest model after randomly pemgutinumber of trees) anth (the number of features). The samples
values of a feature among the training S germute. consist of 50% of the training set{4 000 light curves) to train
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72 1372191176069 | 68 16766 | portance features. A brief summary of these features isigiv8able
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Fig. 4. EROS-2 sources (gray dots) crossmatched with the knov £ 8483
OGLE (top) and MACHO (bottom) variable stars in the EROS-2@.M h"; 16} g
fields. The rectangles in each panel show the EROS-2 fieldsintéger 5 84.0 &
numbers in the rectangles are the EROS-2 field IDs. The x- aaxdsy © 14f £
is RA and Dec is in J2000. < 8328
O 12} H
@ 8248
the model and the remaining 50% to estimate the trained isodt £ 1of %
classification performance. We call these twoSgandS,. We 2 8165
assessed the classification performance using a weightzd a 8
age of recall and precision by class size in the training es. 80.8
recall and precision are defined as 6 :
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 800
Number of trees, ¢
recall= Nre , precision= L, (2)
Ntp + Nen Ntp + Nep

Fig. 6. Classification performance according to the number of triges
and the number of features). Performance degrades when>ml4,

whereNrp is the number of the true positivelSep is the num- e might be caused by overfitting of a classification model

ber of the false positives, arfdry is the number of the false
negatives. To select the besindm, we trained a random forest

model for all possible combinationstéindmwith 20 < t < 400\/\,[9W6r than that of the other classes, and 2) the variabiliyac-

and 5< m < 21 with a step size of 20 and 2, respectively. L e ; 7.
; : . teristics of T2CEPHSs are similar to other classes (i.eusiidal
then applied each trained model $p to measure the mOdeIspattern of the light curves). Tablé 5 shows the recall and pre

performance. Finally, we chose thendm with the best per- *= X X
formance. Figl6 shows the classification performance foh ed'S1on of the model trained with the subclasethe average

combination ot andm. The classification performance througﬁe(t:.aII at)ndtvfl)remsmn dr?p to 87:{"’tn0t _b(?c%use of thefr:;]'gﬁﬁss
this parameter space is relatively stable, as shown in thesfig cation between superclasses, but mainly because o IS¢

Tabled® and5 show the performance of the trained modgi@cation of subclasses within a superclass. This is n@r&ging

using the optimized parametetsandm. In Tablel3, we present since the classification of each subclass within a same clagsr

ine Confusion mlr of the model rined wi only Supefs S et e separaton of sthercasee s s
classes (i.e., without considering subclasses of varigfiples). y » €SP

We see that recall and precision for each superclass is highe

than 95%, and average recall and precision is about 99%. Onlyyye to the length of the confusion matrix, we do not show itjbst
the T2CEPH class shows low recall and precision. This is hshow the recall and precision for each class. The confusiatmixnis
cause 1) the number of variables in this class is substhntialvailable as supplementary material.
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EROS ID: Im0316119646, period: 0.9443, probability: 1.0 EROS ID: Im0016113077, period: 0.697, probability: 0.38

17.5

19.01

Bp

19.5r

20.0f

5 I . . . .
3000 20. 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

Time (in days)

Fig. 7. Example light curves of two EB variables with a high (left pBrand low probability (right panel). The two left (rightapels are light
curves of a same star. The top panels are raw light curvesrentidttom panels are phase-folded light curves. The lightecwith a high
probability shows much stronger and clearer transit sgtran the other light curve.

Table 4. Confusion matrix of the random forest model without consitgsubclassés

Class DSCT RRL CEPH T2CEPH EB LPV BV QSO NonVar Recall
(%)
DSCT 253 1 1 99.2
RRL 3 2088 4 2 16 98.8
CEPH 10 1094 3 12 1 1 97.6
T2CEPH 8 37 10 1 66.1
EB 1 11 6 1652 20 14 96.9
LPV 1 6 6642 1 1 12 99.7
BV 2 353 1 6 97.5
QSO 1 2 71 7 87.7
NonVar 2 1 6 12 5 4 1812 98.4
Precision| 97.7 99.0 98.4 86.0 969 995 975 922 97.8 98.6, 98.8
(%)

a Each row is a true class and each column is a predicted &ak$numbers show the true positives.
b Average weighted recall and precision by the proportionagses in the training samples.

cially for EBs and LPVs, as the OGLE papers Sgs#i et al. probabilities. This is because we visually removed lightves
(2009a) and Graczyk etlal. (2011) indicate. with no or feeble variability when constructing the traigiset.

_ _ The final model is trained using the 22 variability features,
_InFig.[7 we show two example EB light curves. The probane entire training set consists of 28 392 light curves, e+ S,)
bility of being in the EB class for the light curve in the lefipel  and all the variable subclasses, where160 andm = 13. This

is 1.0, while the probability for the light curve in the righénel model was used to select and classify periodic variableieand
is 0.38. As the figure clearly shows, the light curve with ahhigqates from the EROS-2 database.

probability has a much stronger signal in the raw- and phased

folded light curve than the one on the right. The estimated pe

riods for EBs are probably half of the true periods, parcyl 3.4.3. Evaluation of the trained model

when there is little dference between amplitudes of primary and

secondary eclipses. However, it would not significanffget the As mentioned in Sectidn 3.1, we removed 65 229 (i.e., 97912 -
classification performance because the model is trainedmipt 32 683; see Tablg 2) sources from the training set by visual ex
on period, but other variability features as well. In Him& amination. Thus it is possible that we accidentally exctiiee
show the distribution of probability of related class & (prob- variables with low-level variability. In this section, wesess the
ability, for short). About half of the light curves’ probdities are classification quality of the trained model for weak varipi
higher than 0.9. Conversely, there are fewer samples with laising these visually removed sources.
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Table 5.Recall and precision of the random forest model considesuiiglasses

Class Subclass Recall Precision
(%) (%)
DSCT 97.6 98.0
CEPH
F 97.3 97.7
10 91.1 91.6
Other 71.3 73.1
RRL
ab 99.6 99.0
c 95.9 87.4
d 65.1 93.3
e 83.1 85.5
EB
EC 52.6 70.1
ED 88.9 79.9
ESD 73.0 65.0
ED+ESD 5.6 50.0
Other 11.0 44.4
LPV

Mira AGB C 88.3 86.5
Mira AGB O 82.1 86.9
OSARGAGBC 57.0 71.9
OSARGAGBO 80.8 76.1
OSARGRGBC 13.0 30.0
OSARGRGBO 84.4 83.4
SRV AGBC 88.2 85.3

SRV AGB O 84.4 84.9

T2CEPH 71.4 88.9

BV 96.1 97.2

QSO 92.5 914

NonVar 98.2 97.6

Average recall and precisidn 86.7 86.3

a Average weighted by the proportion of classes in the trgisamples.

We first refined these 65 229 light curves as explained in Seriables and the remaining 25 326 sources are classifieatias v
tion[3.2, which yielded 38 201 sources. Most of the light @srv ables. Fig[Ill shows the probability distribution of theiable
were removed by the period criterion. Hig. 9 shows histograrsources. A relatively larger portion of sources has low prob
of variability features of 1) non-variables in the trainisgt, 2) bilities than in Fig[8. This is not surprising since thesarses
RRLs in the visually removed 38 201 sources, and 3) RRLs [mobably have weak variability and thus low probabilitiéable
the training set. The set of RRLs that were removed is alm@shows recall and precision for superclass classificafibe.
entirely overlapped by the RRL training set, implying thiaist recall of CEPH is much worse than others. Most of the CEPHs
visual removal has not significantly biased the training B&f. are classified as RRL c type stars that generally show a simi-
[0 shows histograms of the variability features of LPVs. IsPMar variability pattern with CEPHs - slow increase and dasee
that were visually removed lie between the non-variables aaf flux during its phase (i.e., sinusoidal). We visually exaad
the final LPV training set. Objects in the left part of the histhese misclassified CEPHs and found that their light curves a
togram for the removed LPVs have parameters similar to thasat clearly distinguishable from RRLs. Nevertheless, thghh
of the non-variables in the training set, which means they threcall and precision of other periodic variable classegcatds
are probably also non-variables. The right half is simitathte that the trained model is successful in classifying wealabélr
LPVs in the training set, which indicates that they are pbbpa ity sources. We also show recall and precision for the sshcla
weakly variable LPVs mistakenly excluded by the visual axsp classification of these variables in Table 7. The recall ared p
tion (an inevitable consequence of trying to build a venanle cision of EBs and LPVs are poorer than others, which might
training set). Nevertheless, as the figure shows, the tgisét be associated with either 1) misclassification due to weak va
LPVs cover the right half of the histogram well. We have corability, or 2) incomplete OGLE subclass classification (s&p
firmed that other types of variables show a similar distithuto |Soszyski et all 2009a; Graczyk etlal. 2011).

either Fig[® ofID. ) ) ) ) .
We visually examined the light curves with probabilities
We then applied the trained model to these 38 201 sourckigher than 0.9 (see Fig.111) and found that the majority eifith
Among these sources, 12875 sources are classified as rstrow strong variability, but were mistakenly excluded dgtihe
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Fig. 8. Cumulative histogram of probabilities of related class $or
There are more high-probability than low-probability lgburves. 032F
About half of the light curves have probabilities higherrtita9. 0.28]
0.241
. 1
Table 6. Superclass recall and precision for the removed sources 02
0.16 -
012} | 3
Class Recall Precision 0.08}
%) (%) o I : :
DSCT 100.0 80.3 0.8 10 1.2 14 16 18 2.0 22

CEPH 20.7 375 log,y(Period S/N)

RRL 94.7 98.6

EB 96.4 93.0 Fig. 9. Histograms of three variability features, StetshgS, and pe-

LPV 99.7 99.9 riod SN (from top to bottom). Each panel shows three histogrant) ea
of which is a histogram of 1) non-variables (dotted line)he training
set, 2) the visually removed RRLs (dashed line), and 3) RRbid
line) in the training set. See text for details.

visual removal. We trained another classification modeiraft-
cluding these high-probability sources into the trainieg ® ) ) ) )
check whether or not these samples help improve the model p@fiable candidates. From these light curves, we remogedi |i
formance. We found that the newly trained model showed aimé&&/rves with Be fainter than 20, which is around the limiting
identical performance to the original model. magnitude. 27 224 light curves were removed by the magnitude
In this section, we assessed the classification quality ef tut. We also visually examined some of the variable-cartdida
trained model for weak variability. Although some true edtes  light curves and found that some light curves with a peridd S
might be mistakenly removed during the visual inspection b®wer than 20 are likely false positives (i.e., non-vares! For
cause of the low level of variability, most of the removedrses  instance, the top-left panel of Fig.119 in the appendix shaws
are relatively well covered by the training set, as shownign F scatter plot of period and period§ of the training-set light
and[ID. Moreover, Tablés 6 aitl 7 show that the model Ha§Ves (symbols). The panel also shows a contour linesa0k
a fairly acceptable classification quality for such sourdésy- field sources from the EROS-2 LMC database. The majority of
ertheless, note that the goal of this work is to select végibthe non-variable sources (gray circles) in the trainingsetthe
from the 29 million EROS-2 sources where the majority of tHéeld sources have a periodNslower than 20. Figd.]9 arld 110
sources are expected to be non-variables. Therefore nzimigni Show the same distribution. Low-periog\Scan be caused by
possible false positives is the most critical task. As mered in  large photometric uncertainties, relatively weak pegaignals,

Sectior 3], we observed a substantial decrease of clasisific insuficient number of measurements, etc. Although not every
performance without this visual removal. source withBg > 20 or period $N < 20 is a non-variable, we

removed all such sources to minimize the number of potential
false positiveS. 5657 light curves were removed by the period
4. Variable candidates from the EROS-2 LMC S/N cut. After this removal, the number of variable candidages
database 117 234, which is about 0.44% of the total sources in the EROS-
2 LMC database. In Tablg 8, we show the number of variable
We refined all light curves as depicted in Secfiod 3.2 from thandidates after these cuts.
entire EROS-2 LMC databd$eextracted 22 variability features ~ Among these 117 234 variable candidates, we found that
from them, and applied the trained model. This yielded 150 158069 variable candidates are previously known OGLE vari-

5 About 50% of the EROS-2 light curves were removed by therigite ® The training set light curves of variable sources show stneari-
Five sixths of them were removed by the period criterion. ability regardless of theiBg magnitudes or period/S.
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—_— , ‘ , ‘ , , ] sources that are identified as variable stars by the traireettmCom-
s 1 | pared with Fig[B, there are more low-probability light cesy
0.16
aisl 3 Table 7. Subclass recall and precision for the removed sources
0.08} 2
.04l Superclass Subclass Recall  Precision
0'%8 lLO 12 1l4 16 1.8 2.0 2.2 (%) (%)
log,,(Period S/N) CEPH
10 12.5 42.9
Other 0.0 0.0
Fig. 10. Histograms of three variability features, Stetshny®S, and RRL
period SN (from top to bottom). Each panel shows three histograms, ab 93.3 99.4
each of which is a histogram of 1) non-variables (dotted)linethe c 90.1 87.3
trair)ing set, 2) the yi;ually removed LPVs (dqshed linejll apLPVs d 706 86.0
(solid line) in the training set. See text for details. ’ '
e 80.2 74.1
EB
ables. We also crossmatched the 117 234 EROS-2 variable can- Eg gg'g ?gi
didates with the known MACHO variables. The list of known ‘ '
MACHO variables is taken from_Kim et all (2011) and con- ESD 43.0 56.1
tains 19 097 variables. Among these 19 097 MACHO variables, ED+ESD 7.3 10.2
16 543 are crossmatched with the EROS-2 variable candidates Other 0.0 0.0
We excluded EROS-2 DSCT and T2CEPH candidates during the LPV
crossmatching because the list of the known MACHO variables OSARGAGBC 827 11.5
does not have these classes. Table 8 shows the number of vari- OSARGAGBO 76.4 50.5
able candidates of each type after removing the known OGLE OSARGRGBC 158 0.4
and MACHO variables. Fid. 12 is a color-magnitude diagram OSARGRGBO 37.7 95.2
of the new EROS-2 variable candidates. We transformed.EROS- SRV AGB C 38.3 38.6
2 bandsBg and Re to the standard/ Johnson and Cousins SRV AGB O 753 16.2

broadband| (Tisserand et al. 2009). Higl 13 shows examples of

phase-folded light Curves P,f Si_X new variable candidatdaeré" Notes: We do not show some subclasses (e.g. CEPH F) whode reca
is clear and strong variability in the phase-folded lightv@s. o precision we were unable to calculate because of the latkeo

In Fig.[14, we show period histograms of each variable typginclasses either in the OGLE classification or in the tchimedel's
It is well-known that dfferent types of periodic variable starglassification.

have diferent ranges of periods such as DSCTs: 0.02 - 0.25 days

(Poleski et al. 2010), RRLs: 0.2 - 0.9 days (Alcock et al. 1996

and CEPHs: days to months (Sofgki et al. 2008a). We visu- are on the main sequence, while the longer period EBs are on
ally examined the two T2CEPHSs with periods longer than 1 0@ red giant branch, which is a known behavior (Graczyklet al
days and found that they might be misclassified LPVs. The-pr@011). Fig[Ib shows the probabilities of the candidatesst\db
abilities of these two T2CEPHSs are relatively low, 18% an#h25 DSCTs, RRLs, and CEPHs have probabilities higher than 90%.
The histogram of the EB periods in FIg.]14 shows two popul&s contrast, many T2CEPHSs, EBs, and LPVs have probabilities
tions, one with periods shorter than 20 days, another witiode lower than 50%. In particular, about two thirds of EBs have
longer than 20 days. We confirmed that the shorter period EB®babilities lower than 50%, which is probably caused by ei
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Table 8.Number of variable candidates selected from the EROS-2 LV -

fields
Superclass Subclass €1 c2
DSCT 2481 1906 ar
CEPH
F 1993 246 ==
10 1527 318 B
Other 343 74 B
RRL
ab 16407 3599 o
c 5367 1904
d 968 311 .|
e 1636 793
EB : : : : .
EC 6120 5159 2 =) 0 1 ) 3 n 5
ED 13372 7216 V-1
ESD 13970 10627
ED+ESD 674 422 Fig. 12.Color-magnitude diagram of the newly detected 55 285 végiab
Other 11471 11138 candidates. DSCTs: red dots, RRLs: blue dots, EBs: gray tbtgs:
LPV green dots, CEPHs: yellow circles and T2CEPHSs: magentkesirche
Mira AGB C 918 313 magnitudes are not corrected for interstellar extinctiime arrow rep-
Mira AGB O 454 99 resents average interstellar e>§tincti'onEoiK/ —1) = 0.09 for thfe LMC
(Haschke et al. 2011). The typical distance modulus to th€lis1 8.5
OSARG AGB C 3538 883 magnitudel(Tisserand et|al. 2009). A color version of thigrigs avail-
OSARGAGBO 15192 3992 able online.
OSARGRGB C 1015 217
OSARGRGBO 8863 3031
:Exﬁg:g Zgi; ﬁgi the features using the visually examined training set. Véa th
T2CEPH 329 178 tra_lr_1ed a random foresy classification model using these var
ability features. We applied the model to the 29 million ERDS
Total 117234 55285 LMC sources and detected 117 234 variable candidates. The ca
, . alog of the variable candidates containing EROS IDs, RA,, Dec
. Aiter applyingBe < 20 and period & < 20 cuts. colgrs (i.e.Be — Reg), magnitudes (i.e Bg), p?eriods, period S\,

b e .
After additional removal of the known OGLE and MACHO variesl probabilities and crossmatched OGMACHO information is

available at httg/stardb.yonsei.ac.kr and at the CDS. Note that
ther misclassification within EB subclasses or misclasgifim  the catalog contains all 150115 variable candidates witreu
between superclasses. Nevertheless, we visually exantiase moval of the faint sources or low-periog\ssources mentioned
low-probability candidates and confirmed that almost athein in SectiorL 4.
show variability in their light curves.

Figs.[I6 to 1B show the relationships between features of The classification quality of any supervised machine-

each subclass of RRLs, CEPHSs, and LPVs in the newly detect%?iming methods depends on the richness of the trainiranskt
IS

55 285 variable candidates. We do not show EBs since they (grmatlveness of the features on which a classificatiom@ho

: : _ P s ained. In this work, we used previously known OGLE vari-
mixed in most of the 2D-plane of variability features. Ttasidt able sources to build a training set. Thus a classificatiodaho

surprising since the subclass classification performahé&Bs . 4 o X
is relatively poor (see Tablé 5). Fig.]16 shows period andliam would not be feasible for selecting and classifying vagaigpes
tude ratioRy;, of the RRL variable candidates; see the appen Xatkdo not e>§|||st in the OGLE variable source lcatalogs. Inriut it
for details ofRy;. Each subclass is shown in aferent color and Y o <> We Wi consider adding more variable sources of dif-
is distinguishable from each other, which is a known propeft €reNt types to increase the completeness of the trainingrse
RRL variables/(SosAski et all 2009b). Fig17 shows the periogigddmon, we visually removed sources without variabilitiile

andRy; of CEPH variable candidates, and each subclass is a rl'rplll:iir?g thte t:raining S?t’ r\:\i’md;dm;g?t r:]esvullt ir; v?/n iL‘C\f’f‘Fﬁ";
relatively well distinguishable. Fig._18 displays the tia of aining set because of unintended removal of weak-valiti

: sources. Although we showed that the trained model was able
period versugr of the LPVs. to classify both strong and weak variability sources, adaétl
investigation on an enhanced training set would be usefin-to
5. Summary crease classification quality. We used 22 variability feaguof

the highest variable importance estimated with the randmm f
We presented the first result of the EPOCH project: the classt method. We did not see any noticeable improvements by us-
sification of periodic variable stars in the EROS-2 LMC lighting more or fewer features. Nevertheless, it would be istarg
curve database. We first compiled the richest possiblamgget to perform a comprehensive feature selection based on a vari
based mainly on the previously known OGLE variable stars. Vé¢y of methods (e.g. see Guyon & Elisfe#003 and references
chose 22 variability features based on the variable impoga therein) to find irrelevant aridr highly correlated features that
estimated by the random forest algorithm and then calalilateould be removed without detriment to the classificationligua
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Fig. 13. Examples of phase-folded light curves of six new variabledtdates.

In future works, we will apply a similar classification ap-Ansari, R. 1996, Vistas in Astronomy, 40, 519
proach to the one presented for the EROS-2 SMC, Galaatitsari, R. & EROS Collaboration. 2001, in Astronomical Suyiof the Pacific

bulge, and spiral arm databases to select and classifyblari

candidates.
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Fig. 16.Period versu,; for the new variable candidates of RRL typeFig. 18. Period versusg- for the new variable candidates of LPV type.
RR ab: black circles, RR c: cyan circles, RR d: red circles RRde: OSARG AGBs: red circles, OSARG RGBs: blue circles, SRV AGBs:
blue circles. The vertical blanks are attributed to spugiperiods. A cyan circles and Mira AGBs: magenta circles. The carboh-tEVs
color version of this figure is available online. (top panel) show relatively longer periods than the oxygeh-LPVs
(bottom panel) | (Soszski et al. 2009a). Mira LPVs have larger am-
plitude than other LPVs, which is a known property of Miraighites
CEPH (Soszwiski et al! 2009z, 2013). The vertical lines at longer peviack
1.0 caused by a sparse sampling of the periodogram derived Hyotiné-
Scargle method. A color version of this figure is availablénen

0.8

1982) is generally defined as

- ; ] _ max(p.s)

N Ps @

RZI

o.af ot we used the alternative definition since we empirically fhun
: that o, ; of peridograms of EROS-2 light curves are rela-
tively large, which could be attributed to noise in the light

curves such as systematic trends and high photometric-uncer

R

SO L A tainty. The top-left panel of Fig. 19 shows that the majority
e oo of non-variables (gray circles) and the field sources (aanto
4 6 8 10 line) have a lower period/8l than other variables.
Period/days -7

n measures the degree of trends (e.g. monotonic increase
Fig. 17. Period versus for the new variable candidates of CEPH  OF decrease of flux in a long-term baseline) (von Neurnann

type. F: black circles, 10: cyan circles, and others: redest A color 1941).n is defined as
version of this figure is available online.

N-1
1 2
In the top-left panel of Fig. 19, we show the period versus pe- 7 = (N-1) o2 Z(m“l - m)%, ®)
riod §N. Most of the variable types are grouped iffeient i=1
regions. For instance, LPVs (magenta x) have longer peri-
ods than others, such as RRLs, EBs, CEPHs, and DSCTs.
The period was derived using the Lomb-Scargle algorithm is the index of timey is known to be useful to separate light

(Lomb .1976) aqd s the h|ghest peak in the pgrlodogram. curves with long-term variation, as shown in the bottonfrig
We define the signal-to-noise ratio/k§ of the highest peak panel of Fig[Ip.

where N is the total number of measurements of a light
curve,o is the standard deviatiom is the magnitude, and

as — Color and magnitude
max(oLs) — B Color and magnitude are powerful indices for variable sep-
SN = L‘DLS, (3) aration because fierent variable types are generally placed

Opis at different regions in a color-magnitude diagram (CMD).
The CMD of the training set is shown in the top-right panel
wherep,s is power of all frequencies in the periodogram, of Fig.[19. Although there is some overlap between classes,
max is the maximum valuey s is a mean power, angty, . some classes are clearly distinguishable in the CMD, for ex-
is a standard deviation. Although thg\sof a peaki(Scargle  ample, LPVs.
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— Q3.1 between the classes is not perfect, CEPHSs are clearly distin
Qs-1 is the diference between the third quarti@;, and the guishable from others. We designgficonsidering dierent
first quartile,Qq, of a raw light curveQ; is a split between sampling rates and baselines between light curves, which is

the lowest 25% and the highest 75% of ddfa.is a split useful in some cases such as shown in[Eiy. 20 and also in the
between the lowest 75% and the highest 25% of data. bottom-right panel of Fig.19. Additional investigatiorov

— Cusum ever, would be necessary to examine detailed charactsristi
Cusum is the range of a cumulative sum (e.g. see Ellaway of °.
1978) of a light curve and is defined as — o, y1 andyz

o is a standard deviation; is a skewness ang is a kurtosis

of a light curve:y; andy, are defined as
Cusum = max(S) — min(S)

1 g © 1= N zN:(m — My
Sl=m;(m—rﬁ), N-DN-2) & o
where max (min) is the maximum (minimum) value®énd : N(N + 1) N m-m,, (8)
[ =1,2,...,N. mis a mean magnitud€usum is generally Y2 = (N=1)(N - 2)(N - 3) Z( o )
high for light curves with long-term variability such as LBV 3(N - 1)? =1
BVs, and QSOs, while it is relatively low for light curves of S S ——
short-periodic variables and non-variables (Kim et al.1)01 (N-2)(N-3)

- Qs 1B-R andzﬁccss ) — JandK
Qs-ys-r @andy™> are not the features derived from a raw 3 ig 5 Stetson) index [Stetsdi 1996), which is calculated
light curve but the features derived fromBe — Re light based on simultaneous measurements from light curves in

curve, Qs ypg, and from a phase-folded light curve®. two bandsp andgq, of the same star. It is defined as
We generated 8¢ — Re light curve using only the simulta-

neous measurements frdda andReg. If a variable star’s flux

variability is achromatic, the generat8g — Re light curve 1

follows the normal distribution (i.e., Gaussian noise h@t =9 Z sign®) VIPil

wise it would show a certain variability in thHg: — Re light i=1

curve.

¢S is the range of the cumulative su@ysum) of a phase- Pi = 6,(i) 64(i) 9)

folded light curve. A phase-folded light curve is generated

using the period estimated from the Lomb-Scargle method. N m.—m
For relatively short-period variables such as DSCTS, RRLS,  §,(i) = 4/ —— —=
CEPHSs, and EBs, a phase-folded light curve would have a N-1 oyp;
different shape from a raw light curve and thus embrace dif-
ferent variability characteristics. In the bottom-lefingh of
Fig.[19, we show the scatter plot @ 15_r versusyS of
short-period variables including DSCTs, RRLs, CEPHs, and
EBs. The short-period variables are relatively well distin
guishable. We do not show other types of variables because
they are spread across the plane.

b}

whereN is the total number of measuremeritgs an index
for each measurement, and siBy)(is the sign ofP;. op; is
the standard error af, measurement of bangl In case of
the EROS-2 databaspandqindicateBg andRe bands.
StetsorK is calculated using a single band light curve as

-y 1 3N
Y is the n index calculated from the phase-folded light K=——"—"———, (10)
curve|Dubath et al. (2011) used a conceptually identieal fe N >N, 6(3i)2
ture withy”, which they termedP2p scatter.

— 1B-R A pure sinusoid signal has = 0.900 and Gaussian distribu-
This is anp index calculated from thBg — Re light curve. tion hasK = 0.798.

— e - Kac

Although n is a powerful index for quantifying variability =~ Kac is StetsonK index calculated over the autocorrelation
characteristics of a light curve, it does not take into aotou  function of a light curve. This feature is useful to separate
unequal sampling. Thus we defip®as long- or non-periodic variables including QSOs from peri-
odic variables (see Kim et al. 2011 for details).
— Ro1, Ry, ¢21, andes:

o — 5 Zi’i‘llwi (M1 — m)? These features are derived using the Fourier decomposition
n° =W (tn-1 - 1) o2 SN-1 (Petersen 1986; Grison 1994 is an amplitude ratio and
=1 7) ¢k1 is a phase dierence, which is defined as
o 1
L (- )2 _ A+ B 11
Ra = A4 B2 ah
wheret is the measurement epodh, > t;, andw is the 171
mean value o#v;. The right panel in Fig. 20 shows thehis- 1, Bx
togram of RRLs, CEPHs, and EBs. Although the separation #k1 = ¢k — ké1, wheregy = tan (_E)' (12)
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To calculateA, andBy, we adopted the Grison model-fitting
procedure (Grison 1994), which first constructs a zero-mean
light curve and then fits a Fourier series, defined as

M

;[Aicos(i%t) + Bisjn(i%t)], (13)

where M is the number of series to s the derived period
from the Lomb-Scargle method, ahi$ the time epoch. The
featureRy; andg¢y can distinguish dferent shapes of light
curves and thus are useful to separate subclasses of short-
period variables such as CEPHs (Beaulieu gt al.11995).
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Fig. 19.2D scatter plots of variability features of the training egplained in Section 3/ 1. DSCTs: black squares, RRLs: grseiCEPHSs: red
x's, EBs: blue x’s, T2CEPHSs: yellow squares, LPVs: magefgaQSOs: red squares, BVs: cyan squares, and NonVars: greges. From left
to right, clockwise: period versus periog\s Be — Re (i.e., color) versusSg band magnitude; versusr®, andy©S versusQs_ys-r. The contour
line shows spatial distribution of about 550k field sourd&sgenerate the contour line, we built a 2D histogram of tHd ieurces and then used
the counts in each 2D-bin. The figure shows the two contoaidesf 100 (thick gray line) and 1000 (thick black line). Thejority of these field
sources are probably non-variablesfiBient variable classes are separately grouped in the 2[2 sppaariability features. We plot only one out
of ten samples from the training set for better legibilitytiod figure. See the text for details. A color version of thisifigis available online.
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