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ABSTRACT

Context. Extended circumstellar emission has been detected wifilein 400 milli-arcsec aroungd10% of nearby main sequence stars
using near-infrared interferometry. Follow-up obsemasi using other techniques, should they yield similar tesulnon-detections,
can provide strong constraints on the origin of the emissitiey can also reveal the variability of the phenomenon.

Aims. We aim to demonstrate the persistence of the phenomenoriimeescales of a few years and to search for variability of our
previously detected excesses.

Methods. Using VLTI/PIONIER inH band we have carried out multi-epoch observations of the &tawhich a near-infrared excess
was previously detected with the same observing technigdérstrument. The detection rates and distribution of Huesses from
our original survey and the follow-up observations are carag statistically. A search for variability of the excesseour time series

is carried out based on the level of the broadband excesses.

Results. In 12 of 16 follow-up observations, an excess is re-detestta significance of 20, and in 7 of 16 follow-up observations
significant excessx( 30) has been re-detected. We statistically demonstrate ity vigh confidence that the phenomenon persists
for the majority of the systems. We also present the firstatiete of potential variability in two sources.

Conclusions. We conclude that the phenomenon responsible for the exxpsssists over time scales of a few years for the majority
of the systems. However, we also find that variability irgiinto a target can cause it to have no significant excess aintkeof a
specific observation.

Key words. Techniques: interferometric — Stars: circumstellar nmatt8tars: planetary systems — Zodiacal dust

1. Introduction Infrared ExpeRiment) at the VLTI (Very Large Telescope In-
. . . terferometerDefrére et al. 201;2Ertel et al. 2014 These very

The_ d_etect|on of cwcurr;stel_lar_ near-lnfrared_ _(near-IR):&ss accurate instruments are pushed by these observationsito th

emission at the level Oﬂ/"\.’v'th'n afew 100m|II|-arc$ec (m.as)limits in terms of both statistical accuracy and ability talic

around nearby, mature main-sequence stars, remains efigmg, a4 the data obtained. Until now, only two detections d

It is generally attributed to the presence of hot, circutiete confirmed from repeated observations: Vegasil et al. 2006

dust. The detections have been made using near-IR intarfer 5 ; A .
etry mostly employing the instruments FLUOR (Fiber Linke g{;(;re etal. 20LtandPic (Defrere etal. 2012Ertel etal

Unit for Optical Recombination) at the CHARA array (Cen-
ter for High Angular Resolution Astronomy; e.gAbsil etal. Mid-infrared (mid-IR) nulling observations reveal no a@rr
2006 2013 and PIONIER (Precision Integrated Optics Nedation between near-IR and mid-IR excessEeiinesson et al.

* Based on observations made with ESO Telescopes at the %_ 14 and follow-up observations of the near-IR excess stars,

Silla Paranal Observatory under program IDs 088.C-0266,@®365, aitempting to detect polarized scattered light emissiamfr

090.C-0526, 091.C-0576, 091.C-0597, 094.C-0232, and desion- the circumstellar dust did not result in significant detaesi
ing data. (Marshall et al. 2016 When combined with the near-IR detec-

** F.R.S.-FNRS Research Associate tions, these data provide strong and valuable constraiater
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in case of upper limits — on the emission affelient wave- Tablel Observing log, excesses, and variability.

lengths and spatial scales, and thus on the origin of the ex-

cesses l(ebreton et al. 2013 However, variability of the ex- HD Night fese [%0] Acsg
cesses needs to be characterized or ruled out. In case of nofk., 2012-10-18) 0.67+ 017+ 006 0.91
detections in follow-up observations, the original detets 2013-08-10 010+ 015+ 0.06 -0.45
need to be confirmed and it needs to be established that the ex- 2014-10-11 N2+ 015+ 006 -0.34
cesses persist from the original detections to the follpwehser- e :
vations. At the same time, the detection and analysis oabdsi 7788 2012-07-29 143+ 0.16+ 0.05 3.0
ity can inform us regarding the origin of the emission: Tletor 2013-08-10 D7+ 0.15+0.05 -4.12
ical models face severe problems to explain the large arsount 2014-10-11 116+0.17+0.05 1.55
of dust in the innermost regions of these systems, needed

produce the exces8¢nsor et al. 201,22013 2014. The short 2794 22001132-6182--11(()@ 10%3_: 8§gf 8%2 %)56%
orbital period and high surface density are thought to tesul 2014-10-12 077+ 0‘241 0.18 -0.60
rapid removal of the dust from the systems by the stellar-radi - i
ation pressureRackman & Paresce 1993The detection or not 28355  2012-12-1% 0.88+ 0.08+ 0.05 1.0
of variability can enable us to distinguish between cordim) 2014-10-11 B2+ 0.12+0.05 -1.63
episodic, and catastrophic dust production.

In this paper, we present new data obtained with39|(3).60 228118112233 1.48+0.20+ 0.05 0.45
VLTI/PIONIER. We re-observed several times the stars foF’B ic) 2011-11-02 B2+ 015+ 0.05 0.32
which an excess was previously detected with this instrumen 2012:10:161) 088+ 0'22; 0'05 :2'05
and observing techniqueE(tel et al. 201% with the goal to 2013-08-10 .18110.38;0‘05 1'11
demonstrate the persistence of the phenomenon over time and 5014-10-11 U7+ 0'11: 0‘05 0.64
to search for variability. We summarize our observing sggt - :
and data processing in Se2tIn Sect.3 we present our analysis 172555 2012-07-2% 0.55+ 0.25+ 0.05 -0.59
of the detections and non detections. We statistically stiat 2013-04-18 ®3+ 059+ 0.05 0.34
the detection rate for our follow-up observations of known e 2014-10-12 B0+ 0.18+ 0.05 0.32
cess stars is significantly higher than for our original syref
stars without previous information on the presence or atesef 210302  2012-07-24 0.83+0.24+0.05 2.77
near-IR excess. In SeBt2we present a search for variability in ggﬁggﬂ _(())'1116+i00'1143+i006055 (:)Lff

the broadband excesses of single objects and report on ghe fir
detection of potential variability in two of our targets. Sect4
we discuss possible statistical and systemdfiects and argue
that they are very unlikely to produce this result. We présen
conclusions in Secb.

Notes. @ Survey detectionHrtel et al. 2013 @ Date obtained on 2010-
12-04 and on 2010-12-20 are combined to one measurementén or
to improve the accuracy since no variability is seen betwtbentwo
observations.

fcse is the flux ratio between the circumstellar emission and the s
Acse is the significance of the deviation of this value from theoerr
weighted mean of all considered measurements of this tégetl).
Uncertainties on the flux ratios are separated in statlsticars (first
value) and systematic errors (see Sdctor details). The two values
We re-observed ikl band several times six of the nine stars witghould be added in quadrature to obtain the total unceigained in
nominal detections and one of the three stars with tentaive 1S Work.

tections from our original PIONIER surve¥ftel et al. 201%

We focus here on this clean sample of stars with excesses de-

tected using the same instrument and technique anq in the S?é?get was taken, bracketed and interleaved by obsergatibn
band H band) we employ for our follow-up observations. Only.;jiha10rg (CAL-SCI-CAL-SCI-CAL-SCI-CAL). At least tee

fqr these targets we can co_nfldentl_y expect a re-det_e<_:t|dn erent calibrators were selected for each sequence and each
directly compare our detection statistics fr_om our origiRé science observation was bracketed by twidedéent calibrators.
ONIER survey with our follow-up observations. The new datg cajinrators were selected from the catalogviéand et al.
presented in th|s_v_vork were ob_talned in August 2013 and Oc 09. Observations were carried out in SMALL spectral reso-
ber 2014. In addition, we consider data of HD 172555 obtain ion (three channels across theband). The FOWLER read-

in April 2014 in the context of a dedicated study. We COMPaLL: mode and the fast AC mode were used and the number of

our detection rate and excess levels from the new obsemsatigteps read in one scan (NREAD) was set to 1024 with a scan
with our original survey Ertel et al. 201%and previous obser- length of 6Qum

vations ofB Pic (HD 39060Defrére et al. 201R The targets and
the observing dates are listed in Talle The observing conditions were in general well suited for our
For our observations, we followed closely the strategy motibservations (seeing and coherence tirke5” and> 2 ms, re-
vated and outlined irertel et al.(2014, which we only briefly spectively, thin clouds at most). Only in one night, 9-Augft3,
summarize here. All observations were carried ol iband us- the conditions were highly variable with occasionally viamge
ing the PIONIER beam combiner on the VLTI in combinatioseeing valuesx 2”) and short coherence time1ms). A de-
with the 1.8 m Auxiliary Telescopes in the compact configuraailed discussion of the systematiexts produced by such ob-
tion (baselines between 11 m and 36 m). We simultaneously @le+ving conditions is presented in the AppendixWe discard
tained squared visibility measurements on six baselindskna all data taken during this night from our statistical anelybe-
sure phase measurements on four telescope triplets wittseac cause they have to be considered unreliable as discusskd in t
ence observation. A sequence of three observations onrececieppendix.

2. Data acquisition and processing

2.1. Observations
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Fig. 1. Excess distributionléft) and distribution of uncertainties on the disk-to-star ftato (right). The blue histogram represents ddiband
follow-up observations of previoud band detections with PIONIER. The red line shows the digtidim for our original surveyKrtel et al. 201%
Vertical dashed lines are plotted &&g/o s = —3 andfesg/os = +3 for the excess distribution and at the median uncertaih6 10°%) of our
follow-up observations for the uncertainty distribution.

2.2. Data reduction, calibration, and excess measurement 3. Results

3.1. Persistence of the excesses
We reduce our new data using the standard PIONIER pipeline ) _
version 3.30 Ile Bouquinetal. 2011 As for our observ- In order to demonstrate the persistence of our detectiors, w
ing strategy, for the calibration and excess measuremeats Wpuld ideally like to re-detect every excess in each observa
followed closely the procedure motivated and outlined Hion. However, this is unrealistic, since most of our detett are
Ertel et al.(2014. First, a global calibration of each night wag-lose to our sensitivity limits. An excess originally dettclose
performed to correct for thefiiect of field rotation on the instru- t0 the detection threshold may be measured to be below this
mental visibilities (due to polarizationffiects in the VLTI op- threshold in a second observation with the same sensitiviey
tical train; Le Bouquin et al. 2012Ertel et al. 201% Then, we to statistical errors. Thus, a non-detection of significatess
selected pairs of a science observation and the precediof; or does not necessarily imply that the excess is no longer prese
lowing calibrator observation without using the same calitr N fact, we only re-detect the excesses-50% of our follow-up
observation to calibrate two science observations. Weaalsil Observations at a significance3o. In our original survey of 92
using diferent observations of the same calibrator for the cafitars (out of which 85 were used to derive clean statistis),
bration of diferent observations of one science target. Calibraf@und an excess detection rate of&g2%. We find a mean of
observations with large noise, systematically low squaieid the excess significang@se = fcse/ot of xcse = 0.54 from our
bilities in most baselines compared to the other calibsatior  Original survey and ofcse = 3.70 from our follow-up observa-
dicative of a companion or extended circumstellar emistiian tONSs.
might be caused, e.g., by stellar mass loss on the post-reain s To test if the diference inycse between the tow samples is
quence) or with signs of closure phase signal (indicativa ofstatistically significant, we use a two sample AndersonkbDgr
companion) were excluded. Both renders a calibrator uresalfAD) test Scholz & Stephens 19870 rule out that the distribu-
Finally, we fit our simple exozodiacal dust model (a homog#en of ycse from our original survey and that from our follow-
neous emission filling the entire field of view) to all squavigi- up observations (including multiple observations of a¢érgre
bility data obtained in one observing sequence of a targetia- Statistically consistent. If they were found to be consitéhis
sure the flux ratiofcsg between circumstellar emission and stawould be an indication that theftitrences are simply caused by
(disk-to-star flux ratio) and its uncertainty;. SeeErtel etal. statistical fluctuations in our data. Furthermore, this lddoe
(2014 for details about the procedure and for the stellar phan indication that our detections are caused by imperfectty
tometry and parameters used. derstood statistical errors that are not repeatable fovengib-
servation but cause false detections with the same pratyaihil

The survey data have originally been reduced using the PlI®peated observations d¢se is found to be significantly higher
NIER pipeline version 2.51. We re-reduced and calibratedeh among the stars observed during our follow-up campaigiis, th
data using the pipeline version 3.30 and found consistenttse  would mean that an excess is indeed present and persistemt ov
In order not to have dierent (but fully consistent) numbers intime for at least the majority of our detections.
the literature for these observations, we use here thetsdsnin For almost all targets the original detection was made durin
Ertel et al.(2014. The data obtained f@ Pic before 2012 have our original survey. Only fop Pic the first detection was made
been published bipefrére et al(2012. These observations doduring two nights in December 2010 and one night in Novem-
not follow our optimized observing strategy, but signifidgn ber 2011 Defrére et al(2012 combined all these data to mea-
more data have been taken during each run (typically hatjlatni sure the excess with the best accuracy (no significant \liyab
dedicated to one target). The calibration and analysiopadd was found), but the excess was nominally detected in all data
in Defrere et al(2012 has been optimized for these data. Sincgets. Here, we consider the detection in the two nights in De-
we do not see any reason to update these procedures, and icember 2010 as the original detection and each later observa
der not to have dierent (but fully consistent) numbers in thdion (including the observations in November 2011 and fram o
literature, we rather re-use these results. original survey) as follow-up observations.
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The distribution ofycse for our original survey and our  3.0f HD 2262 1 HD 7788 ]
follow-up observations, are shown in Figleft panel). The AD 200 1 ,
test yields a probability of only.3x 107° that these two samples 1ol 1 i '
are drawn from the same distribution, which allows us toateje ¥ os 3 5
thls hypotheSIS. The rlght panel Of Flgshows the dlstrlbutlon 00_. ............................................... e
of oy, illustrating that the sensitivity of our follow-up observ 387 {5 Jo793 1 0D 28355 ]
tions (meanry = 0.22%, mediarf = 0.16%) is similar to that % , | | |
of our original survey ¢ = 0.26%,51 = 0.24%). 5 1

The excess arourgPic is our clearest detection but has bee s Lor 13 ] * x|
hypothesized tO Originate from forWard Scattering in thﬁ-:‘(]u § (000 SRR TP PP PP PP PP EPPPPRPIPEPPRPRPP RIS ]
ed_ge—on seen dlsIDeer(e etal. 2012 To test the impact of. E'%ZS— " HD39%060 T mbiv2555 |
this potential false positive, we repeat the AD test excigdi 4
this star and still find a probability of only.2x 1073 that the £ 2.0 i3 ) = | i
two samples are drawn from the same distributjpRic with & 1.0 i ] 3 { T
its massive, young, edge-on seen debris disk is the only ka 0.0k L ]
sible candidate for such a false detection and even for this ¢ -1.0f+——+——F+—+— T ‘ ‘
Defrére et al(2012) rule out that more than 50% of the exces  >0f HD 210302 720 ?8?024506050000 7000
can be produced by forward scattering in the outer disk. We th ~ 2.0f ]
reject with very high confidence our null hypothesis thatdtse 1.0f i .
tributions of ycsg from our survey and follow-up observations — g.gf e g E
are drawn from the same distribution. We thus conclude that _; oL . ‘ ‘ ‘
excess was still present and persistent around the magdiyr 5500 6000 6500 7000

targets during the follow-up observations. b - 2450000

Fig. 2. Time series of the excesses.

3.2. Variability in single targets

first measurement shows significant exces3oBwhile the lat-

We have demonstrated that for a significant fraction of our t : ; .
gets the excess persists over time scales of a few years.\,lelqwze%er one and the one obtained on 11-Oct-2014 are consistént wi

our analvsis does not allow us to characterize or rule oudbds 1 EXCESS: This may thus be considered as a tentative indica-
. Yy : tion that the excess has fainted below our sensitivity betwe
ity of single sources. In the following, we present a seaarh f

A July 2012 and August 2013. However, the largeste we find
variability of the detected excesses. We focus on the bmadjbfor this star is only 2.77 and we thus consider this variatioh

excesses (integrated over the three spectral Channelﬁ'newgignificant. For all other targets, the broadband excessunea

variability is most readily detectable due to the highengig ments are consistent with constant excess over the peniakit
icance of the detections compared to the spectrally d'eper?nonitored

data. A more sophisticated search for variability includthe We conclude that with HD 7788 we found the first strong

spectral slope of the emission requires detailed modeliriigeo . L L . _ X
systems and depends on model assumptions. We defer this oz rludldate for significant variability of the faint near+iafed ex

ysis together with the production of sensitive upper liroitgar- E? Szirhoeuggcgsgﬁsrgy rg:;r; (S?\?;Jrfgﬁresztr?sr.iti'\a/\; ;:?rrc])rgfhts-:-iﬁg n
gets without detected variability and a theoretical intetgtion 9-% pD 9 Y

of the resuilts to a forthcoming, dedicated paper. detection to the second observation about one year lateisand

Our time series of the excess measurements are pIotteéel'ndetected aboutanother year later.

Fig. 2. We check whether the single excess measurements for a
target deviate significantly from their error weighted me&ime 4 piscussion
significanceAcse of this deviation is computed as
The results from the AD test show that the detection rate from

A = fesei — (fese) 7y our follow-up observations of stars with previously de¢elcéx-
CSEi = > > (D) cesses is significantly higher than from our original sureéy
Tt stars without previous information on the presence of tiear-

excesses. We concluded in Se®tl that this is evidence for a
wherefcsg; andor1; are the flux ratio from a single measuremerfersistence of the excesses around the majority of ourtsarge
and its errorfcsp is the error weighted mean of all measuregyer time scales of several months to a few years. This cenclu
ments of one target, anef?;, is the standard deviation of thissjon based on the statistics from our whole samples is orhig va
mean. We again discard from our analysis the data excludedfirepeated false detections around specific targets canlbd r
Sect.3.1 A significant deviation¥ 3¢) is found for one target, out as a cause for the higher detection rate. If the statlsticors
HD 7788 (Tablel). are well understood, they will not produce a significant nemb

We emphasize that this is a simple but conservative metrif.false detections. If they were underestimated, they teshb
It requires, however, that the all errors are well underdt@ee expected to produce false detections with the same pratyabil
discussion in Seat). A statistical test of the distribution of thein any of our observation. They had not been reproduciblafor
excess measurements for a given target against a nornrédualist given target during dierent observing nights. Thudfects that
tion would be a more sensitive tracer of variability, but@ yet  fall into this category, such as an underestimation of tistopi
possible due to the limited number of points available fatheanoise in our data, can be ruled out as a cause of the higher-dete
target. We note that for HD 210302 the measurements from tien rate in our follow-up observations based on the AD test r
nights of 24-Jul-2012 and 10-Aug-2013 deviate from eackiothsults. Other errors that are not reproducible from one afasien
by 3.5 times their respective error bars added in quadrafitve to another (at a random night, time of the night, and obsgrvin
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condition), such as the presence of an unknofkece of seeing, our strategy to execute three consecutive observationssoif a
coherence time, or pointing direction of the observationshe ence target and to include the scatter of all 18 points (6linese
quality of the alignment of the instrument for the observiight X 3 observations) in our error estimates and (ii) the degfee o
can be ruled out based on the same arguments. partial correlation of the data considered in our erromestes

It remains to be excluded any systemati@ets common to (Ertel etal. 2013 It also suggests that potential errof$eat-
most observations of our excess targets. StiEtes could be re- ing the whole observing sequence of a science target such as
lated to the science target itself or the calibrators useddtes- elevation, time dependence, or magnitude dependence #re we
timation or overestimation of the stellar diameter of thiesce calibrated out by our strategy of using three to fodfetent cal-
target or calibrator, respectively). Systematics relévezpecific ibrators surrounding our science target within typically and
calibrators can result in repeatable errors, since the salite having very similar magnitudes to our science targetsa8idns
brators (the best ones available) were used for most of therobwhere these féects produce a false detection can therefore be
vations of a given science target. Calibrators with faimhpan- considered as very unlikely. Unfortunately, based on tfaissi-
ions or extended circumstellar emission (bad calibratem)ld cal argument we cannot rule out completely that such an &rror
however only reduce the detected excesses, not cause &lserksent and responsible for the measured variability of A&87
tections. We thus consider HD7788 as the first strong candidate offsigni

The targets for which excess has been detected and assoaidt variability, but emphasize that more data in form afsk
ated calibrators are not particularly bright or have largaree- and longer time series are needed to confirm this result.dir ad
ters compared to our whole survey sample. Global systemation, we consider the tentative measurement of varialalitund
in estimating the diameters of both science targets antireali HD 210302 another potential candidate and to charactehnize t
tors would result in a global shift in the distribution pésg to-  variability. In both cases the u-v-coverage during all obae
ward positive or negative excesses, which is not seen inwur gions is similar, so that we consider gfdrent u-v-coverage to-
vey statistics. Furthermore, uncertainties on stellaméizrs are gether with a specific excess geometry (e.g., an edge-oh disk
minimized by observing at short baselines, where both seiervery unlikely to be the cause of the excess variations medsur
targets and calibrators are marginally resolved at mostizik- Although the goal of this paper is to demonstrate the persis-
maining uncertainties are well considered in our exces&amd tence of the excesses, but not to discuss their nature, vée not
estimation. In Tabld, we list the flux ratio derived from all datathat it has been demonstrated bharion et al. (2014 that the
taken in one observing sequence on a target together with-ts availability of closure phase data from PIONIER observagio
certainty separated in statistical and systematic erfidrs.flux enables us to distinguish between the presence of a ph@t-li
ratio fcse is related to the ratiO/%eagVSred between measuredcompanion and extended emission as a cause for the signal.

and the predicted predicted squared visibility following

1 V2 5. Summary and conclusions
feser 5|1- = (2
2 Vored We have demonstrated that the phenomenon causing the near-

. o ) infrared excess around nearby main sequence stars penssts
(di Folco et al. 200y, Statistical errors are estimated from th@me scales of a few years for the majority of our detectidis.
scatter of the single measurements in one observing sequUeilg/e also detected with HD 7788 the first strong candidate of
on a science target using bootstrappieffere etal. 2012 significant excess variability and with HD 210302 another te
Ertel et al. 201% They represent the combined uncertainties Qgtjive candidate. In the case of HD 7788, the excess seems to
measuring the raw visibilities due to piston and photon@aisd  gjsappear (given our sensitivity limits) within one yeart Is re-
due to apparent noise in the transfer function attributethéo getected after another year, while in the case of HD 210362 th
potential presence of bad calibrators in our data (Mérarad.et excess seems to have faded away after the initial detettien.
in prep.; Ertel et al., in prep.). The systematic uncert@itep- conclude that an excess can be expected to be present around
resent the contribution from uncertain diameters of ouersme most of our targets during past follow-up observations.rSuc
targets and calibrators and a minor contribution from th@<ch gpservations to characterize detected excesses are teneta
maticism of the instrumengftel et al. 201% For HD 20794 the hjndered by strong variability on time scales of several thsn
uncertainties on the photometry used to estimate theistiedlen- 1o few years. However, the potential variability in two sces
eter from surface brightness relations resultin a largettamty - gemonstrates that a single star cannot be expected to shew si
on the stellar diameter. For all other stars we find the $iedis pjficant excess at a given observation. Thus, we concludétha
uncertainties to dominate the systematic ones. We thusd®mspy case a small sample of stars needs to be observed inorder t
any of the discussedfects to be very unlikely a cause for falsgyuarantee the success of a follow-up observation.
detections in our data.
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lead to a false detection of variability in the case of HD 7.788421 and ANR-10-BLAN-0505), and the Institut National desieSce de
In Ertel et al.(2014), we showed that the distribution of excesBUnivers (INSU PNP and PNPS). The integrated optics beamizoer is the re-
significance for the non-detections in our original sur\&ewéll sult of a collaboration between IPAG and CEA-LETI based orE(SNR&TIund-
. . . P ing. This research has made use of the Jean-Marie Mariottie€&spro* and
behaved, fOIlOWIhg a Gaussian Wlth a Standard d.eVIatlOegzldSearchCal2 services, the latter co-developped by FIZEAU and LAG®BG,
to one. This suggests that erroffeating a single point (the vis-
ibility obtained on a single baseline or on all baselinesriur * Available at http/www.jmmc.fraspro

one observation of a science target) are well estimated )by {i Available at http/www.jmmc.fy/searchcal
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and of the CDS Astronomical Databases SIMBAD and VIZIER he authors
warmly thank everyone involved in the VLTI project.
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Appendix A: Effects of short and variable
coherencetime

The stability of PIONIER observations is generally veryhjig
even in mediocre observing conditions. There are, howéxer,

its to this caused by technical limitations of the instrum&ye
mentioned in Sec®.1that in one night, 9-Aug-2013, the observ-
ing conditions were highly variable with occasionally véayge
seeing valuesx 2”) and short coherence time 1 ms). Since
we aim at very high statistical and calibration accuracy af o
data, such conditions are problematic and we discuss thee her
consequences.

The fringe contrast and thus the visibility is measured with
PIONIER by scanning the optical path delay (OPD) and record-
ing the resulting contrast over time (i.e., over OPD). Thidane
with very high speed (in our case, the integration time ohglsi
point of the scan is-1 ms with one scan being sampled by 1024
points) in order to freeze thetects of atmospheric turbulence.
As long as the turbulence is slow enough (long enough coher-
ence time), this produces a very stable transfer functiéni(e.,
the contrast reached on a point source considering allimsn-
tal and atmospheridiects). Our experience has shown that this
is the case as long as the coherence time is longertBams. If
the coherence time drops significantly below this value,Tthe
drops. This can be understood as a loss of temporal coherence
of the star light due to atmospheric turbulence that can ngdo
be compensated by scanning the fringes even faster because o
instrumental limitations in both scan speed and limitinggmia
tude.

In the night of 9-Aug-2013, the coherence time was variable
over the course of the night, ranging from 2ms to below 1 ms.
For some observing sequences the coherence time was still at
an acceptable level. This means they can in principle be cali
brated well. The uncertainty from this calibration as welthe
statistical uncertainty estimated from the scatter of thatrast
measured on single scans are comparable to those for data ob-
tained in more stable conditions. However, we also needytyap
a global calibration of the night using all calibrator ohsgions
obtained in the whole night (Se@.2). Now, if a fraction of these
observations have been obtained with a lower TF than our sci-
ence data, this will systematically bias our data toward$éi
calibrated fringe contrasts. For our excess measurensigs,
means a systematically lower excess measured. Since thal glo
night calibration only introduces a correction of a few parg
the error introduced will be only a fraction of a percent, St
however comparable to the magnitude of the signal we intend t
measure. If a significant fraction of observations were ioleth
during phases of short coherence time, rejecting thesdmbata
the global calibration would result in inficient sampling of the
TF over diferent pointing positions and render the whole global
calibration unusable.

Since the data obtained during this night cannot be caéldrat
at the level of accuracy needed, and the results wouldfbetad
by systematic errors that would bias our statistics, weadsc
all observations obtained during the night of 9-Aug-2018rir
our clean sample of accurate, high quality observationshfer
further analysis.
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