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Abstract. Recently available near-infrared interferometric datéade-type stars show a strong increase of diameter for asymp
totic giant branch (AGB) stars between the KQ(2 2.4 um) and L (34 — 4.1 um) bands. Aiming at an explanation of these
findings, we chose the objectsOrionis (Betelgeuse), SW Virginis, and R Leonis, which afeliferent spectral types and
stages of evolution, and which are surrounded by circuttastehvelopes with dierent optical thicknesses. For these stars, we
compared observations with spherically symmetric dush siedels. Photometric and 1dm interferometric data were also
taken into account to further constrain the models. — We firedfollowing results. For all three AGB stars, the photosphe
and dust shell model is consistent with the multi-wavelbmqgjtotometric data. Far Orionis the model dust shell has a very
small optical depth (0.0065 at 1im); the visibility data and model in K and L are essentiallyirety photospheric with no
significant contribution from the dust, and the visibilitatd at 11um show a strong dust signature which agrees with the
model. For SW Virginis the model dust shell has a small optiepth (0.045 at 11:m); in K the visibility data and model are
essentially purely photospheric, in L the visibility datangand a larger object than the photosphere plus dust mddeisal
and at 11um there was no data available. For R Leonis the model dustisiela moderate optical depth (0.1 atir); in

K and L the visibility data and model situation is similar ttat of SW Vir, and at 1Jum the visibility data and model are

in agreement. — We conclude that AGB models comprising agsipbere and dust shell, although consistent with SED data
and also interferometric data in K and atarh, cannot explain the visibility data in L; an additional soeiof model opacity,
possibly related to a gas component, is needed in L to bestensiwith the visibility data.

Key words. Techniques: interferometric — Radiative transfer — Cirstettar matter — Infrared: stars — Stars: late-type — Stars:
individual: « Orionis, SW Virginis, R Leonis

1. Introduction star up to distances of a thousand stellar radii causing-mass

loss.
Supergiant stars and stars on the Asymptotic Giant Branch ) ) ) )
(AGB) are surrounded by a dust envelope coupled with gas; The mechanism for mass loss in supergiants is not so clear.
for example, se2 Habinf (1996) for a review of these objectd)e main diference compared to Mira stars is that due to

Willsor (2000) for a review of mass loss, dnd Tislji (2000) fdhe larger luminosity of supergiants the atmosphere is much
evidence of HO shells around supergiants. more extended and has a much greater pressure scale height.

H@_erefore, the mass loss may have fiedent driving force al-

AGB stars are subject to pulsation and other surface p i
trg)ugh pulsation may also play a role.

nomena_(shock waves, acoustic waves etc., see Lafon
Berruyer (1991)) that levitate matter above the stellartpho  Both kinds of stars are characterised by their large diamete
sphere. Dust grains appear in the envelope at altitudesewhand strong luminosity and are consequently very good candi-
the temperature falls below the condensation temperaltee. dates for infrared interferometry. In the next section, wiefty
radiation pressure drives the dust grain overflow far from tipresent the instruments which were used to acquire théénter
ometric data discussed in this paper, namely FLUOR in the K
Send offprint requests to: Peter Schuller, e-mail: band (20— 2.4ym) and TISIS in the L band (3—4.1;1[‘1’]). We
pschuller@cfa.harvard.edu selected three particular stars of thre@edient types for which
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we have a substantial set of data: the supergi@nti, the semi- Table 1. Some basic parameters of the studied objects taken
regular SW Vir, and the Mira-type star R Leo. Furthermoréiom the General Catalogue of Variable Stars (Kholopov et al
their envelopes have quiteffiiring optical thicknesses. It ap11998). The distances come from the HIPPARCOS catalogue
pears that for the objects with large optical depth (SW Vil ar{Perryman et al. 1997).

R Leo) the observed diameters in L are considerably larger th
the respective K band diameters (see $ect. 2.3). Measutemen Star  Spectral Variability Period Distance

in the L band are more sensitive to cooler material above the . Type Type (days) (pc)
stellar photosphere than are the K band data. The questionis @ Ori M1l SRc 2335 131
what is the physical nature of these layers? One possibility ~SWVir  M7lll SRb 150 143

might be astronomical dust. Dust reprocesses the statitia Rleo Msille Mira 310 101

in particular in the infrared. Depending on the dust abucdan

the star's L band radiation might be superposed by a dust cgf,chieve a good calibration. Hence each source obsemvatio

tribution that probes the inner region of the dust enveldp® a,y, st be bracketed by a sky background measurement (chop-
few stellar radii away from the star. The measured L band I$ihg) that reduces the instrumerlieiency.

dius might consequently be increased compared to the K band,
which is mainly fed by stellar emission. ]

In Sect[B, the modelling of the dust envelopes around the?€- Data selection
stars by a radiative transfer c_ode is explained and the parafs chose to include three stars in our study which span
eters of the model are described. In SEEt. 4, we compare figerent spectral types and stages of evolution, namely the
mpdel (_)utput with the. mterferom.etr.lc and photometric daté‘upergianta Orionis (Betelgeuse), the semi-regular variable
Finally, in Sect[b we discuss the limits of such models aed i\, Virginis, and the Mira star R Leonis. Some basic param-
questions they raise about the L band observations. eters of these objects are compiled in TdBle 1. These stars ar
also some of the most observed in our sample. The L band data
are extracted frorn_Chagnon e al. (2002) — we have used the
data from the February-March 2000 observations. The K band
2.1. Instruments used data fora Orionis were presented in_Perrin ef al. (2003a) and

abservations cover the period February 1996 to March 1997.

The stars discussed here were observed with the 10¥q « hang data for SW Virginis were collected in May 2000
(Infrared-Optical Telescope Array) interferometer opieg and are presentedlin Pefrin (2003). Lastly, the K band data fo

(at that time) with two telescopes (Traub 1998). IOTA is IOR Leonis were published in Perrin ef al. (1999) and were col-

cated at the Smithsonian Institution's Whipple Obseryar oo i April 1996 and March 1997. Except for SW Virginis,

Mount Hopkins, Arizona. It fiers multiple baseline observayy,ore i 4 jarge time fierence between the dates of the L band
tions providing visibilities at dierent spatial frequencies. This

X o DR and K band data acquisitions. We believe this to not be a major
enables a model-fit to the visibility data to obtain informat ;¢ o - although these stars are known to be variable, the ef-
on the spat!al Intensity d|str|but|9n of t_he Sources. Tha bs'_ fects we want to analyse are slower than the periodic changes
were combined with FLUOR (Fiber Linked Unit for Optical ¢ 2 s and larger in amplitude

Recombination) in the K band (Coudé du Foresto Bt al.11998) | o ger 1o get the best constraints on the dust shell model
and with its extension to the L band TISIS (Thermal Infrareg, iia gistribution, we have included interferometritadac-
Stellar Int.erferc_nmetnc Set-.up, Mennesson et_al. (LoFHaM quired with ISI (Infrared Spatial Interferometer, Hale &t a
combination with FLUOR is achieved by a single-mode ﬂuc{QOO())) at 1115.m as published by Danchi efdl. (1994).

ride glass triple coupler._ The fibres filter the Wavefrontsru_zo A journal of all used data points is given in Tafle 2.
gated by the atmospheric turbulence. The phase fluctuatiens

traded against photometric fluctuations which are monitore

for each beam to correct for them a posteriori. The accuradd. Uniform disk diameters
on visibility estimates measured by FLUOR is usually bett i
than 1% for most sources_(Perrin_eflal. 1998) and can be%rhe visibilitiesVi,
good as 0.2% (Periin 2003).

TISIS is the extension of FLUOR to the thermal infrare
(3.4 — 4.1 um). A single coupler is used as beam combiner, 5 (Vi = M(dup, Si))?
and photometric signals are not monitored. Approximate caér = Z 2
rection of turbulence-induced flux fluctuations is achiewsti
the low-frequency part of the interferometric signal. A@y wherenis the number of available measurements in the respec-
in the L band is therefore not as good as in the K band, but stille band.M is the uniform disk model:
better than without spatial filtering by fibres. The acqiosit 23:( _

. ) \ _ |2d1(réupSi)
protocol is also dferent from that of the K band, since groundM(¢up. Si) = '— ) (2)
based interferometric observations encounter a néiedlity at nupSi
3.6 um. Thermal background emission produces a fluctuatimgth S; the spatial frequency antl;p the uniform disk diame-
photometric &fset which must be correctly subtracted in ordder. J; is the Bessel function of first order.

2. Observations and data reduction

and their standard deviatioos, in the K and
%Bands were fitted by a uniform disk model by minimising the
uantity:

. @
i=1 i
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Table 2. Journal of interferometric data. K band (FLUOR) datado®rionis have been presented.in Perrin étlal. (2003a), for
SW Virginis inlPerrih [(2003), and for R Leonislin Perrin et {1999). All L band (TISIS) data were taken from Chagnon ét al.
(2002). The ISI data points far Orionis and R Leonis were extracted from Danchi etlal. (1984)g the DEXTER online tool
atlADS [200B3). No exact position angle was given along wighl 81 data, therefore we indicated the basic geographiotatien

of the baselines used. Where known for the objects, the pha$¢he visual variability was indicated.

Object  Spatial Frq. Visibility Pos. Angle Object Spatial Frq. Visibility Pos. Angle
(10° rad ™) (deg) (10° rad™t) (deg)
a Ori FLUOR RLeo FLUOR, Apr. 19969 = 0.24
46.41 0.2232: 0.0018 85.91 65.76 0.2723: 0.0040 86.9
46.82 0.2045: 0.0020 80.47 65.76 0.2718: 0.0043 92.5
48.14 0.1847% 0.0024 71.96 66.38 0.2723: 0.0041 80.3
50.39 0.1253¢ 0.0016 63.01 69.82 0.2373: 0.0033 65.4
88.30 0.0949: 0.0047 69.89 71.57 0.2127% 0.0035 60.7
90.92 0.0843: 0.0024 - FLUOR, Mar. 1997® = 0.28
133.99 0.051@ 0.0010 79.06 47.94 0.4556 0.0041 86.0
TISIS, March 2000 50.08 0.4248 0.0036 68.5
35.99 0.517% 0.015 88.85 66.89 0.1934 0.0036 77.0
35.99 0.528: 0.014 89.49 68.27 0.175% 0.0029 70.9
36.34 0.521+ 0.011 81.08 70.69 0.1656: 0.0050 63.2
53.32 0.085: 0.001 108.69 70.96 0.176% 0.0071 62.5
53.71 0.081+ 0.001 110.40 91.07 0.1255¢: 0.0096 71.2
ISI, Oct. 1988 - Oct. 1989 97.21 0.1188 0.0060 58.5
1.64 0.54+ 0.04 90 150.62 0.077@ 0.0032 63.1
1.82 0.57+ 0.02 90 TISIS, Mar. 20000 = 0.81
2.24 0.61+ 0.01 90 39.29 0.515+ 0.011 168.48
2.36 0.65+ 0.01 90 39.46 0.528: 0.011 67.44
2,51 0.62+ 0.02 90 40.35 0.504+ 0.013 62.78
2.75 0.59+ 0.01 90 52.76 0.249+ 0.002 86.66
2.96 0.59+ 0.01 90 52.91 0.253+ 0.003 96.07
3.26 0.56+ 0.02 90 53.69 0.258t 0.003 103.86
3.53 0.60+ 0.01 90 53.88 0.245: 0.002 105.20
ISI, Oct. - Nov. 1992 53.94 0.25% 0.003 105.55
6.91 0.58+ 0.01 123 54.04 0.246¢ 0.002 106.15
7.39 0.59+ 0.01 123 54.10 0.248: 0.002 106.58
7.57 0.56+ 0.02 123 54.12 0.22°7% 0.002 106.74
7.96 0.54+ 0.02 123 54.85 0.229+ 0.003 110.85
8.67 0.56+ 0.02 123 ISI, Oct. 1988® ~ 0.45
ISI, Nov. 1989 - Oct. 1992 2.44 0.86+ 0.05 90
8.97 0.61+ 0.02 1137 2.54 0.83+ 0.04 90
9.18 0.58+ 0.01 113 ISI, Oct. 1990 = 0.81
9.30 0.60+ 0.02 113 7.30 0.55+ 0.06 113
9.78 0.56+ 0.03 113 7.51 0.63+ 0.03 113
9.96 0.55+ 0.02 113 8.02 0.53+ 0.04 113
10.22 0.54+ 0.02 113 8.23 0.65+ 0.05 113
10.55 0.56+ 0.02 113 8.62 0.59+ 0.03 113
10.70 0.59+ 0.02 113 9.10 0.54+ 0.03 113
10.91 0.54+ 0.01 113 9.30 0.65+ 0.06 113
10.97 0.58+ 0.02 113 9.61 0.53+ 0.03 113
11.30 0.54+ 0.01 113 9.81 0.59+ 0.03 113
11.45 0.48+ 0.02 113 10.02 0.60+ 0.02 113
11.57 0.55+ 0.02 113 10.20 0.56+ 0.03 113
11.69 0.50+ 0.02 113 10.32 0.57 113
11.81 0.52+ 0.01 113
SW Vir FLUOR, May 2000® = 0.75
64.29 0.69% 0.010 61.31
81.89 0.522: 0.014 93.93
81.93 0.527 0.014 94.23
TISIS, Mar. 20000 = 0.35
32.63 0.830: 0.012 76.01
32.73 0.848: 0.012 75.39
46.80 0.706+ 0.008 98.57




4 P. Schuller et al.: Dust shell models and interferometaita af late-type stars in the near-infrared

Table 3. Uniform disk radii¢ in the L and K bands. (Mathis et all 1977) and independent of the distance from the
star. The radiua was contained in the rangeD05— 0.25 um.
Star P Pk &L/ The particle density distribution(r) of the dust grains that
(mas) (mas) was used in this study includes acceleratifiects on dust by
«Ori  2137+001 2163+002 099+0.001 radiation pressure and gas drag (see Appelitix A). The result

SWVir 1144+017 864+0.16 132+0.030

ing density distribution is much more peaked at the inneeedg
RLeo 1797+002 1472+003 122+0.002

of the envelope than isra? distribution.
For our study, the dust particle material was constrained to

The best fit uniform disk radii, and standard deviations, a@é;troqommal silicates. Th?'r pomplgx d_|electr|c fuqnt@e-
listed in TabldB. The last column is the ratio of the L band a pectively complex refractive index) is given by Draine &l.e

K band diameters. Itis very close to 1 in the case of Betelgeu 1984). It was sampled at 3.7 wavele_ngths betwedp and
00um, with the sample points considering local extrema.

but the diference is 20—30% for the other two stars. Th iousl tioned t h .
In the next sections, we investigate the possibility thatdu . € previously mentioned parameters were chosen In con-

envelopes around the star may be the cause for the diamgﬁtren(,:—v with the relevant subset o_f stuc_hes _reported by:m_an
variations from K to L. et al. (1994). They were set and fixed in this study. To fit the

model to the data, the following input parameters were ad-
justed. The stellar radiuR, and the stellar fective temper-
3. Modelling of the dust envelope atureT, govern the flux radiated by the star. Spherical symme-

. o try was assumed for a dust shell around the star with an inner
The models used in this paper are based on a radiative tranﬁgﬁiusri and an outer radius,, in units ofR,. Furthermore

code maintained_at_the Observatoire_ de la Cote d’Azur i_rueNi(_:th_e envelope is characterised by its optical depthwhich is

France. A description of the code is presented by Niccoligifineq for overall extinction (absorption and scatteriftgyan

et al. (2008). We discuss hereafter the main hypotheses ad-hosen at a given wavelengihexpressed ipm.

parameters of this model. Since the code, as used for this study, does not take into
account possible changes of the dust properties when heated

3.1. Description of the radiative transfer code beyond the dust condensation temperature, the temperature
map has to be checked accordingly for each set of param-

The code is based on the modelling of stellar radiation and Giters, As condensation temperature for silicates, we adopt
cumstellar dust envelope interaction by a Monte Carlo nither_ .~ 1000 K [Gail & SedimaVr 1998).

assuming thermal equilibrium. The star is assumed to be a

blackbody whose emitted energy is split in a number of pack-

ets, or “photons”. These photons can either pass the ereeldp Comparison between model and observations
directly, or they are scattered once or more in the envelope
the photons are absorbed and then thermally re-emittedeby
dust grains. A grid over the dust envelope is defined with r
dial zones and angular sections, with the resolution adaogin

Yr\{e now study the case of three particular stars. The question
IS whether a simple spherical dust shell model can account fo
ﬁ1e large diameter fierences observed in the K and L bands.

. . The goal is to find the stellar parameters for which visipilit
for expected temperature gradients. From the resultingéem points in the K and L bands and at kin are compatible and

ature profile, the code derives the spectral energy distoibu simultaneously in aareement with the photometric data
(SED) for the three individual photon flux contributions men yinag P '

tioned above. Initially, the stellar radius is left as seglfac-
tor. Assigning a specific stellar radius, the total SED can bfel. A supergiant: « Orionis

compared to photometric data in order to constrain the model

Absorption, emission, and scattering by gaseous compsneﬁl?tdgeuse _is a Semi-Regular (_SRC) varia_ble star of spectra
are not taken into account. type M1l. It is a late-type supergiant star with a 2335-day pe

Furthermore, the spatial flux distribution at a given Wavéi-Od (see Tablgl1). . L
length can be derived, i.e., a model image of the object at thi_1 e mass-loss ratd of « Orionis is moderate. Knapp etal.
ofl998) estimate a mass-loss rate from CO emission measure-
7 -1 i i
image can be compared to visibilities measured at that wayaents of 31 - 10"Mg yr=at HIPPAl‘RCOS distance and with
length which yields a further constraint to the model. Far tf2n Outflow velocity, = 14.2 km s™. Throughout this study,
purpose of producing the image, the code allows a zoomiW& adopt terminal outflow velocities from their work. For a

P _ 1
factor while the image dimensions are always fixed at3800 dlstanc_:ed of 150 p ar_ld an outflow velocity, = 15 km s,
Danchi et al.|(1994) yield a mass-loss rate of 1G-"Mg yr~2.

ixels.
P With the HIPPARCOS parallax of83 mas yielding a distance
of 131 pc, andM o« vV, d, their mass-loss rate is updated to
3.2. Parameters of the envelope 14-1077 Mg yr~1, which is given in Tablgl4.

The code ffers several parameters that can be chosen. The size
distributions(a) of spherical dust particles having the radaus Observational data We used low spectral resolution data
was set as(a) ~ a~35, according to the interstellar mediumfrom different catalogues available at the SIMBAD (2003)
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Table 4. Mass-loss rate comparison. The valuesMpcome SED shows, stellar radiation is prominent over a large wave-
from IKnapp et al.[(1998). Data from_Danchi el al. were rdength range. Flux emitted by dust becomes prominent only in
evaluated at HIPPARCOS distance (see Tdble 1) followirgsmall band around J@m.

M o Vo d. Visibility curves are also plotted in Fi@l 1. The K and L
band visibility curves from the dust shell model resembighea
Star Vo . Mass-loss rate (10 Mg yr™) other and show good superposition with the respectiveil4sib
(kms?)  Minappetal  Mpanchietal Mpresentpaper ity curves of the uniform disk model. Apparently, the same
aOri 142 31 14 17 structure is seen in these two bands. The SED plot indicates
SWVIr 7.8 17 - 14 that this should be the stellar photosphere since in these tw
R Leo 68 0.94 060 Q77

bands the direct stellar flux is roughly3mes larger than the
) ) scattered part and about’itimes larger than the dust emission.
Table5. Parameters adjusted for modelling (see $ea. 3.2). one can conclude that the dust envelope, having a very small
stellar temperatured,: stellar radiusr;, ro: inner respectively gptical depth, has little influence on the intensity disttibn
outer radius of dust shelt;,: optical depth of shell at 14m. 5t these wavelengths. The dust shell is transparent in K and L
In all cases, an accelerated dust density profile was used. an the star is seen through the dust at these wavelengtas. As
: consequence, the dust shell model derived from the IS] data i
Object (TK*) (rrFf;S) /R To/R T fully consistent with the FLUOR and TISIS measurements.
vor sen2roase ama oomss o el parameterd by
SWVir 2800 8.65 15.0 1000.0 0.045 L - i
RLeo 2500 14.9 35 140.0 0.1 a me_thod §|m|Iar to_Danchi etlal. (1994_) (see Appelx A for
details). With the set of parameters foOri, we obtain a mass-
loss rate of 17 1077 Mg yr%, consistent with_Danchi et al.
Astronomical Database to constrain the SED over a largeerarid994) and roughly a factor of 5 higher than that of Knapp et al
of wavelengths. The TD1 catalogue provides fluxes aroufitf98).
0.2 um. UBV measurements are reported in the GEN and UBV Althougha Ori has the lowest optical depth of the studied
catalogues. Fluxes in the UBVRIJHKL bands are taken froabjects, its mass-loss rate seems to be the highest. Thepara
the JP11 Johnson catalogue. The 12, 25, 60, angOluxes eters used here indicate an episodic event in the past.iives, s
are from the IRAS catalogue, and Danchi etlal. (1994) provithis event the dust shell has expanded, with its enlargeerinn
flux curves from 8 to 2z2xm. radius entering the computation. For a further discussidie
For Betelgeuse, having slight luminosity variations, we canass-loss event s2e Danchi etlal. (1994).
easily compare visibility points from fierent epochs. Thisas-  We now study the case of stars with circumstellar envelopes
sumption will be fully justified by the fit we obtain. at higher optical depths.

Parameters Danchi et al.l(1994) propose a spherical dust shell2. A semi-regular variable: SW Virginis

model to account for ISI data in the thermal infrared. Thislksh

is supposed to have a small extentf 459R,, r, = 482R,)

quite far away from the central star and to be optically ve . .

thin (r11 = 0.0065). It seems to indicate an episodic mass—lo? ble[d. TDe mas:c,l—loss rate is estimateti by Knapp ¢t al.lj1998

process, leading to an empty area between the star and its 8&7 107" Mo yr™=.

velope. We used these parameters (see Tdble 5) to reproduce

the shorter wavelength visibility points given by FLUOR an@®bservational data Photometric data are retrieved from the

TISIS. IRC catalogue for the | and K bands, from the UBV catalogue
The dfective stellar temperature of 3640 K used by Danchi the respective filters, from the IRAS catalogue at 12, 60,

et al. (1994) is fully consistent with the evaluation by Rerr 100 um, and from_Monnier_et all (1998) in the 8 to 1&n

et al. [2003a) giving 3640 K and 3690 K depending on modelange. The M band flux at Am comes from Wannier & Sahai

The stellar radius used in that model is2nas, satisfactorily (1986).

accounting for both the photometric data and interferoimetr To date, no 11#m interferometric data is available for

data in the three bands. This radius is close to the unifosin dSW Virginis. IBenson et al.| (1989) report observations by

model radii in the K and L bands of Z.mas and 24 mas, speckle interferometry in the N band at spatial frequentoées

respectively. low 2 - 10° rad. Since they do not provide measured data di-

rectly, but rather give some model parameters, this hase®st b

Results The SED of the model is shown in F[g. 1. Apart fromconsidered here. It is therefore not possible to assesstie ¢

the total flux from the object, the plot also contains the dentS'StenCy of the spatial model between all bands for thisaibje
butions of the stellar flux attenuated by the circumsteleslls

the distribution of the flux scattered by the dust grains i thParameters For SW Vir,[Perrin et 2l.L(1998) give arffective
shell (maximum at short wavelength), and the thermal emiemperature of 292% 100 K, as derived from the bolomet-
sion of the grains (maximum at longer wavelength). As thé flux and the limb-darkened diameter. Consistent witls thi

The pulsation period of this M7IIl semi-regular (SRb) vat&a
ar is 150 days. Its main characteristics are recapitiilizite
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Fig. 1. Model output fora Ori. From top left to bottom left: modelled visibility curweith interferometric data for the bands K, L,
and N; bottom right: modelled spectral energy distributioth photometric data. Model parameters (see Tabl& 5} 3640 K,
R, =218 masyi = 459R,, ro = 482R,, andry; = 0.0065.

value, the fective temperature was set to 2800 K. For the phas been classified in the past as a Mira star, hence with asome

rameters of the dust shell we chose to adeppt 150R, and what regular mass-loss. Yet, its current classificationsena-

ro = 1000R,, as proposed by van der Veen et al. (1995) aegular variable, possibly a precursor of a Mira star, matses

the basis of sub-mm observations. Applying an optical deptiass-loss more likely to be irregular, consistently withiit

711 = 0.045 and assuming a stellar radius 068 mas then regular photometric variations. It is therefore very teimgpto

accounts for flux data at low spectral resolution. identify it as a member of the first class. The preferred spaof
Danchi et al.[(1994) make a distinction between two class@éneters obtained for this star is summarised in Table Sigela

of objects. The first class has a cold circumstellar envelape Optical depth and a large shell extent are necessary todepeo

from the star (beyond 10 stellar radii), while objects of skee- the photometric contribution of dust at large wavelengths.

ond class are surrounded by a warmer dust envelope, near the

star (at about 2 or 3 stellar radii). The mass-loss procedi-is

ferent for these two classes. For the second class, theloessResults As Fig.[2 shows, the contribution of dust emission to

process is more continuous than for the first one. SW Virgirtise SED in the K and L bands of SW Virginis is more impor-
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Fig.2. Model output for SW Vir. Top left and right: modelled visiityl curve with interferometric data for the K and L bands;
bottom left: expected visibility curve for the N band; batteight: modelled spectral energy distribution with phodrit data.
Model parameters (see Table ). = 2800 K,R, = 8.65 masy; = 15.0R,, r, = 1000R,, andr;; = 0.045.

tant than in the case af Ori, i.e., it is higher in relation to the applies like in the case af Ori. Indeed, the dust being quite
direct flux. This can be attributed to the larger optical dieptfar away from the photosphere, the K band data are well repro-
SW Virginis has some infrared excess that requires a duit shéuced by the visibility model. However, the dust is too cald a
However, the dust cannot be too warm, otherwise it would proptically too thin to lead to a significant increase of thentlia
duce a much larger infrared excess than is compatible with tter at larger wavelengths compatible with the L band data. A
SED. simple dust shell model, therefore, cannot account for thath
From this model, visibility curves were derived. Althoughnterferometric and the photometric data. UnfortunatedylSI
comparatively few visibility measurements are availatge fdata are available for this star. They would have been vesy us
this object, it is obvious that the single dust shell modelds ful to help model the dust shell and place stronger conggrain
simultaneously compatible with the K and L band data. Agaifiin it.
model visibility curves are similar in K and L which lets usas  The mass-loss rate we obtain from our parametersdis 1
sume that we see the same structure, i.e. the stellar ptatesp 107 Mg yr-t, which is roughly consistent with the one of
This is also reflected by the SED for which a similar reasonilinapp et al.i(1998).
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4.3. A Mira-type variable: R Leonis ticed in the graph, scattered flux and thermal dust emission
re even more important than for SW Vir. This is apparently
ue to the larger optical depth and the smaller inner radius
I&? the envelope. These parameters lead to a mass-loss rate of
: - : 771077 Mg yr~t, which is of the same order of and inter-
1077 Mg yr, whereas th7€ estmjf\te by Danchi et al. (199 ediate betv?egn the values published by Danchilet al. (1994)
can be updated 060- 107" Mg yr. and Knapp et 41 (1998) (see Tafe 4).

dR Le0nt|s 'j knolwnt_to havr?_ ahvenl/( str_(:ng 'neffrei(: excess Visibility curves gained from this model are also shown in
and very steady pulsations which makes it veryeutent from Fig.[d for the K, L, and N bands respectively. The stellar ra-

SW Virginis. R Leonis shows large photometric variatiorss, €4ius derived from our model is 19 mas, much smaller than

pecially at short wavelengths. The problem here is to Synﬂ‘{ﬁe 198 mas ol Danchi et all (1994). Since our study is based

sise a low spectral resolution S_ED’ as yvell as visibilipes, on interferometric data spanning a wider range of wavelegt
for a star W.Ith large photo_metnc var|at|(_)ns. Neverthelm_xs the parameters we derive aréfdrent from that of Danchi et al.
decu_JIed to mclud_e a_II available data pplnts (bOt.h pho'Fa_)met(lggd) The ISI data are better suited to characterise thg dus
anql mterferometrlc) into the plots despite the objectadaitity et the shorter-wavelength data bring more accurate sfedla
which will allow a larger range of acceptable model param ameters, hence explaining the discrepancies betweemvthe t
ters. studies. The dust envelope structure may be considered-as st
tionary with little sensitivity to stellar pulsation. FLURobser-
Observational data For R Leonis, UBV measurements can bgations at phase 0.28 (March 1997) in K band give a uniform
found in the GEN and UBV catalogues. The JP11 Johnson adisk radius of 15834 masl(Perrin et £l. 1999). In principle, the K
alogue provides magnitudes in the BVRIJKL bands. Streckesind measurements are more sensitive to regions very close t
et al. [1978) observed this object between 1.2 afdih. The the photosphere. It therefore seems that the radius of Riseon
fluxes at 12, 20, 60 and 1Q6n are from IRAS, and fluxes be-should be smaller than the evaluations by Danchilef al. (1994
tween 8 and 2im come from_Danchi et al._(1994). and the diterence between our estimate and that of Danchi
et al. cannot be attributed to the star pulsation. Thifedénce

. must be attributed to thefiierence of fective temperatures.
Parameters The dfective temperature that accounts for the . . )
We now compare interferometric data in the K and L band

photometric data is about 2500 K, a bit more than the tem-

perature of 2000 K assumed by Danchi et [al. (1994) for th&Pd that of ISI. Our parameters are still consistent withigie

model containing only silicate dust around R Leo. The ste\ﬂSibi"ty points at 11um and account for FLUOR observations

lar radius is clearly smaller (18 mas instead of 18 mas). in the K band at low spatial frequencies. It is to be noticexd,th

However, we have estimated these two parameters with all d%wce the ISI visibility data are at low spatial frequenctbey
' %e not as sensitive to thefldirent models as are the visibilities

R Leonis is a Mira-type long-period variable with a period 03
~ 310 days and of late spectral type M8Ille (see Téble 1).
mass-loss rate is indicated by Knapp et al. (1998) .84 0

combined (interferometric data in the K and N bands and tR

) : ... at shorter wavelengths. This explains why they are comdiste
spectro-photomeltric data), and they show good consst(earmcywi!h both the Danchi et all (1994) and our model. On the other

as much as the star is neither a perfect blackbody nor a Uh d.inthe L band gel timates th dvi
form disk) with those derived from the K band interferometri. and, in the L. band our model overestimates ine measured vis-

data alone by Perrin etlal. (1999), who give uniform diskiradPIIIty values. A‘T:' in the case qf SW Vir, it appears that thg & .
of at most~ 15 mas and photospher@iactive temperatures structure seen in the L band is not well accounted for by a sim-

closer to 3000 K rather than 2000 K. Outextive temperature fr:e glésést;]e" m?r(ljetl, defplljtet_the e}ven I;}rgzr O?tlﬁalnd@gfgl
is larger than that af Danchi etlal. which is not surprisimgsi c SMOWS Ihat contributions from the dust sSnev ar €

in their case only photometric data abover@ was used, i.e a factor 18 below the direct stellar flux. A larger radius could

in a range of wavelengths very sensitive to cool dust emissiéaxplaIn .bOth 3 um and 11um observations, but would dis-
This also explains why their stellar radius is larger: forivaeg agree with K band measurements and the SED.
bolometric flux, the stellar diameter increases with desirep
temperature. 5. Discussion
As inlDanchi et al.[(1994), we consider a large circumstel-
lar envelope near the central star. But instead &, Zor the 5.1. Obtained results

inner edge of the dust shell, we chose B,5to keep the tem- From what we have seen so far, the best consistency between

perature of the grains close to 1000K, the assumed tempera[He multiple band data and the dust shell model is obtained fo

ic;]f_glg_;%l;%ondensatlon. The overall parameters are sumeuhna Ori. The model described by Danchi el al. (1994) has a stellar

radius close to the K and L radii estimated with a uniform disk
model. Yet, in this case the influence of the envelope is not
Results The fit of the photometric data described in the prerery important because of its small thickness and low opacit
vious section is displayed in Fifl 3. The contribution of thBlevertheless, model parameters for ISI data from Danchi et a
envelope dominates beyond Afh up to about 3um. With a are consistent with what we see both for K and L bands.

quite large extent, up to 14R,, and an optical depthy; = 0.1 One may note, however, that Weiner etlal. (2000) report fur-
the dust shell accounts for IRAS and Danchi et al. (199#)er ISI data ore Ori which are not fully consistent with the
observations in the long wavelength range. As can be moedel ol Danchi et al. based on observations at low spaéal fr
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Fig. 3. Model output for R Leo. From top left to bottom left: modelladibility curve with interferometric data for the bandslk,
and N; bottom right: modelled spectral energy distributioth photometric data. Model parameters (see Tabl& 5} 2500 K,
R, =149 masy; = 3.5R,, r, = 140R,, andry; = 0.1.

quencies. Weiner et ll. took their measurements at higleer sipfrared visibility curves for SW Vir and R Leo seem to show a
tial frequencies where the dust shell is fully resolvedcttstri-  trend. L band visibility points are systematically ovenesited
bution to the visibility is therefore negligible and the ebged by a simple dust shell model meaning the source is larger than
data are governed by radiation coming directly from the atar predicted by the model. This shows that the stellar enviremm
from its close environment. Like the L band data of SW Vir anahainly seen at this wavelength is much more complex than sug-
R Leo (see below), the datalof Weiner et al. are overestimatgested by a model that takes into account only the star and its
by the dust shell model. These findings are further discussediust envelope.
Perrin et al.|(2003a). Indeed, the temperature of this area is close to the tempera-
For AGB stars with later types like SW Vir and R Leo, fotture at which grains form. Consequently, we must also tage th
which we measure large diameteffdrences betweenbum presence of gas into account in modelling. Doing this witl-ra
and 377 um (the approximate feective wavelengths of theically change the radiation transfer behaviour. Recespgc-
FLUOR and TISIS instruments), a simple dust shell model catnescopic detection of SiO, OH, and,& masers in late-type
not account for these flierences. However, the shape of neastar envelopes have revealed the necessity of modelling the
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gas to explain large diameters seen in L band./888S and clumps or aspherical dust distributions, as they were iwves
other studie< (Tsujiet al. (1997); Yamamura etial. (1998)jiT gated, for example, by _Lopez et|al. (1997). These have not
(2000) brought up the existence of molecular layers of warbeen tested here and require more intense visibility mimgell
and cold HO, SiO, and CQ around AGB stars. Such layersThis would be definitely required if sources showed system-
in AGB stars certainly exist and have an impact on the stellatic asymmetric £ects, yet which are likely to produce ringing
radiation which is observed by infrared interferometeni®y features on top of a visibility curve compared to the more ba-
molecular scattering by #0 and CO were suggested to acsic dfect of radiative transfer in spherical shells. Nevertheles
count for K band visibility measurements of R Leo by FLUORIosure phase observations could help test for asymmetries
in 1997 (Perrin et al. 1999) and seem to explain more easily As for the dust particle material, slightly fégring optical
the near-infrared measurements (Mennessorilet ali 200 Pegroperties were proposed by several authors. See, for dgamp
et all2003b). It is very likely that dust needs to be couplét wiSuh (1999) for a comparison of optical properties of sikcat
gas to produce a more reliable model of these sources and thatt grains in the envelopes around AGB stars. We chose the
dust alone cannot be the only cause of the measurements takees of Draine & L €€ (1984) which are widely used. Using op-
in a wide range of wavelengths. The inclusion of a detailemt phtical properties suggested by Suh (1999) for comparisoremad
tospheric model with line opacity due to gas would improwe thit necessary to chooseftirent dust shell parameters in order
agreement of the SED, patrticularly in the blue, and would inte achieve reasonable consistency with ISI data. Yet, L band
prove the discrimination between stellar and shell comptme data were still overestimated, similar to Hi§. 3. Anothasuis
might be the dust composition. For example, for R Leo, Danchi
et al. [1991) tested also a mixture of silicates and graphite
5.2. Data used Yet, this led to a required stellar radius in the dust sheltleio
Certain aspects of our study can be further WeigheE('Jl.mOSt twice as large as ob§erved in the K band, which is sup-
posedly sensitive to the region close to the stellar phdtesgp

Simultaneous interferometric data would certainly help-co_l_ ; his h b further i . d hereird th
strain models more accurately. Same epoch measurements Q%e ore, this has not been urF er investigated here.d t
ect might be the condensation temperaiggy that we

needed because of the large diameter variations of AGB. st od. S h h hiafi ¢ |
At least for the position angles it can be noted, though, tb\@mﬁp = .208[;181‘ authors chose _I_'gk.&f”d’RSEe' or e?admp <
they are fairly close in range, which leaves little posgipthat liison ¢ ) for an overview. Taking €o as sludy case,

the discrepancy we see may be explained by an ellipticalshdff® S€Ui = 2R, and chose, and an optical depth; so that
(see below). Furthermore, 11. 1 data would have been verya so IS| data were well fitted. The output of the model showed
' ey Somewnhat increased IR excess arounguh] and the tem-

useful to see whether our SW Vir dust model parameters & ¢ Cthe | dius 1 4 out to be about 1400 K
correct since the envelope has more impact on the modekat ?:Ia u;ﬁ ath gElrI;neI;rbra :;Js l:jr?seldotu 0 be abou bl I.
wavelength. Such data might be provided in the near future » Whilethe » 14 band, an datawere reasona ywe
single-dish instruments on 10-m class telescopes or bympc itted, the modelled visibility curve in the L band was clgarl

ing mid-infrared interferometers like MIDI at the VLTI. igher than the measured datla, similar to Bg. 3. .
In summary, we do not believe the aspects mentioned above

to affect our conclusions significantly.
5.3. Model code parameters

A limitation of the model as used for this study is that it doe& Conclusions

not consider heterogeneous grain size distributis@$ de- High angular resolution techniques give important comstsa
pending upon the distance from the star or tempoflces on spatial intensity distribution of late-type stars. Wsitiam-

(like grain formation, growth, or destruction). Also fiéirent eter measurements in the K and L bands, we have tried to ex-
limits of the grain radius might have #ected the fit of the plain both K and L observations for three stars surrounded by
SED in the UV and the far-infrared. Yet, varying the grairesizcircumstellar envelopes with fiiérent optical depths. We ap-
range from @005-0.25um to 0005-2.5um and 005-2.5um  plied a model with a single dust shell and consistent with low
for R Leo as a study case, the resulting diagrams showedolution photometric data as well as thermal infraredrint
only small changes. It appeared that, in the modelled Visibferometry data from 1SI when available.

|ty curves for the K and L bandS, the contribution of Spatial For the Supergiant Bete|geuse’ the 0pt|Ca||y very thin dust

frequencies below 2010° rad™* were somewhat increasedshel| has little influence on what is seen and is transparent i

Above all, neither the star nor the envelope are ideal blagke K and L bands. The observed diameters are almost equal. In

bodies which adds to these deviations. contrast, the AGB stars SW Vir and R Leo show bigger diame-
Concerning the particle density distributiam(r), ISuh ters in the L band than in the K band. Here, the optical depths

(1999) questions the necessity of assuming a distributitinlw of the shells are larger and near-infrared model visibgitieact

is peaked at the inner edge. Indeed, comparing results of aglite sensitively on changes of the dust shell parametets. Y

culations with two sets of parameters thaff@i only inn(r) the models we find in agreement with the SED, K band interfer-

showed only minor changes in K and L bands. Forl®lm, ometry, and the specially dust-sensitivedr interferometry

changes were somewhat clearer, wherebyf@ri and R Leo cannot reproduce the observed diametéedénces.

the accelerated version fitted ISI data better. Other isatees ~ Our study leads to the conclusion of the iffstiency of a

the possible existence of smaller structures in the enedibp simple shell model with dust only or without more complex
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structures. New observations at several wavelengths fiem \& Leeg (1984) and Danchi et al. (1994)). The terminal veloc-
ible to far-infrared would help understand better extemral ity of [he shell particles is taken from high-spectral resioin
velopes of AGB stars. A denser coverage of the |spatial frebservations of CO lines (Knapp ellal. 1998).

guency plane will also be very useful to strongly constrain Fdrthermore, for the total mass-loss rate also the gas has to
models. Interferometric observations with higher sgéceso- be taken into account, i.e.,

lution could enable to localise molecular componehts of¢he . ) )

envelopes and certainly help explaifidrences between K andMrotal = Maust+ Mgas (A.6)

L band. Gas-tb-dust mass ratios are not well known arftediquite a

lot. We adopted here, as typical value and assuming dust and
Appendix A: Evaluation of the mass-loss rate gas t0 have the same terminal velocities (Schutte & Tielens

. ! 1989; Danchi et al. 1994; Habing 1996),
Let Mgust be the constant mass-loss rate of dust ejected from ' = )

the star,my the average single dust grain mass, a(g the Mgasg; 250Mgust (A.7)

dust particle density, then at the inner edgef the dust shell
it holds that This means that most of the mass-loss is carried by gas. For

anr?dr - myn(r) Mgas AN expressio_n analogous [6TRA.1) can be given v_vla@re
Must= ————— 1 — 4rrvimgn;, (A.1) enters forvi. Considering[[AJ), and therefore neglecting the
dt masstloss carried by dust, the total mass-loss rate iswignt
wherey; is the dust outflow velocity and = n(r;) the particle
density. Mota = : .
In the dust shell, the particle density of grains |s assume Cext(2) fri" f(r)dr
as (Schutte & Tielens 1989; Danchi efial. 1994)

Anr oMyt
i Volly7 (A.8)
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