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ABSTRACT

We study how rotation affects observable amplitudes of4oigler g- and mixed r/g-modes and examine
prospects for their detection and identification. Our fdisma, which is described in some detail, relies on a
nonadiabatic generalization of the traditional approxioma Numerical results are presented for a number
of unstable modes in a model of SPB star, at rotation rate® @5® km/s. It is shown that rotation has a
large effect on mode visibility in light and in mean radiala@ty variations. In most cases, fast rotation
impairs mode detectability of g-modes in light variatios,Tawnsend (2003b) has already noted, but it helps
detection in radial velocity variation. The mixed modesjshtexist only at sufficiently fast rotation, are also
more easily seen in radial velocity. The amplitude ratiod pimase differences are strongly dependent on the
aspect, the rotational velocity and on the mode. The lagpeddence is essential for mode identification.

Stars: oscillations — Stars: emission-line, Be — Starsation

1 Introduction

Variability with frequencies comparable to rotation fregey has been found in a num-
ber of hot (most often Be) stars. Whether such variabiligaissed by slow modes has
been debated for some time (g, Baade 1982, Balona 1985). However, recent data
from the MOST on{ Oph (Walkeret al. 2005a), HD 163868 (Walkezt al. 2005b),
andf CMi (Saioet al.2007) revealed rich frequency spectra which may be undmisto
only in terms of oscillation mode excitation. There are disguency spectra obtained
from ground-based observations, such agi &ri (Jerzykiewiczet al. 2005), which
certainly cannot be explained in terms of a rotational matioih. A potential for using
the abundant frequency data as constraints on stellar siesists but the prerequisite
is mode identification and it has not been done so far.

Most frequently used method of mode identification empldyes data on mode
amplitudes and phases of light variability in various baadd in radial velocity. Am-
plitude ratios depend on angular dependence of surfacertiist, which in rotating
stars is no longer described by a single spherical harmdrie departure becomes
large once the angular velocity of rotation is comparablesimillation frequency. This
is not an unusual situation for cooler B stars in the main esaqe band. Take a model
of 6 Mg, star in the mid of its main sequence evolution. Ignoringaffef rotation, we
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find that all dipole modes with period between 1.8 d to 2.8 duastable. Rotation pe-
riods in this range correspond to equatorial velocitiesveen 100 km/s and 150 km/s,
which is not high for such a star.

For low frequency modes the surface dependence may be ampateky described
in terms of the Hough functions (sexg, Lee and Saio 1997, Bildstest al. 1996,
Townsend 2003a). This approximation, called traditioneds used by Townsend
(2003b), who calculated observable light amplitudes ased tise results to address the
problem of mode identification for low frequencies in ratgtistars using multicolor
data. It is our experience(g, Daszyiska-Daszkiewicz, Dziembowski and Pamyat-
nykh 2005), however, that in the case of B-type pulsatois,very important to com-
bine photometric and radial velocity data for a unique diisoration of excited modes
and constraining stellar parameters. Thus, this work, winiay be regarded as an
extension of Townsend'’s paper, focuses on calculationdifitaelocity amplitudes.
We adopt an uniform approach in our calculation of all diskraged amplitudes and
it is different from that used by him. Furthermore, in adufitio g-modes, we include
r-modes, which become propagative in stellar radiativeelpes once rotation is fast
enough (see Savonije 2005, Townsend 2005b, who uses theii@ed gravity-Rossby
modes, Lee 2006).

In Section 2, after specifying assumptions adopted in olautations, we summa-
rize formulae for angular dependence of velocity and athesp parameters. Expres-
sions for the light and disk-averaged radial velocity imias are given in Sections 3
and 4, respectively. Sections 5, 6 and 7 present numerisaltsefor selected modes
in one representative stellar model considering rangetafiom rates but ignoring ef-
fects of changes of centrifugal force on model structure stilsle mode properties
are briefly described in Section 5. In Section 6, upon adgpdim arbitrary normal-
ization of linear eigenfunctions, we calculate observalpiplitudes of various modes,
which may be excited and detected. Prospects of mode idetiifh are discussed
in Section 7. Examples of diagnostic diagrams employinglénge ratios and phase
differences are shown there.

2 Photospheric Parameter Variations and Velocity Field
in the Traditional Approximation

In our study we adopt the standard approximations, whichlerdinear nonadiabatic
theory of stellar oscillation and static plane-parallehasphere models. These ap-
proximations are well justified in our application. Modegeatted in slowly pulsating
B-type stars have indeed very low amplitudes, the osaltapieriods are much longer
than the thermal time scale in the atmosphere, and vertarétions of mode am-
plitude are small across the whole atmosphere. The corlstaratic acceleration
is easily included. Like Townsend (2003b) we adopt the tiaaal approximation,
which allows to separate latitudinal and radial dependEnef the pulsational ampli-
tudes. We essentially follow his formalism, expect that Wwease the azimuthal and
temporal dependence &s=exgi(md — wt)], which impliesm> 0 for prograde modes
andm< 0 for retrograde modes.
The displacement vector at the surface may be written asasl|
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The three function®, ©, ® describe the latitudinal dependence of solutions and are
the Hough functions, which are obtained as solutions of tq@dce’s tidal equations

(D+mspo = (2 —1)6, (2a)
(D—msp@=\(1— ) —nA]O, (2b)

wheres=2Q/w is called the spin parametgr,=cosd and D = (1— uz)%. The
equations together with boundary conditiongat O andu= 1 define the eigenvalue

problem onA. The third function is given by
O=—mO+s0O. (3)

Bildstenet al. (1996), Lee and Saio (1997), and Townsend (2003a) discussgdat
detail theA(s) dependence and asymptotic properties of the Hough fursctiblere,
we recall only the essentials.

For specifiednands—0, there are branches with— £(£+1) and@(e)—>PtJm‘ (ex-
cept for normalization). These branches correspond to desidistorted by rotation.
For prograde sectorial modas+£/¢), A slowly decreases with For all other g-modes,
the functionA(s) is increasing quite rapidly. We will identify g-mode braresby the
¢ value ats=0. Thus, like in the case of no rotation, we will ugem) values as the
angular quantum numbers and refer‘tas the mode degree. However, now specifi-
cation of the angular dependence requires also the valge ©he symmetry about
the equatorial plane is determined by the parity ef|m|. If it is even, the functions
©(6) and®(8) are symmetrical an®(0) is antisymmetrical. The opposite is true if
£+|m| is odd. The branches for which— — ats— 0 correspond to r-modes. For
eachm< 0, there is one branch crossing zersat|m|+ 1. If A >0, the associated
modes become propagatory in the radiative regions, theylra@xcited and visible in
the light variations. However, following Lee (2006), we Mgtill call themr-modes.
The functions®(8) and®(6) are antisymmetrical ané(6) is symmetrical about the
equator for these r-modes.

Upon replacing (¢ + 1) with A(s), the nonadiabatic mode properties may be calcu-
lated with a reasonable accuracy using the same code asrfeotating stars. This is
so because for the mode of our interest, horizontal flux Bysghich are not correctly
described, are small. The latitudinal dependence of gegtithermodynamical pa-
rameters is then given B9(0). Thus, the bolometric flux perturbation may be written

as 5
OFvol _ ¢tz (4)
bol

wheref is a complex quantity determined by solution of linear naabdtic equations
and it depends on the stellar model and the mode paranmatarandcw.

For evaluation of perturbed monochromatic fluxes, we alsaltiee perturbed grav-
ity, which, as follows from Eq. (1), is given by

% =—¢(2+w )oz (5)

The effect of gravity perturbation plays a relatively snmalk in light variability caused
by slow modes but it is easy to include. More important is yrxation of star shape
leading to changes in the projected surface element andntbedarkening. For both
we need the normal to stellar surface which, as follows fram(E), is given by
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The change of the directed element of the surface is

0ds 00 ime
E:E(Ze’_%’_m) @
where &= R2dudd.

From Eqg. (1), we also obtain the perturbed pulsation velditd as seen from an
inertial systemdo=¢ + Qt)

_&

6vdt

0 0 :
(a+QaT)O)E_sR[—|wE+QeZ><E]. (8)

Use of the Lagrangian pulsational velocity is adequatedpresenting velocity at the
photospheric layer becaugeis nearly constant across the outer layers for the slow
modes considered by us.

3 Light Variation

3.1 Semi-Analytical Formula

The most straightforward extension of the expression feliiht variation to the case
of rotating stars is through the expansion of the Hough foncinto the truncated
series of the associated Legendre functions. This was tlyeTeansend (2003b)
derived his expression. We write the equivalent expresiadhe form, which is a

straightforward generalization of our formula (Daggla-Daszkiewicz, Dziembowski
and Pamyatnykh 2003) derived for the case of modes deschipeihgle spherical

harmonic. Now the complex amplitude of the light variatiarthiex passband may be
expressed as

i) =e 3 VI(IY/,0) [ D £+ £ (9)
=1
where
0 — Iml+2(j—1) even— parity modes
P71 Im+2(j—1)+1 odd- parity modes
and 10log(Fx/b¥))
X _ x= 9109Ux(By])
D = ~1.0860]7 SlogTer
X
£y =—1.0860] {(2+4)(1—4) ~2+w?) 7‘9'03'(33?') ;
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0
wherehy is the limb-darkening law, adopted in the nonlinear formaf€t 2000). With
this form Townsend obtained his analytical expressiondforThe quantitiesjgj‘ (9),

which have to be calculated numerically, are the expansiefficients of thed func-
tion into the series of the Legendre functions. That is

o(8) - iv&?}(swz;‘(e» 1y
=

The expression given by Eq. (9) is quite revealing. At spedifi the light ampli-
tudes of low degree modes must decrease witecause of increasing role of higher



order terms which suffer more from disk-averaging. The baigirder terms lead to the
aspect-dependence of the amplitude ratios.

Unfortunately, we could not find a corresponding semi-atizdy expression for
the radial velocity and this is why we decided to rely on twmensional numerical
integration over the visible hemisphere. We used Eq. (9h&zk the accuracy.

3.2 Numerical Approach

The total flux in thex passband toward the observer is given by

LX:/\?—thnobs'dS (12)
S

where integration is carried over visible part of star stefés, andngps is the unit
vector toward observer.

In the spherical coordinate system with the polar axis pelrl the rotation axis,
we have

Nobs= (Or, Og, 0 ) (13)
where
or = fi=cos cosB + sinisinBcog ¢ — §o),
0g = — C0si SinB + sini cosBcog ¢ — do),
0¢ = —Sinisin(¢ — ¢o).
The observer’s angular coordinates éréo). The first order perturbation of the total
flux is given by

Bly= / [(5F xhy+ Fedhy) dSer + Fxyd S - Nobs (14)
S

Assuming an equilibrium atmosphere, we have from Egs. (d)&h

X
ar
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where
x _ 0log % and o — olog 7x

ar = =
T dlogTes 97 dlogg

are the derivatives determined numerically from grids eflat atmosphere models.

For perturbed limb darkening, we take into account pertimha of the coefficients

on Tef and g though they are only secondary contributors to light vatat More

important contribution arises frodng (see Eq. 6). With all terms included, we obtain

C f[oh f  oh, ] oh (00 imO
5hx_8{[a|nT4 aing (2 )} of (6609+sin60¢)}ez'

The derivatives of Claret'd are given in Appendix A1. The expression for
perturbed surface elementis given in Eq. (7). The integnas carried over the unper-
turbed visible hemisphere. Within the linear approximatitne integration boundary
is unchanged. Note also that the horizontal component oflispdacement does not
enter the expression. The domains of integration éwend¢ are shown in Fig. 1 and
Fig. 2, respectively. From Figs. 1 and 2 it follows that theges are:

T
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Fig. 1. The meridional view of the integration area.
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Fig. 2. Integration area over the azimuthal andgét)and the edge-on viewight).

—(m—a)<¢ — o< (M-0)
wherea = arccogcotbcoti]. For eachB, we carry the integration over the azimuthal
angle,W = ¢—¢o, from — to +, wheref3 = m—a = m—arccogcotBcoti] (see Fig. 1
and Fig. 2). We use identities

B
B 2[/G(W)cosmWd¥ if G(W) iseven
[ ow)zav—
s 2i [ G(W)sinmPdd¥ if G(W) is odd

o

The final expression for the total light variation can be teritin the following form

3L X
L_X =€ K%Tﬂﬁﬂss) f+2B1+B— (2+w Y)(0§Bi+Ba) | Zo  (15)
X

andZy=exgi(mdo — wt)]. In Appendix A2 we give explicit expressions for the two-
dimensional integralgB, which depend on two angular numbers, spin and the aspect.



The integrals take into account changes in the limb-darigrEsulting from the change
of the normal (Eq. 6) as well as the change due to perturbafitre local temperature
(Eq. 4) and gravity (Eq. 5). The two latter are given throughivhtives ofhy with
respect to lode and logy. There are many terms contributingdby. However, in our
applications two are far dominant: the one resulting fromgerature perturbation,
which is proportional too} 31, and the other resulting from the surface distortion,
which is proportional tcBs.

4 Radial Velocity Variation

Adopting the standard sign convention, we write the radébeity averaged over the
stellar disk in the following form:

J(V-Nops) F hy Nops:- dS

S
Viad) = — 16
(Vrad) J F hyNgps-dS (16)
S
where for the total velocity field we use
V=0V -+ QRsinbey. (17)
The pulsational componemdly, as results from Egs. (1) and (8), is given by
S ~
O— -wo
zm
| o[ & scod,
Ov=—iweR sin@ 2 sin@ ZA (18)
. [ ® scoB.] .s_ .
i [m ~5sn0 6] +|§Osm6

The contribution of rotation to the mean radial velocitysas from the same pulsational
changes of photospheric parameters which cause lumiradstyge and may be calcu-
lated in the same way as outlined in Section 3. Clearly, tlie@enonzero contribution
only for non-axisymmetric modes.

We write our final expression for the perturbed radial vejoan the following
form,

O(Vrad) = 10ER(Gouis + Grot) Zo, (19
with
s s
Gouls= (735 - 5737) +w (736 - 5738)
and
ssini 1
Grot=——5— KZG?%#— 311) f+2B+ Bio— (2+w 1) (a5 Bo+ 7312)} :

Explicit expressions for th& coefficients in terms of the three Hough functions are
given in Appendix A3.

If sa~1 andm= 0, the two contributions are of the same order. Similarlyh® t
case of the luminosity, the dominant contributiong}g are the ones resulting from
temperature perturbation, which here is proportionat}aBy, and the other resulting
from the surface distortion, which is proportionalBg.



5 Unstable Modes in a 6 My, Main Sequence Star

To illustrate how visibility of various modes depends on atguial velocity of rota-
tion we choose a model of a 6 /MPopulation | star in the mid of its main sequence
evolution. Parameters of the model are given in Table 1. Thaahis spherically sym-
metric, which is consistent with our use of the traditiongeximation, but includes
averaged effects of centrifugal force corresponding téowm rotation with equatorial
velocity of 250 km/s. The mean effects of centrifugal force still reasonably small
and therefore we used the same model to study effects of theliSdorce at lower
equatorial velocities.

There are many low frequency modes that are unstable in teoted star model.
These are mainly g-modes. However, at sufficiently hightiatarate there are also
certain r-modes, which become propagatory in radiativelepe and may become un-
stable. In all cases, the instability is caused bykhmechanism acting in the metal
opacity bump layer. For g-modes, the angular ordeis defined at the limit of zero
rotation where the angular dependence of amplitude is ibestby individual spher-
ical harmonics. The actual mode geometry is determined &y4lm) numbers and
the spin parametes, Since at each azimuthal ordex 0 there is only one r-mode for
which A changes sign, we will identify r-modes by thevalue alone. Naturally, we
focus attention on modes suffering least reduction of olad#e amplitude caused by
disk-averaging. Therefore, we consider g-modes Wit2 and r-modes witin= —1
and—2.
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Fig. 3. The Hough functions for the selected g-modes Withl and r-modes wittm= —1 (see Table 1 for
more data on the modes).

Typically, at each degree and azimuthal order, we find inigtalextending over
many (up to 40) radial orders. For analysis of visibility, sedected the mode charac-
terized by the highest normalized growth rajewhich varies between1 and 1. The
important parameters of the selected modes at adoptedoeglaelocities are listed
in Table 1. For the r-modes we writginstead of? as the first entry. The effect of
rotation on mode surface geometry at specifigddepends o1s which determinea.



Tablel
Most unstable low degree modes in the B star model With 6.0 M, logTest = 4.205, logL /L = 3.204,
for the four values of rotational velocity

£ m Mo spin A oy f Vobs[c/d]  Vswar[c/d] N
1 0 0 0.00 2.00 17.76 (9.99,11.55) 0.4220 0.4220 0.110
1 0 50 0.86 2.33 16.35 (10.56, 12.18) 0.4396 0.4396 0.129
1 0 150 1.97 4.62 9.48 (8.55, 13.02) 0.5772 0.5772 0.202
1 0 250 265 7.61 6.16 (5.82,12.46) 0.7162 0.7162 0.238
1 +1 0 0.00 2.00 17.76 (9.99, 11.55) 0.4220 0.4220 0.110
1 +1 50 1.02 145 22,70 (10.38,10.87) 0.5627 0.3731 0.063
1 +1 150 3.27 1.17 26.11 (10.00, 10.19) 0.9167 0.3478 0.031
1 +1 250 5.63 1.09 27.82 (10.33,10.14) 1.2851 0.3369 0.021
1 -1 0 0.00 2.00 17.76 (9.99,11.55) 0.4220 0.4220 0.110
1 -1 50 0.72 3.60 11.37 (8.98, 12.61) 0.3375 0.5271 0.179
1 -1 150 132 11.80 425 (3.42,11.27) 0.2930 0.8619 0.258
1 -1 250 171 2221 2.57 (0.42, 8.50) 0.0870 1.1097 0.265
2 0 0 0.00 6.00 7.35 (6.46, 12.38) 0.6569 0.6569 0.225
2 0 50 0.54 6.84 6.42 (5.41,11.92) 0.7015 0.7015 0.234
2 0 150 124 13.37 3.76 (2.43, 10.46) 0.9170 0.9170 0.261
2 0 250 1.66 23.56 2.42 (0.02, 7.93) 1.1421 1.1421 0.265
2 41 0 0.00 6.00 7.35 (6.46, 12.38) 0.6569 0.6569 0.225
2 41 50 0.58 6.02 7.28 (6.41, 12.36) 0.8484 0.6587 0.225
2 +4+1 150 152 8.29 5.66  (5.11, 12.09) 1.3162 0.7473 0.244
2 +1 250 221 11.69 4.29 (3.50, 11.33) 1.8062 0.8580 0.257
2 -1 0 0.00 6.00 7.35 (6.46,12.38) 0.6569 0.6569 0.225
2 -1 50 0.52 7.46 5.89 (4.74,11.58) 0.5426 0.7322 0.239
2 -1 150 1.07 19.16 2.80 (0.68, 8.75) 0.4937 1.0626 0.265
2 -1 250 137 38.86 1.66 —1.79,4.43) 0.4315 1.3797 0.254
2 42 0 0.00 6.00 7.35 (6.46, 12.38) 0.6569 0.6569 0.225
2 42 50 0.60 5.18 791 (6.23,11.88) 1.0110 0.6317 0.213
2 +2 150 1.93 4.52 9.05 (7.24, 12.22) 1.7286 0.5908 0.202
2 42 250 3.29 4.31 949 (7.60,12.32) 2.4733 0.5770 0.198
2 -2 0 0.00 6.00 7.35 (6.46,12.38) 0.6569 0.6569 0.225
2 =2 50 0.51 7.57 5.81 (4.63, 11.51) 0.3583 0.7375 0.239
2 -2 150 121 14.01 3.59 (2.08,10.13) 0.1992 0.9384 0.262
2 -2 250 166 2352 2.43 (0.04, 7.95) 0.7552 1.1411 0.265
r -1 150 261 245 16.67 (11.81,12.77) 0.1336 0.4352 0.131
r -1 250 3.20 4.87 9.00 (8.12,12.92) 0.3557 0.5924 0.208
r -2 150 3.39 1.36 28.11 (14.05,11.73) 0.8025 0.3352 0.040
r -2 250 3.90 3.27 13.37 (11.31,13.39) 1.4103 0.4859 0.164
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Fig. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but for the g-modes with 2 and r-modes witlm= —2.

The depth-dependence of eigenfunctions is determinedipitinoy the produchw. In
particular, the radial orders in this model are givernby 4.23v/Aw. For the selected
modes they are between 26 and 34. Nonadiabatic parameterdn, depend om but
also on the pulsation frequency in the star reference systgsm

The Hougho-functions for selected modes are shown in Figs. 3 and 4. Wese®s
the well-known effect of equatorial amplitude confinemevtijch increases withqt.
The effect is present in all modes including those with ¢ thoughA(s) is a decreasing
function in these cases. As for the remaining Hough funetievhich are important,
the confinement is also presei®.and® have the same symmetry about the equator
and the symmetry o® is opposite.

6 Visibility of Slow Modes

For the modes listed in Table 1, we calculated amplitudeigbf Variation in theJ and

V Geneva passband&, andAy, with Egs. (15), as well as that of the radial velocity,
Avrad, With Egs. (19), adopting an arbitrary normalizaties0.01. Coefficientstt and
0g occurring in Eq. (15), were interpolated from the line-idated models of stellar
atmospheres (Castelli and Kurucz 2004).
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Figs. 5—7 show théy andAyaq in function of the aspect angle. Because of the
arbitrary normalization, they cannot be regarded as rigliptedictors of expected am-
plitudes. We may expect that chances of excitation aree@lain but it does not
determinee. Still plots like these provide important hints for integpation of the rich
oscillation spectra such as that of HD 163868 (Wal&erl. 2005b). For thed =1
g-modes we see a simple patterns in the dependengeg oh the rotation rate. The
aspect-dependence is qualitatively the same as in the taseatation. Rotation gives
rise to a departure from the dipolar angular dependen&eafidd Fy, but the contri-
bution of the surface distortion to light variation remasmsall even aV,oi=250 km/s.
Thus, theAy (i)-dependence is a simple reflection of tBé9)-dependence shown in
Fig. 3. The equatorial confinement leads to a reduction oflifune upon averaging
contributions from the whole hemisphere.
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Fig. 5. Amplitudes of light in the/-band of Geneva photometr$y,, and of the radial velocityAyag, at
indicated equatorial rotational velocities plotted asclions of the aspect angle, for the- 1 g-modes. The
amplitudes are calculated assuming 0.01 (see Eq. 1).

The pattern of the dependence of radial velocity amplitudehe rotation rate,
shown in the right panels of Fig. 5, is more complicated. Ithake cases, the dominant
contribution arises from pulsational velocity (tgustermin Eq. 19). A secondary but
significant contribution, the;o; term, adds in the case of prograde modes and subtracts
in the case of retrograde modes. However, the main reasahddarge difference
between the modes and for the nonmonotonic aspect dependenonnected with
properties ouis. At high rotation rates the contribution from the advectien indv
is large and causes that all its three components play aTb&large values oy aqin
the case of=1,m=+1 mode for the near equatorial observers arise primarity fituis
term. We see that at least for some aspects, fast rotaticeeises the chances for mode
detection by means of radial velocity measurements. AHe)-dependencies for the
¢ =2 g-modes depicted in the left panels of Fig. 6, show thapitlesf the increasing
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equatorial confinement, the aspect of the best visibilitywesotoward the pole with
increasing rotation rate. This somewhat unexpected feawnich has been already
noted by Townsend (2003b), is explained in part by the efféttte surface distortion.
There are aspects at which we see amplitude increas&/wiithut on average the effect
is the same as fdi=1, that is fast rotation decreases chances for photometigction
of slow modes. Also on average, amplitudes of tke2 modes are lower than those
of £=1. In the right panels of Fig. 6, we may see that radial vejoainplitudes of
prograde modes increase with the rotation rate and thatffibet & opposite for the
retrograde modes. The role of tig: term is much more significant thanfat 1.

50| (=2, m=0 1 ) (=2, m=0 1
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" 25} 4
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Fig. 6. Same as Fig. 5 but for tife= 2 g-modes.
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Fig. 7. Same as Fig. 5 but for the r-modes witi} < 2.

We may see in Fig. 3 th&@(0) for them= —1 r-mode and for thé=1, m=0 g-
mode look very similar. Likewise, in Fig. 4 we see the siniflaof ©'s for them=—-2
r-mode and for thé=2 m=+1 g-mode. Yet, as we may see in Fig. 7, the photometric
amplitudes of the r-modes are much smaller and have diffesgrect dependence. The
amplitude reduction is in part caused by cancellationseriritegral overp. Moreover,
the effect of distortion, which is significant, cancels atpdithe effect of temperature
perturbation. The r-modes are antisymmetric with respetié equator and are best
seen from the intermediate aspect angles. The radial vglaiplitudes, shown in the
right panels of Fig. 7, are much less reduced. Thus, specpygives a better chance
for detecting r-modes.

7 Prospects for Mode Discrimination

Rotation has a very profound effect on slow mode visibilitg &ence on the procedure
of mode identification. Unlike in non-rotating stars, themitnde ratios depend on the
azimuthal orderm, and on the aspedt, Modes with variousn differ not only in the
surface geometry but also in their nonadiabatic properfibgre are constraints an
following from localization in the frequency spectrum. Mesddiffering in the sign of
m are well separated. As we have seen in Figs. 5-7, the aspattnsportant factor
in mode selection which has to be taken into account corisglgrossiblem andi
values. Nonetheless, a unique discrimination of modestidikedy possible without
employing amplitude and phase data.

Let us begin with photometric data alone. The observableiwdo not depend on
€, are amplitude ratios and phase differences from multilpdradometry. In this case,
the potential for mode discrimination rests mainly on tHéedénce in the relative tem-
perature and distortion contribution to the total lightigéion in different passbands.
The latter contribution for thé =1 g-modes is small, hence a discrimination between
such modes might be difficult. However, as the plots in Fih@:g these modes may
be rather easily distinguished from the- 2 and r-modes even if information abadut
andV,qt is imprecise. A discrimination between the t&e 2 modes could be difficult
if the measured phase difference is between 0.2 and 0.3.afgefis consistent with
m=—1, if Viot is between 150 km/s and 175 km/s, ane: —2, if Viqt is 250 km/s.



14

22 4 22F
=1, m=-1 rm=-1
20f 2.0 .. ;
1.8 .2 18 N
- "

< 16 A 416 N
N e V = 0km/s \
< 14 ----V_=50km/s 141

12+ e V =150 km/s |1 121

------ V =250 km/s
10} rot 4 1.0}
01 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 01 00 01 02 03 04 05 06
2.2 4 22t
1=2, m=-2 /=2, m= -1
20F 2.0
1.8 ° 1.8 °
> .

< 16 -, 1.6
< N -

141 } v 4 14t .

i :
12F v 1 1.2} /4
.’ .
1.0} - 4 10} PR

01 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 01 00 01 02 03 04 05 06
o, - ¢, [rad] ¢, -0, [rad]

Fig. 8. Photometric diagnostic diagrams for selected madsed on light amplitudes and phases in the
U andV Geneva passbands, for retrograde g-modes and for the rwittden=—1. The arrows indicate
direction of increasing. Thei-ranges are limited by the conditig®, > 10 mmag

Any discrimination between these four modes based on frezjee alone would
not be possible because all of them are retrograde and otoapggw frequency end
of the oscillation spectrum. It is important to remembett ttha plots refer only to
most unstable modes of each type. Thus, in real life, theadd@tional uncertainties in
frequencies and in thé-values that affect the amplitude ratios and phase diffaren
With mean radial velocity data, discrimination between tive ¢/ = 2 modes should
be unambiguous, as the plots in the lower panels of Fig. 9 showhe upper panels
we see that also distinguishing the té/e- 1 modes should be easy. Disentangling the
m=+1 andm=0 cases, however, may require data on line profile changes.

The main benefit from radial velocity data is the possibibfysimultaneous de-
termination of¢ with no need for specifying the value of the complex paraméte
Instead, as described in the case of non-rotating stars byybska-Daszkiewiczt
al. (2005), the combined spectroscopy and photometry data @litades and phases
may be used to determirfe which becomes an independent seismic observable, and
the mode degreé, In order to see how the method may be extended to the present
case, let us rewrite Egs. (15) and (19) as expressions farahmplex amplitudes of
light in thex-band and of radial velocity, respectively. From Eq. (15)oléain

(i) = DX(i) FE+ EX(i)E (20)
where <
(i) = —1.086(%731—# 993) :
EX(i) =—1.0862B1+ B, — (2+w 1)(a§B1 + Ba)]

andg = eexp(imdo). Similarly, from Eq. (19) the first moment of spectral linesigual
to
MY () =iR[H (1) FE+ G*(1)E] (21
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Fig. 9. Diagnostic diagrams for selected modes based ontangs and phases in theGeneva photometric
passband and in the radial velocity, for g-modes withl and 2.

where ssini /1
H (i) = -—- (Zcx#@w an)
and
G (i)= 535—;374- W (736—;38) _%ini [2Bg+ Bio— (2+w ) (0§ Bo+ Br2)] -
These two equations are counterparts of Egs. (1) and (2) sfypska-Daszkiewicet

al. (2005).

In the case of negligible rotation, the dependence of aogeg onm andi has
been absorbed i©iand the problem was reduced to findi#fgand€ by the least square
minimization ofx?(¢). The method requires stellar atmosphere parameters, \hich
fact may be improved on the process of pulsation amplitutiedit An unique deter-
mination of¢ is possible even with imprecise atmosphere parameters ihih(x?)(¢)
dependence is strong. In the present case we have two mbae gtgameters to im-
prove which areé andV,q;. Moreover, we have to take into account thelependence.
Prospects for mode identification depend on the strengtheoftte mirix?) (¢, m) de-
pendence. The plots in Figs. 8 and 9 suggest that it is likedydase. However, it
remains to be seen when the method is applied to real data.

8 Summary and Conclusions

Our goal was to examine chances for detection and identiditatf slow oscillation
modes whose frequencies are of the order of angular velotitgtation. In our cal-
culations of expected mode amplitudes, we relied on a nabatic generalization of
the traditional approximation, similar to that introdudeyl Townsend (2005a). The
chances for detecting a particular mode depend, in parttsoimtrinsic amplitudes,
which may be calculated only in the framework of a nonlineadsling. Our linear
models give us only a hint which is the growth rate. Such nodet expected to
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be adequate for describing geometry of the mode which hagriamt impact on mode
visibility, its aspect and the angular degree dependendé.tiié formalism outlined in
Sections 3 and 4, we calculated the observable amplitudegfected unstable modes
in models of a 6 M, main sequence star as a function of the rotation rate andpiect
angle. The model may be regarded as representative for Sitibles.

Departure from the individual spherical-harmonic depewgavhich increases with
the rotation rate leads, in most cases, to lower photormatniglitudes. In contrast, the
effect on radial velocity amplitude is most often opposkewever, the light to radial
velocity amplitude ratio changes significantly from modertode and depends on the
aspect. We showed, in particular, that the mixed r/g-modemast easily detectable in
radial velocity. Considering possible identification ofge in rich oscillation spectra
such as of HD 163868 (Walket al. 2005b) it is important to take into account the as-
pect dependence of considered mode amplitudes as it haslbeerby Dziembowski
et al.(2007).

The observables yielding numerical constraints on modengéy and the aspect
angle are amplitude ratios and phase differences. We egédcliéxamples of diagrams
based on photometric data in two passbands and on meanveldicity measurements.
Not always photometric data are sufficient for mode disaration. Radial velocity
data not only help discrimination but also allow to procaed iess model-dependent
manner. The photospheric value of the complex radial eigerifon corresponding
to the radiative flux may then be determined from data ratian taken from linear
nonadiabatic calculations. A comparison of calculated éeduced values yields a
constraint on the model.
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Appendix
Al. The Limb-Darkening Law

For calculating the surface integrals in Eqg. (15) and Eq),(%@ need to specify
the limb-darkening law. Here, we use the nonlinear Clar@0(@ formulae which we
rewrite in the following form

The derivative with respect focan be easily obtained from this formula. The deriva-
tives with respect to the effective temperature and graanigygiven by:

ohy 1 4 k /2 oay
onTer . 4 K X'kzl[k+4hx_2(l_“ )| oy
K1 k+4
and A
ohy 1 /2y | 08
olng &k kzl[k+4hx 21-1 ding
kglk+4ak
respectively.

A2. Integrals in the Expression for the Light Variation
J+H
By = / O, sinBdo
0

32:

O\’\j»:l

(g—(g SineP, + mO£P3) doe

T
?+|

By / O2,sin0d0
0

T
7+l

By / 0% sinBdo
0

where

B
P= 1_11 / cosmWhyo, dW¥
0
p
1 dhy
Po=—= W —+h day
) TT/cosm (or dor + x> Og

Py=

=

0
p
. dh
0/3|an <0rd—0’: + hx> 0p d¥



18

B
1 ohy
Py= n/cosmlPal TeﬁordLIJ
0
B
Ps= 1/cosmLIJ Ohy or d¥.
T[O ding

The function® is one of three Hough functions (see Section 2). The compgeradn
the unit vector directed to the observer, g, 0y)) are given in Eq. (13).

A3. Integrals in the Expression for the Radial Velocity \#on

Z+i
Be— / OB sinBdO

B+i
B = / (O, +OPg)do
0
Bt

B, — / O sir20do

Bg = [@Ts sin@+ (G)ny + G)in) cos| db

O\l\f

Z+i

By — / O sir20do
0

B+i
Biro= / <g%sinefl’10+meif’11> sin6do
0
S+

Bi1= / @lesinzede
0

Z+i

Bro= / OiPlgsinzede

where

B
= % / cosmLPhXor dy

:IlH

0
p
Pr= / cosmWhyo,0g dW
0

B
1 .
Pg= T—T/smmLPhXor0¢ dw
0
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