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ABSTRACT

Context. Mass-loss rate is one of the most important stellar parasetéass loss via stellar winds may influence stellar evoiuti
and modifies stellar spectrum. Stellar winds of sublumirtmtsstars, especially subdwarfs, have not been studiedubgaly.

Aims. We aim to provide mass-loss rates as a function of subdwaahpeters and to apply the formula for individual subdwatds,
predict the wind terminal velocities, to estimate the infice of the magnetic field and X-ray ionization on the stellaxdyand to
study the interaction of subdwarf wind with mass loss fromaBd cool companions.

Methods. We used our kinetic equilibrium (NLTE) wind models with treiative force determined from the radiative transfer equa
tion in the comoving frame (CMF) to predict the wind struetof subluminous hot stars. Our models solve stationaryddydramical
equations, that is the equation of continuity, equation ofiam, and energy equation and predict basic wind paraseter

Results. We predicted the wind mass-loss rate as a function of sggdleameters, namely the stellar luminositjeetive temperature,
and metallicity. The derived wind parameters (mass-lossrand terminal velocities) agree with the values derivenhfthe obser-
vations. The radiative force is not able to accelerate tlmdyeneous wind for stars with lowfective temperatures and high surface
gravities. We discussed the properties of winds of indildiubdwarfs. The X-ray irradiation may inhibit the flow imhries with
compact components. In binaries with Be components, thdsaimteract with the disk of the Be star.

Conclusions. Stellar winds exist in subluminous stars with low gravitieshigh dfective temperatures. Despite their low mass-loss
rates, they are detectable in the ultraviolet spectrum amnde X-ray emission. Subdwarf stars may lose a significamtopaheir
mass during the evolution. The angular momentum loss in etagsubdwarfs with wind may explain their low rotationalo@ties.
Stellar winds are especially important in binaries, whaeytmay be accreted on a compact or cool companion.

Key words. stars: winds, outflows — stars: mass-loss — stars: early-tygubdwarfs — hydrodynamics

1. Introduction There is growing observational interest in winds of sublumi
] ) . ) nous stars. Ultraviolet (UV) wind line profiles of centradus of
Mass loss via stellar winds may influence the evolution afsstap|anetary nebulae may be used together with other obsewabl
and determine their interaction with interstellar envir@nt. g determine the stellar parametérs (Pauldrachlet al] 260gt)
Stellar wind also modifies the emergent spectrum and is theggiphdwarf O (sdO) stars show signatures of wind in the ukravi
fore important for the diagnostics of stars. olet spectral regior (Jery & HamanH 2010). The X-ray emis-

Radiatively driven stellar winds exist in many types of hagion of subdwarf stars is likewise connected with their vgind
stars|(Puls et al. 2008, for a review) particularly in hotleati- and follows a similar trend as the X-ray emission of O stars
nous stars. The subluminous stars are in the late phasesiof t{La Palombara et &l. 2014). The wind may be accreted on a com-
evolution and their luminosities are lower than those of&or pact companion leading to X-ray sources similar to highsnas
sponding main sequence stars (€.9., Thejll et al.|1994)stwt  X-ray binaries/(Mereghetti et al. 2013). In binaries cofisgsof
dwarfs are typical subluminous stars, which consist of a bas subdwarf star and a compact object, the missing X-ray emis-
helium burning stellar core stripped of its envelope dutimg sion may provide an upper limit for the wind mass-loss rate
previous evolution (Dorman etlal. 1993). (Mereghetti et al. 2014).

It is not clear how a star may end up in such an evo- [Vink & Cassisi (2002) predicted the mass-loss rates for hot
lutionary phase. There are more possible evolutionary chasubdwarfs and discussed evolutionary and spectroscopieeo
nels that lead to dierent types of subluminous objectsquences of these winds. However, these models did not iaclud
Helium low-luminosity stars may originate as a merger ahe hottest subdwarfs and did not predict the terminal veésc
two white dwarfs|(Ilben & Tutukov 1984; Saio &flery|2000; |Unglaub (2008) provides independent predictions of mass-I
Zhang & Jéfery (2012) or in a late thermal pulse _(lben et akates and discussed the role of the wind in the radiatiffe-di
1983; | Miller Bertolami & Althaus| 2006). Subluminous starsion. Although these models covered a broader range oéistell
may be also products of red giants, which were strippfd @arameters, the calculations were based on line forcepliats
their envelopes possibly during binary evolution (e.g.nlddal. neglecting, for example, the finite disk factor i.e., theguased
2007). the star is a point source of radiation.

Hot subdwarfs are frequently members of binaries. This may The physics of the wind of hot subluminous stars is gen-
be connected with their evolutionary state. Subdwarfs exe ferally complex. These winds are, to some extent, similah¢o t
quently accompanied by various objects, including whitadsy  stellar wind of main-sequence B stars, where ftifieats of multi-
late type stars or substellar objects and, in a rare casestaBe component flow and irfBcient shock cooling may be important
(e.g./Gies et al. 1993; Geier ellal. 2010a). (Krticka & Kubai[2010b; Votruba et al. 2010). To improvesth
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theoretical description of stellar winds of subluminous $tars 25 . . . .
we here provide their wind models, predicting the basic vpad —— Dorman et al. (1993) 4
rameters. Moreover, we study thffezts that have not yet been ~ 3.0 f  + model stars ]

e  sdbinary 0.53 Mg

discussed in the context of stellar winds of subluminousssta 35} o sdsingle

For example, the X-ray irradiation in binaries with a compac._.,
component that mayfiect the wind accretion, or the influence8 40 f
of magnetic fields that may lead to rotational braking. Weals2. , 5 |
discuss the properties of the winds of individual stars tiete
not available in the literature. 5.0 f 49 M

: ©
55 W.471 M® J
2. Description of the CMF wind models 6.0 T o4 o :

We used our spherically symmetric stationary wind code 6.5 * * : : .

(Krticka & Kubat2010a) for the calculation of the wind meld 60 50 40 30 20 10
of subluminous hot stars. The line radiative force in the mod Tetr [KK]

els was calculated using the solution of the comoving frame

(CMF) radiative transfer equation with occupation numiuks
rived from the kinetic equilibrium (NLTE) equations. Forgn

global stellar parameters, the model enables us to conlstjsteary tracks of Dorman et l. (1993, labelled by a correspandin

predict the radial wind structure (i.e. the radial depemeen ;iio| mags) and the positions of single and binary membbr s
density, velocity, and temperature) and to derive the widsn dwarfs from TableE]2 arid 3

loss rate M, and terminal velocityy.,.
The ionization and excitation state of the wind was cal- )
culated from the NLTE equations. Part of the correspond- Calculated wind models

ing models of ions (see_Krticka & Kubat 2009, for t_heir ’iS.tWe calculated wind models and predicted the basic wind param
was adopted from the TLUSTY model atmosphere input filege s for adopted model stars. The resulting mass-loss aaté
(Lanz & Hubeny! 2003_2007) and part was prepared by %%rminal velocities are given in Tadlé 1 for individual miéea

log g

Fig. 1. Parameters of studied model starsTig vs. logg dia-
gram (red crosses). Overplotted are solar-metallicityeian-

using the Opacity and Iron Project data (Seatonletal. |19 ) :

Hummer et al.l 1993) and data described |by Pauldrach et al S The mass-loss rate can be fitted as

(2001). In addition, we included the ions Meand Mgvi. This M Z L

was crucial to get the correct ionization structure andathct |09(w) = —1261+(3~78— 1.27 |ng) |09(102—L) +
force in the models with X-ray irradiation. The level pogidas oY ©
were used to calculate the line radiative force from the -solu + (—1.07+ O.4log£)logz(
tion of the CMF radiative transfer equation (Mihalas et 8I7 %) Zy

and to calculate the radiative cooling and heating (Kubatie Ter

1999). The emergent surface flux (corresponding to the inner + 1'09|09(W)' (1)
boundary condition) was taken from H-He spherically sym- o ]

metric NLTE model stellar atmospheres|of Kubat (2003, arftf & result of their high fective temperatures, the mass-loss
references therein). The hydrodynamical equations (tmei-co rate of subdwarf stars is by a factor of about ten higher than t
nuity equation, equation of motion, and the energy equitioMass-oss rate of main-sequence B stars with the same lsmino
were solved iteratively together with NLTE and radiatiansfer ties (see Fid.]2). The mass-loss rates depend strongly ter ste

equations to obtain the radial dependence of level popuisti lUminosity and on metallicity. The mass loss varies alstwie
density, radial velocity, and temperature. stellar mass, which is not accounted for in EHg. (1) owing ® th

The line data used for the line-force calculation were efixed stellar mass assumed in our models. Based on findings of
tracted from the VALD database (Piskunov et al. 1995, KupR4nk & Cassisi (2002), this dependence is expected to be rela
et al.[1999). We filled the minor gaps in the line list of lightetively weak. _
elements (with atomic numb@r < 20) using the data available ~ We were unable to calculate converged models for stars with
at the Kurucz websife We also checked our line list using thehigh surface gravities and lowfective temperatures. Théect
Opacity Project data, concluding that no significant gapsaie IS Stronger at low metallicities. These models are denct€da
in our line list. wind” in Table[d. The failed convergence of the models intlisa

The adopted parameters of the model stars are giventh\@t the radiative fqr_ce is too weak to drivg a wind. To teiﬂ,th
Table[d (dfective temperatur@ys, radiusR,, and masdv) to- We calculated additional models with a fixed hydrodynamical
gether with the stellar luminosity and escape speegs, The structure,_where we compared the radiative force INIth thm;ly
parameters cover the evolutionary tracks of horizontahtina for Igur dlffelrent f'Xeq 4m355'|<1755 rates equal to ]?-EMo yr-,
stars ((Dorman et al. 1993) and correspond to the paramdterd® > Mo yr™, and 107" Mo yr™= (for details see Krticka 2014).
subdwarfs derived from observations (see Fig. 1). We assumB all these models, the radiative force was lower than theigr
a canonical mass.®M, for all models. The wind models wereforce. This result supports the conclusion that the racédtrce
calculated for three @ierent metallicities (scalling all elementsiS not able to drive a homogeneous wind and that there is no
heavier than helium¥ = 0.1Z,, Z = Z,, andZ = 10Z,, where (hydrogen or helium dominated) wind in the mentioned cases.
Z is the mass fraction of heavier elements, @ad= 0.0134 is The position of the stars with no wind is depicted in Fiy. 4 by
its solar value. Solar abundances were taken from Aspluad etthe red shaded area.

L z
102L®) +151 Iogz+

(2009). The winds are driven mainly by the heavier element lines of
C, N, O, Ne, and Si (see Fif] 3). The contribution of individ-
1 httpy/kurucz.harvard.edu ual elements varies depending mainly on tife&ive tempera-
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Table 1. Adopted stellar parameters of the model grid and predicied parameters for individual metallicities.

Model Stellar parameters I L - 10z,
Tes R. M L Vesc M Voo M Voo M Voo
Kl [Re] [Mo] [Lo] [kms™] [Moyr?] [kms™] [Moyr?] [kms™] [Moyr?] [kms™]
15-08 15000 0.8 0.5 29 490 no wind no wind 110 10
15-16 15000 1.6 0.5 120 340 no wind x210713 10 59x 10°%? 1060
15-32 15000 3.2 0.5 460 240 .71x 10712 230 74x 1071 370 15x 10°%° 330
25-02 25000 0.2 0.5 14 980 no wind no wind 8% 10 30
25-04 25000 0.4 0.5 56 690 no wind A% 1074 20 16x 101t 1250
25-08 25000 0.8 0.5 220 490 .24x 10°%? 510 62x 1071 590 1x 1010 1510
25-16 25000 1.6 0.5 900 340 x1071° 430 36x 10710 730 58x 10710 1080
25-32 25000 3.2 0.5 3600 220 .48< 10710 260 19x 10°%° 360 69 x 10°°° 470
35-01 35000 0.1 0.5 13 1380 no wind no wind 6510 2470
35-02 35000 0.2 0.5 54 980 no wind TX 104 840 61x 10712 2560
35-04 35000 0.4 0.5 220 690 no wind Tk101 1420 34x 101t 2290
35-08 35000 0.8 0.5 860 480 .14x 101 520 2x 10710 1210 56 x 10710 1120
35-16 35000 1.6 0.5 3400 320 3% 1071° 570 18x 107 640 48 x 10°%° 880
45-01 45000 0.1 0.5 37 1380 no wind T% 1074 1100 78x10°% 1900
45-02 45000 0.2 0.5 150 970 no wind 6% 107%? 1440 87 x 10711 2020
45-04 45000 0.4 0.5 590 680 .73 10712 620 2x 10710 1170 62 x 10710 1820
45-08 45000 0.8 0.5 2400 460 .9 10710 720 17 x 10°%° 1060 21x 10 1930
55-01 55000 0.1 0.5 82 1380 no wind 3k 10%? 1690 26x 10°%2 5140
55-02 55000 0.2 0.5 330 970 .74x 10 500 61x 107 1440 23x 10710 2400
55-04 55000 0.4 0.5 1300 670 .8& 101 700 71x 10710 1400 12x10°%° 2310
108
107

— x+ -§
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Fig. 2. Dependence of the predicted mass-loss rateZ ferZ, Fig. 3. Relative contribution of individual elements to the radia-
(small blue crosses) in comparison with main sequence mathge force at the critical point of the models with = Z, as a
loss rates of B stars (black line, Krticka 2014) and obsgmad-  function of dfective temperature. Here we plot the results from
ues for subdwarfs from Tablé$ 2 3 (large red crosses). Thedels 15-16, 25-08, 35-04, 45-04, and 55-04.

star vZ 1128 is not plotted, since it is a Pop |l star witffefient

Z
pared to lighter elements (e.g., Puls et al. 2000; Vink &2@0.1;

Krticke [2014). The contribution of iron is only importarttthe
ture, but also on the gravity and metallicity. The elemenogeéh highest metallicityZ = 10Z,.
dominant ionization stage has resonance lines close tostlxe m  Our models predict a broad range of terminal velocities with
imum of the flux distribution typically contributes to thedia- the most typical values of about 3602000 kms* depending
tive force most significantly. The line driving is dominatbg on stellar parameters (see Table 1). The ratio of the teimina
Siw for coolest stars, while more numerous lines afiGecome velocity to the escape speed/vescis typically equal to 55—
more significant in hotter stars. The flux with energies high@.5 for solar metallicity subdwarfs, which is slightly lowerattn
than that of the Lyman jump becomes significant for line aigvi ve./vesc= 2.6 found in O stars (Lamers etlal. 1995). The terminal
in stars withTe; ~ 35 000 K and, consequently,i@is important  velocity clearly scales with metallicity on averagevas~ Z%2.
for the wind driving, while numerous lines of Nemostly drive The metallicity dependence of the terminal velocity and snas
the wind in the hottest stars. The plentiful iron lines tha the loss rate is stronger than in normal O stars (c.f., KrtlcRae).
most dficient wind driver in O stars do not strongly contributeto  We calculated additional models with non-solar helium
the radiative force in subdwarfs (Vink & Caskisi 2002). Gany abundance. Helium neither significantly contributes tortitha-
to less numerous but stronger lines of lighter elementsirtine tive force nor &ects the emergent flux for subsolar helium abun-
lines remain optically thin as a result of low iron abundacme- dance. Consequently, our models calculated\i@ie)/N(H) =
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2.5 T T T T 33
Dorman et al. (1993) 7 + F
30 ¢} ® UVlines ]
x  X-rays +
35 ¢ upper limit 32t
%) !
8 4.0
- 45 AMg oL
2 50 ° S
55} Z 1
' x 30} +
6.0 } > v
o
6.5 29 | v v v O stars
Voo _model MV2/2  +
Tt [KK] vy binary detected e
+ © single detected  ©
Py binary upper limit v
Fig. 4. Position of a region with no predicted wind in tAgg + single upper limit v
vs. logg diagram for two diferent metallicities (two shades 10 100 1000 10000 100000
of red regions). Overplotted are the evolutionary tracks of LILy]

Dorman et al.[(1993) and the positions of subdwarf stars with

known mass-loss rates derived from observed UV wind-lie pr o _
files (blue circles) and X-ray emission (black crosses) — s&&g. 5. Dependence of X-ray luminosity on the stellar luminos-
Tables 2 and@]3. Small black dots denote the positions of stéksfor subdwarf stars. Individual symbols refer to the Xrde-

CD-3011223 (1) and PG1232-136 (2). tected binary (filled blue circles) and single (empty blueles)
subdwarf stars and available upper X-ray detection limibiin

nary (filled blue triangles) and single (empty blue triaisysub-
0.01 showed that the subsolar abundance of helium does not sigrarf stars from Tabldd 2 afdl 3. Overplotted is the extrdjosia
nificantly afect the wind mass-loss rate (typically by less thaof the observed mean relation for O stars (Nazé 2009, setid r
10 %). Our models calculated with enhanced helium abundaniee) and predicted wind kinetic energy lost per unit of tither
(for N(He)/N(H) = 10) showed a slightly higheri@ct on the zZ = Z, red plus symbols).
mass-loss rate (up to a factor of two) as a result of the inflaen
of helium on the emergent flux.

. _Sg_bl_lémir:ouls stars shl_(|)V\|/_ a very wide ran%e of ibgndang@gn should also lie outside the region with no predicteddain
of individual elements. Helium may range from Nydrogehryiq is 550 the case for all stars with X-ray emission from ou
dominated atmé)sphereswnh subsolar abundance of helt@;m( ample, supporting the reliability of our models. In Fig. 2 w
Heber et al. 1999, 2000; Randall eal. 2007; Barlow &t a|~201compare the predicted dependence of the mass-loss rate on lu
to helium dominated atmospheres with only small traces of hy,;, osir with available values derived from observatioTisis

drog_en (Thejll et al._1994; fery & Hamanr 2010, G_eier el .al. omparison shows that the results of our models are alsbteli
2015). The abundance of heavier elements, which is cruzial uantitatively.

;Poemms&:zif_tlgssiar?t(aSseg:I:jmel?ilnolnC"ESg %ﬁ/?ﬁgﬁ?ﬁ!gﬁ?t In binaries consisting of the subdwarf and a compact com-
: e "~ panion, the X-ray emission may originate from the accretion

Vos et_a\. 2013): These abundancﬁfehengesl p_roduce a Iargeof the wind on the companion. Consequently, their X-ray lu-
diversity of predicted mass-loss rates for individual star

minosity is proportional to the wind mass-loss rate. The up-
per limit of Ly < 1.5 x 10®ergs?! in CD-3011223 thus
4. Comparison with observations and with available 2?‘1’;‘355;[‘1 Ejhﬁre)re(;au?;:i ef?;Itg%jrz;is'?ggsjstirg:gt;of ?h>e< "
H H H [0} A2 il - . =
theoretical predictions per limit of the mass-loss ratel < 1072 M, yr~* in PG1232-
We performed a literature search to derive a list of parammete 136 (Mereghetti et al. 2014) is poorly constrained as a tesul
single subdwarf stars (see Table 2) and subdwarf stars a binnknown dficiency for the conversion of accretion power to X-
ries (see TablEl3), including their mass-loss rates defired  ray luminosity. In any case, both CD-30 11223 and PG1232-136
UV wind line profiles, the X-ray luminositiekx (preferably in lie in the region with no winds in Fid.]4. Since only the upper
the range 0.210keV, or upper limits), and orbital separatiorlimits of their mass-loss rates are available, this is csiasi with
a for binaries. In TableS]2 arid 3, we included also the predicteur models.
mass-loss rates calculated using Efy. (1), assudind,. Some Current models and observations imply that the X-ray emis-
stars lie in the region with no wind in thEy vs. logg diagram sion in O stars originates in their supersonic winds as a re-
(Fig.[4). These stars, for which we do not predict homogeseasult of different processes including instabilities in single stars
winds, are denoted as “no wind” in the Tables. These stars maycy & Solomon|1970; Owocki et al. 1988; Feldmeier €t al.
still have a pure metallic wind, however, with a very low massL997), wind collision (e.g., Prilutskii & Usov 1976; Cookead|
loss rate of the order of & M, yr-! (Bab€l 1996). 1978; Pittard 2009), and accretion on compact companioi in b
All listed stars with observed wind line profiles lie outsidenaries [(Davidson & Ostriker 1973; Lamers et al. 1976). The X-
the region with no predicted winds in tigg vs. logg diagramin ray luminosity in single O stars and O stars with non-degateer
Fig.[4. The X-ray emission of subdwarf stars is presumabiyy cocomponents is proportional to their stellar luminosity ( ~
nected with their winds. Consequently, stars with X-rayemil0’L, e.g.,lAntokhin et al. 2008; Nazé 2009). The origin of
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Table 2. Parameters of single subluminous stars.

Star Ter M R, observedV  predictedM Ly Source
(K] [Me]  [R9] [Moyr] [Moyr?] [ergs]
PG021%155 55000 0.5 0.16 ax10™’ 1
LS 1+63198 34000 0.03 0.06 nowind < 1.4x10?° 2,3
LB 1766 36300 035 0.10 no wind 4,27
CD-31 4800 (LS VI-03 19) 44000 0.27 0.1 2k 10 < 5x 1078 3,5,6
BD-03°2179 62000 0.21 043 8x10° <23x10% 3,7
BD+75°325 52000 0.5 021 &Bx10 48x101M <6x10%8 3,8
PG091%456 (DT Lyn) 31900 0.39 0.133 no wind 9
CD-45 5058 (LS 1275) 75000 0.5 0.37 54 10°° <2x10% 2,3
BD+37°1977 48000 1.8 2.2 810° 1.3x10° 3.3x 10% 3,10, 11
EC 09582-1137 (V541 Hya) 34800 0.485 0.147 no wind 12
BD+10°2179 (DN Leo) 18500 0.55 6.2 .3Ax10° 10x10° 10
PG1219-534 (KY UMa) 33600 0.457 0.140 no wind 13
PG1325101 (QQ Vir) 35100 0.50 0.145 no wind 14
vZ 1128 36600 0.8 1.2 1x 1010 46x1010 31
CD-46 8926 (LSE 153) 70000 0.7 0.58 54 10° <36x10%° 3,15
HD 144941 (CD-26 11229) 27000 0.54 1.0 .6%x1010 8ex101 10, 30
LS IV-12.1 60000 0.16 0.37 Ix10°  <43x10?° 2,3,29
HD 149382 (PG1631-039, BD-03967) 35500 0.5 0.15 no wind 16, 17
BD+39°3226 45000 0.49 0.21 Ox10? <15x10%® 3,18
LSE 263 (CD-51 11879) 70000 0.54 0.43 2410° <44x10?°® 2,3,15
KPD 1943+-4058 (KOI-55) 28000 0.496 0.203 no wind 28
HD 127493 (BD-223804) 42500 0.21 0.18 <2x10% 97x10%¥ <9x10%® 3,5,32
LSIV+109 45000 0.39 0.16 Ax102  <14x10®° 3,19,29
ALS 11634 (LS IV-14116) 34000 0.485 0.2 Bx 10 20, 21
KPD 21094401 (V2203 Cyq) 31300 0.5 0.16 no wind 22,23,24
BD+28°4211 82000 0.5 0.09 Ax 1010 3x 1078 3,25
Feige 110 (GJ 894.3) 47250 0.469 0.114 51013 26

@ Assumed value® Member of the globular cluster Messier 3. Mass-loss rateutatied forZ = 0.1Z,, which may be more appropriate for M3.

References. (1) [Thejll et al. (1994); (2) Dstensen (2006); (3) La Palombet al. [(2014); (4) Lanz et al. (2004); (5) Bauer & Husfel@9%);
(6)Hirsch (2009); (7) Thejll et all (1995); (8) Lanz et al9@l); (9) Randall et al. (2007); (10)fJery & Hamann|(2010); (11) La Palombara et al.
(2015); (12)_Randall et all (2009); (13) Charpinet et al.0&4%); (14). Charpinet et al. (2006); (15) Husfeld et al. (119826) IBaschek et al.
(1982); (17)_Geier et all (2009); (18)_Rodriguez-Lopealet2007); (19)_Ulla & Thejll (1998); (20) Naslim etlal. (20% (21)|Jéfery et al.
(2015); (22)| Heber et all (2000); (28) Charpinet et al. (30q24) |Zhou et al. |[(2006); (25) Latour etlal. (2013); (26) BRaet al. (2014);
(27) INaslim et al. [ (2010); (28) Van Grootel et al. (2010); ((Exhonberner & Drilling [(1984); (30)_Przybilla etlal. (200%31) [Chayer et al.

(2015); (32) Hamann et al. (1981).

2000 | + prediction Z=Z x
% observation
+*
1500 | . .
i
7]
€ 1000} :
8 +
> +*
+ +*
500 b4 X
+ X ¥
O 2 L s L L L
10 20 30 40 50
Teff [kK]

60

(Owaocki & Cohen 1999), the density dependence of the radia-
tive cooling (Krticka et all 2009), and thin-shell mixing ra-
diative wind-shocks| (Owocki et al. 2013). The dependence of
the X-ray luminosity on the stellar luminosity in Figl. 5 shew
that the detected subdwarf stars follow the extrapolatést re
tion for O stars of Nazé (2009), and also the available upper
X-ray detection limits are, in general, in agreement witls th
relation. Moreover, the observed X-ray luminosities agmnii
icantly lower than the wind kinetic energy lost per unit ohé
%vao, which indicates that the winds themselves have enough
energy to produce the X-rays (Figd. 5).

In Fig.[d we compare the predicted terminal velocities with
values derived from observations as a function of tfieotive
temperature. The terminal velocity is proportional to teeape
speed|(Puls et al. 2008). In our sample of the stars with winds
the escape speed decreases withative temperature (like the
gravity, see Fig.4), consequently the terminal velocisoale-

Fig.6. Predicted terminal velocities (blue plus symbolskeases with thefeective temperature. This roughly agrees with
in comparison with values derived from observatlon§bservations(,:@16)takenfmmfﬂay&Hamam(2010)_

(Jeffery & Hamanh| 2010, red crosses), as a function of the

effective temperature.

The predictions of our models agree with the models of
Pauldrach et al.| (2004) for central stars of planetary rabul
(Krticka & Kubat 12010a). The predicted mass-loss rates ar
typically 20 % lower than those derived by Krticka & Kubat

this observed relationship is not yet fully understood, ibut (2010b). This diference is caused by the line overlaps that were
is possibly connected with the X-ray absorption in the windeglected in previous calculations using the Sobolev nietho
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Table 3a. Parameters of individual subluminous stars in binaries.

Star Ter M R. a obs.M pred.M Lx Comp? Source

Kl [Mo] [Ro] [Re] [Moyr'] [Moyr?] [ergs’]
PG010%039 (Feige 11) 27300 0.47 0.19 3.1 no wind WD 1,2
GD 687 24400 047 0.25 2.3 no wind WD 3
¢ Per (HD 10516, HR 496) 53000 1.14 1.3 232 7210° B1.5Ve 4
BD+37°442 48000 0.9 1.6 810° 24x10° 23x10% WD 56
CPD-72172 55000 0.5 0.24 8x1010 F3-F4lv 7
HFG 1 (V664 Cas) 83000 0.57 0.19 35 A% 10° 32x10° F-K 8,9
KPD 0422+5421 (IQ Cam) 25000 0.36  0.17 0.93 no wind WD 10,11
V1405 Ori 35100 0.47 0.17 2.1 Olx 10714 F-G 12
LB 3459 (AA Dor) 42000 0.33 0.181 1.2153 3B 1071 K 13,14
Albus 1 (CPD -201123) 19800 0.49 0.62 6.5 93 1071 15
HD 49798 47500 15 1.45 7 B10° 27x10° 3x1C6%® NS 16,17,18,69, 72
BD+34°1543 36700 047 0.14 447 no wind F 19
HS 07056700 (V470 Cam) 28800 0.483 0.230 0.81 no wind M 20
FY CMa (HD 58978) 45000 1.3 0.6 112 .01x 10°° BO.5IVe 21
SDSS J082050008 26100 0.251 0.15 0.588 no wind BD 22
Us 708 47200 0.3 0.13 1 Ax 10713 WD 23
TYC 7709-376-1 28400 0.461 0.179 0.963 no wind dm 24
EC 10246-2707 28900 045 0.17 0.84 no wind dm 25
Feige 34 (GJ 398.2) 70000 0.55 0.14 8%1010 17x10%° M 26, 27
LSS 2018 (KV Vel) 77000 0.63 0.157 21 5 10710 M 28, 29, 30
Feige 36 (WD 1104249) 29700 0.45 0.12 2.4 nowind< 1.7x 10*° WD 65, 66
PG1104-243 33500 0.47 0.13 322 no wind GO 31
Feige 48 (KL UMa) 29900 046 0.215 2.1 no wind K 32,33,71
PG1232-136 26900 0.45 0.16 ¢4 <1x10® nowind <5x10° BH 42, 65
BD+18°2647 (Feige 67) 60000 0.47 0.36 16x10° <32x10%° 27,34
HW Vir (BD-07°3477) 28500 0.48 0.197 0.853 no wind dm 35
CS 1246 28450 0.39 0.19 19.6 no wind 37,38
Feige 80 37500 0.43 0.14 530 Ak 1071 Glv 26, 39
PG1336-018 (NY Vir) 32800 0.471 0.147 0.723 no wind dm 40, 41
Feige 87 27400 0.47 0.19 442 no wind G4v 19
CD-30 11223 29200 0.47 0169 0.59%3x10' nowind <15x10*° WD 42
HD 128220 40600 054 0.78 520 x20° 10x10° GOlll 43,44, 45,70
PG1432-159 26900 05 0.16 nowind < 9.8x10°° NS 66, 67, 68
2M 1533+3759 29200 0.376 0.166  0.98 no wind M5V 46
PG1605-072 (V338 Ser) 32300 05 0.28 Ax 10713 47
SDSS J162256.66173051.1 29000 0.48 0.168 0.58 no wind BD 48, 49
PG1718519 29000 0.5 0.12 no wind Gav 50, 51
MT Ser 50000 0.6 0.13 0.9 Ax 10712 dm 64
BD+29°3070 28500 0.47 0.19 586 no wind F5V 19
VATT Lyr 49500 0.508 0.172 2.21 A7x 10712 M 52
KIC 11558725 27900 0.48 0.2 20.3 no wind WD 53
KPD 1930+2752 35200 0.47 0.18 0.98 Bx 1071 WD 54,55
2M 1938+4603 29600 0.372 0.196 0.823 no wind dMm 56, 57

@ Either a spectral type or WD for white dwarf, BD for brown diyaNS for neutron star, and BH for a black hol®. Value during
eclipses. Outside eclipsés = 10°%erg s © Assumed value® V2214 Cyg.

References. (1) |Geier etal. [(2008); (2) _Napiwotzkil (1999); (3)_Geier Et §2010a); (4) Gies etal.| (1998); (5) La Palombara et al.
(2012); (6) | Jfery & Hamanh [(2010); (7)_Viton et al.l (1988); (8)_Shimanskiaé (2004); (9)| Montez et al.| (2010); (10) Koen et al.
(1998); (11). Orosz & Wade! (1999); (12) Geier et al. (2014)3)(Rauch [(2000); (14) Rauch & Werher (2003); (15) Vennesle(2007);
(16)|Kudritzki & Simomn (1978); (17) Bisscheroux et al. (199718)[Mereghetti et all (2013); (19) Vos et al. (2013); (Bdechsel et al. (2001);
(21) [Peters et all (2008); (22) Sdrenroth et al. [(2011); (23)_Geier et al. (2015); (24) Stdraroth et al. [(2013); (25) Barlow etial. (2013);
(26)[Thejll et al. [(1995); (27) La Palombara et al. (20148)(Rilditch et al. (1996); (29) Aungwerojwit et al. (2007 80) [Ribeiro & Baptista
(2011); (31)[ Vos et al.| (2012); (32) Charpinet et al. (2005(33) [Latour et al. [(2014); (34)_Deet/en_(2000); (SBanodlu et al. [(2004);
(37) [Barlow et al. [(2010); (38) Barlow etlal. (2011); (39) Bav et al. (2012b); (40) Vuckovic et all (2007); (41) Vandstel et al. [(2013);
(42) [Mereghetti et al.| (2014); (43) _Gruschinske et al. (19834) [Howarth & Heber [(1990); (45)_Rauch (1993); (46) Foalt(2010);
(47)Heber et al. (1999); (48) Sdiianroth et al.|(2014); (49) Kupfer etial. (2015); (50) Themsseal. (1995); (51) Aznar Cuadrado &ffry
(2002); (52)LAfsar & Ibanoglu| (2008); (53) Telting et alR012); (54)| Maxted et al.| (2000); (55) Geier et al. (2007)6)(&stensen et al.
(2010); (57)_Barlow et al. (2012a); (64) Green €t al. (1986}F) |Geier et al.| (2010b); (66) Mereghetti et al. (2011);)(&&ter et al. (1994);
(68)[Maxted et al. (2002); (69) Hamarn (2010); (70) Hamared!qtL981); (71) Fontaine etlal. (2014); (72) Mereghettil£(2016).

However, our predicted mass-loss rates for subdwarfs are, sume the wind terminal velocity to be equal to the escapedspee
average, about one magnitude lower than the predictions @fir models consistently calculate the wind velocity fronditoy
Vink & Cassisi (2002) and _Unglaub (2008). The models alynamic equations and typically predict a higher termiredbe-
Vink & Cassisi (2002) adopt A-type velocity law and also as- ity, v../vesc ¥ 1.5-25 (see Tabl€ll). This may significantly af-
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Table 3b. Continuation of Tablg3a.

Star Terr M R. a obs.M pred.M Lx Comp. Source
Kl [Mo] [Ro] [Ro] [Moyr®] [Moyr?] [ergs]

KPD 1946+4340 34500 0.47 0.212 234 8 1071 WD 58
V2008-1753 32800 0.47 0.138 0.56 no wind BD 36
NSVS 14256825 40000 0.419 0.188 0.80 94101 dm 59

59 Cyg (V832 Cyg, HD 200120) 52100 0.77  0.39 80 7X10710 B1.5Ve 60
BD-+25°4655 (IS Peg) 38000 0.16 0.15 B8X 10 <05x10° 27,61
HS 22312441 28400 0.265 0.164 1.18 no wind dm 62
HS 2333-3927 36500 0.38 0.14 1.13 no wind dM 63

References. (27) |[La Palombara etal. (2014); (36) Stearoth et al. [(2015); (58)_Bloemen et al. (2011); (59) Alneedd al. (2012);
(60)/Peters et al. (2013); (61) Budaj et al. (2003); (62) @sta et al. (2008); (63) Heber et al. (2004).

fect the predictions, because Vink & Cassisi (2002) use ballo 5.2. Influence of the magnetic field

energy balance to derive the mass-loss rates. Our testg usin - . .
the predictions of Vink et al[ (2001) showed a factor of 3 difiagnetic field may strongly influence stellar wind. Theets

ference between the mass-loss rate predictions of O stars £gnnected with the magnetic field include modulation of the
culated forve /vesc = 1 andve/vesc = 2.5. Solar abundancesX-ray flux in magnetospheres filled by the wirid (Donati et al.

adopted by Vink & Cassisil (2002) are also higHer. Unglau%oo:z? Nazé et al. 2014), trapping of the wind in corotatireggm

(2008) neglected the finite disk factor (i.e. he replacedstae Netosphere (Landstreet & Boira 1978; Townsend et al. 2@05),
with a point source of radiation), which also leads to highdp€ rotational braking (ud-Doula et/al. 2009). Althoughrthare
mass-loss rates and lower terminal velocities (Pauldraah e POSitive detections of the magnetic field in subdwarf stars,
19861 Friend & Abbolt 1986). Moreover, the line force muitip Cfitical assessment of many of them showed negative results
ers used by Unglaub (2008), which only approximately descri(Landstreet et al. 2012). On the other hand, the availabpeup

the wind driving force, may lead to larger mass-loss raté Tlimits of the magnetic field intensity in subdwarfs still draa

differences are lower for higher mass-loss rates, which pmbaﬁilgnificant influence of the magnetic field on the wind. Thismo

reflects a strong decrease of the mass-loss rate close tarttie Vyﬁtfeés us to study the consequences of magnetic fields i sub

limit (c.f., Krticka|2014).
( ) The dfect of the stellar wind is characterized by the ratio

between magnetic field energy density and kinetic energy den
sity of the wind, which may be parameterized by the wind mag-

5. The winds of single stars . ) X .
9 netic confinement parameter introduced by ud-Doula & Owocki

5.1. Evolutionary implications (2002),

2
Vink & Cassisi (2002) studied theffect of winds on the evo- N = B I¥’ (2)
lution of subdwarfs and concluded that line driven windsever Mo,

not strong enough to significantly modify evolutionary kséor

horizontal branch stars and to explain the occurrence oémd
horizontal branch stars in metal-rich clusters. The in8pec
of the horizontal branch evolutionary tracks|of Dorman et

(1993, see also Schindler et lal. 2015) shows that the sul&cjw%

spend most of their time on a horizontal branch (typicall® 42
140 Myr) in the region without any wind (fé < Z,, see Fig4).
Because stars in this part of thgr vs. logg diagram have typi-

during a horizontal branch. Such stars have higftecéve tem-
peratures or lower gravities after leaving the horizontahich
and they appear in the region with stronger windgdpvs. logg

diagram. However, a typical duration of this type of evauti

~

cally subsolar chemical composition, they do not lose angams

whereB is the surface magnetic field strength at the magnetic
equator. The larger the magnetic field energy density is, the
tronger the influence of the magnetic field on the flow is. The
agnetic field significantlyféects the wind fom, > 1. It fol-
ws from Table[d that foZ = Z, Eq. (2) requires a mag-
netic field to be as strong as about 100 G fi@et the wind in
stars with the largest mass-loss rates. Such magnetic fieéds
comparable with the upper limits of the order of 100 G given in

Landstreet et al! (2012). This shows that magnetic fieldshmig

be important for the subdwarf winds, even if no field has been
confirmed yet.

For n. > 1 the structure of the flow depends on the rela-
A\ 1/3

ary phase is quite short, typically about 10 Myr (Dorman et dion between the Kepler corotation radiBg = (GM/Q ) :
1993;/ Charpinet et al. 2002), consequently the stars los® upat which the centrifugal force acting on a corotating matir
about 001 M, of their mass. This is too low to influence theances the gravity, and the Alfvén radiBg/R. ~ 0.29 + (. +

stellar evolution significantly (Vink & Cassisi 2002), buambe
enough to strip fi a thin hydrogen envelope.

However, some of the objects studied here have larger
minosities and mass-loss rates up to%1d, yr-!. Nevertheless,
even winds of this greater strength maieat the stellar evolu-
tion only if the corresponding evolutionary states last&ast

0.25)"4 (see_ud-Doula et al. 2008; Petit etlal. 2013), where the
wind kinetic energy density is equal to the magnetic field en-
kergy density. Her& is the stellar angular frequency of rotation
at the stellar surface. The magnetosphere is very dynamic fo
slowly rotating stars witfRa < Rk, whereas circumstellar clouds
may be generated in stars with centrifugal magnetosphdtes w

100 Myr. This could possibly be the case of stars with heliunRy > Rg. Subdwarfs are typically very slowly rotating stars with

dominated atmospheres. These stars are typically hottesee

vrot Sini of the order of 1kmst (Geier & Heber 2012), which

quently they may lose a more significant fraction of their spasgives the Kepler corotation radid& of the order of tens stel-
provided that the corresponding evolutionary phase is -lonigr radii. This shows that the case of dynamic magnetosghere

lasting.

typical in subdwarf stars.
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sumed to originate from the subdwarf surface that facesdhre ¢
pact companion. The X-ray source coincides with the compact
companion in our models. The influence of the X-ray irradiati

a . . o X "
. is taken into account as an additional term in the mean specifi
intensity,
solution LX
e P of wind I=—==em0), ©)
r compact equations l6r?d
object whereL% is the luminosity per unit of frequency (we assume
subdwarf LX ~ v71),d = |a- r| is the distance to the X-ray source from

the point in the wind with radius (neglecting the radius of a

. o ] compact companion), the optical depth between a given point
Fig. 7. Geometry of the model of a subdwarf wind irradiated bynd the X-ray source is

X-rays from a compact companion.

a
o) =| [ wp)ar|. @

Magnetic subdwarfs with winds lose angular momentum by '
magnetized winds. The rate of this process may be charaetkriand«, (r’) is the opacity per unit of mass. In our approach, the
by the spin-down timegspin = J/J, whereJ is the stellar angular X-rays directly influence only the ionization equilibriurvhile
momentum. The spin-down time depends on basic stellar parasther dfects are neglected. We calculate a grid of wind mod-
eters, moment of inertia constaaqtpolar magnetic field strength els for diterent X-ray luminositiesx = f LX dv and diferent
Bp, and the wind parametersgpn ~ kM(ve/M)Y?/(ByR.)  binary separationa.
(ud-Doula et al. 2009, Eq. 25). To estimate the moment of iner The radial velocity may become non-monotonic in the pres-
tia constank, we used MESA evolutionary models (Paxton et abnce of the external irradiation. In this case, we cannatueal
2011,2013). We started with He core flash model (with ZAM$&te the CMF line force directly. However, we calculate the r
mass M, and metallicityZ = 0.02) and applied large masstio of the CMF and Sobolev line force (see Krticka & Kubat
loss that removes the envelope. The models end up with a sgb10a) for a model without external X-ray irradiation an@ us
dwarf star with mass.@6M,. The moment of inertia constantthis ratio to correct the Sobolev line force in the modelswei-
k = 1.2 x 10~ was derived from the moment of inertia of theernal X-ray irradiation[(Krticka et al. 2015). We note thhay
model. taking this approach, we neglect non-local radiative ciogpl!

For stellar parameters corresponding to subdwarfs with tbetween absorption zones, which occurs in the non-monotoni
largest mass-loss rates (e.g., BE¥°1977, BD+37°442, and winds (Rybicki & Hummer 1978; Feldmeier & Nikulta 2006).
HD 49798, see Tablés 2 and 3), aBg= 100 G, we derive from To simplify the calculation o8 in Eq. (3), we use a density
Eq. (25) of_.ud-Doula et all (2009) a spin-down time of the oand absorption cdicient in the form of
der of 1 Myr. This is shorter than the evolutionary timesazle

subdwarf stars (Dorman et/al. 1993). The spin-down timesig al (r) = M

significantly shorter than for main-sequence B stars asuitres p 4rr2u(r)’

of a compact core (and low value kfc.f.,[Krticka[2014). The o(r) = MING(r), vkink), (6)
spin-down time could be even shorter for stars with a stronge X

field. Moreover, the magnetic field may be strongly amplified i k() =k,

a merger event (Zhu etlal. 2015), which is one formation chan- 5 . oo
nel of subdwarf stars. We conclude that magnetic braking)eanwhere"v. is the depth-mdependent approximation of X-ray opac-
important in subdwarfs with wind and a magnetic field, and md}y» Ukink i €qual to the velocity of the kink,if it is present in the
possibly explain the low rotational velocities observedtiase MOdels, and otherwisgn. = oo, The fits to the wind velocity
stars [(Geier & Heber 2012). A similaffect was proposed by 5(r) and absorption cdgcient«; are derived from the model
Vink & Cassisi (2002) for non-magnetic stars. with no external irradiation. The wind velocity is fitted as

. R. R.\? r\
6. The winds of binaries with subdwarf components () = 01(1— T)+02(1— T) 1-expiy|1-] (-
6.1. Compact companions: the effect of X-ray irradiation (6)

Several subdwarf stars exist in binaries with compact campayhereu, v,, andy are free parameters of the fit given in Table 4.
ions. These binaries are most luminous in the X-ray domaithe polynomial expansion in Eq](6) provides a better fit ef th
among objects containing subdwarfs. Their X-ray emissitgt0 model wind velocity than a more commonly usgdelocity law

inates in the accretion of wind by a compact companion. TisergiKrtitka & Kubat2011). The X-ray opacity per unit of mass a
a feedback fect of produced X-rays on the ionization structurgraged for radii 5R, — 5R, is approximated as

of subdwarf stars. We provide wind models that describe this

effect of X-ray irradiation. For our study,we selected model 45 e min(aylogA + by, logag) A < A3,

08, which has parameters close to known subdwarfs in compaclpg(l cne gl) “laxlogdl+by, A> A4, 7
binaries (e.g., BB37°442, see Tablg 3).

We studied the fect of X-ray irradiation on the subdwarfwhered; = 20.18. The parametet is non-dimensional and has
wind in a similar way to our earlier wind-irradiation studie the same value as the wavelength in units of A. Here, by,
(Krticka et al. 2015), i.e., in the direction to the compaom- ay, andb, are parameters of the fit given in Table 4.
panion (see Fid.]7). The influence of X-rays is expected to be The calculated models forxy = 10*ergs? andLyx =
the strongest in this direction. Moreover, the accretedMsras- 10%°ergs? are given in FiglB for dferent distancea between
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Table 4. Parameters of the opacity and velocity fits, Egs. (6) and 4

(@), respectively. o ' .
I ST e,
Velocity fit vy [KMS ] o [KMmS ] v 3b o® :
1380 -200 -190 : - ;
Opacity fit ag a b, a, b, x :
115 2.121 -0.566 1.397 -0.207 .EC 21
= :
1200 j j j j j j j 1 o ®'<o-o-o':--o Q-0 -.0-0-0 *e.o
L= 103 erg s 5 31 1
1000 | 3 510 Lx=10.ergs; ©
100 o L . LX:]:O ergs- e
o~ 800r 1 10 100 1000
2]
g 60| 5 1 a[Rol
7 400} 15 . Fig. 9. Wind mass-loss rate with X-ray irradiation as a function
of the X-ray source distance. The mass-loss rate is plotied r
200 | 12 . tive to the case without any X-ray irradiation for two values
1 X-ray luminosities.
° 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 o .
rIR, so strong that the wind is not able to accelerdiieiently and the
kink in the velocity law appears close to the position of theaX
source ((Feldmeier & Shlosman 2000; Feldmeier et al. 2008). |
1200 ' 35' 1' the kink approaches the wind critical point, where the niass-
Ly=10"ergs 300 rate of our models is determined, the wind driving is sigaifitty
1000 | 7 suppressed, which leads to wind inhibition. The wind mass flu
299 may be by one or two orders of magnitude lower in the direction
P 7 of the compact companion. However, we do not model tfiexe
) in detail, because this would require time-dependent nsodel
g 6007 1 20 A strong increase of the mass-loss rate for the models with
- 15 a= 2R, inthe case olx = 10°*'ergs’ anda ~ 50R, for
400 1 Lx = 10%°erg s (see Fig[B) resembles the bistability jump in B
supergiants (Pauldrach & Puls 1990; Vink ef al. 1999) andahas
200 1 similar cause. With the increasing influence of X-rays, tia-
7 tive force slightly increases in such a way that the denssysr
0 : ' ' ' ' ' ' and the wind ionization shifts towards ions with a lower cjear
115 2 25 3 35 4 455 The most important is a change of a dominant ionization state
MRy of iron from Fevi to Fev, but other elements play a role as well.

The ionization shift leads to an increase of the radiativedand

Fig.8. Wind radial velocity as a function of radius in the modemass-loss rate. Thistect s likely limited to very specific stellar
45-08 with external X-ray irradiation (for two fierent values Parameters (Bective temperature, metallicity) and may not be
of the X-ray luminosityLx given in the plots) forZ = Z,. commonamong subdwarfs. The range of X-ray source distance
Individual curves are indicated by the distarc®etween the a for which the mass-loss rate significantly increases depend
subdwarf and the X-ray source in unitskf. on the X-ray luminosity. However, if the curves are plottada
function ofa— R,, they are similar for dferent X-ray luminosi-
ties.
The derived results can be summarized in the diagram of the

the X-ray source an_d 'ghe subd_war_f. 'I_'he_presence Of. an X-r yray luminosity versus the optical depth parameter (iditrced
source causes a shift in the wind ionization towards ion& wi y[Krticka et all 2015):

a higher charge. Thisflects the radiation force. For a lower

amount of X-ray irradiation, new ionization states emeigg t . M ( 1 1)(103 kms11iR,

are able to drive the wind, and the ionization states withelow X=—\|5 ~ % ﬁ)

charge still remain populated. Consequently, the radidtivce be AR a/1107 Mo year

increases. However, for stronger X-ray irradiation, thesiwith  The optical depth parameter is proportional to the optiegitdl

a lower charge disappear, which leads to the decrease odthebetween the X-ray source and the critical point of the stella

diative force. This may even lead to wind inhibition in thesdi- wind (Krticka et all 201/5). For low X-ray luminosities (arge

tion towards the compact companion (KrtiCka et al. 2015).  ty, see Fig[Il0) the influence of X-rays can be neglected. For
This explains the trends given in Fid. 8 for models with bothigher X-ray luminosities or slightly lowet the X-ray irradi-

Ly = 10%ergs! andLyx = 10°®ergs?. For a large distance ation strongly &ects the wind ionization state, which in a par-

of the X-ray source, the wind is not significantlffected by the ticular case leads to the increase of the wind-mass flux in a di

X-ray irradiation. For a closer X-ray source, the radiafivece rection towards the companion. For even higher X-ray lursiino

increases. Even for a closer X-ray source, the X-ray ioitinas ties (lowerty), the X-rays start to disrupt the wind and decrease

(8)
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alRp derstand the basic structure of the interaction of a coadhfriom
13 15 2.0 3 5 10 50 a hot star and a hot wind from a cool star, we introduce a simpli
35 ' ' ' ' ' ' fied picture. We assume that the interaction proceeds throug
a series of shocks that form a collisional front. Furthereor
34t i we assume that the collisional front is globally in equiliion,
—~ which means that the momenta deposited per unit of time and
T, 33F 1 surface by the wind of both components are equal in magni-
> ) ; tude. Consequently, at the intersection of both compor{ergs
o 32 +HD 49798 (outside eclipse) . Mihalas & Mihalak 199¢; Antokhin et 4l. 2004),
x
-
S s1f 1 Psdbly = PMSViys + PMSCirss 9
+HD 49798 (eclipse) . . . .
30 b | where we explicitly included the influence of the cool stanavi
larger M thermal energy. Here the subscripts sd and MS denote the wind
29 Jower M ™ parameters (densigy, terminal velocityv, and thermal speeg)

of subdwarf star and cool main-sequence star, respecthidy
assumed that the winds had already reached the corresgondin
terminal velocities, and that the subdwarf wind thermalrgne

. ) o ~can be neglected, sincgy < vs¢. Denoting the radial distances
Fig. 10. Diagram of the X-ray luminosity.x versus the optical of the shock front from the individual star centi@gy andDyis
depth parametetx. The dark red area indicates the region oind using the continuity equation, we find
parameters, where X-rays inhibit the stellar wind, thetligid

area indicates the region of parameters, where X-raysasere DZ, Msdvsd

the mass-loss rate, and there is no strofigce of X-rays on D2
the mass-loss rate in the white area. Overplotted is thdiposi MS
of the star HD 49798, corresponding to time period of X-ray

eclipse and time period outside the X-ray eclipse (With ~
10%?ergst,Mereghetti et &l. 2013).

0.04 006 008 01 0.12 014 0.16 0.18 0.2
ty

(10)

MMSUMS (1 + @]

Ums
with a = Dgg + Dys. This equation, in principle, enables us to
determine the fate of both winds, but it cannot be used intjpec
owing to problems with the determination of mass-loss rates
. - velocities of cool star wind. However, it can at least helgas
fjheer \(')V;Tﬁerg?ess \]:{/lljt)f(\ lgcvzPﬁgggﬂof;r';:?nﬁ?a?e?&;? :p&goﬁnderstand what a typical result qf.wmd co_II|S|on cpuld be.
emission of this star may be self-regulated, similar to shigk- For Dys < Rys, the shock position predicted using Hq.1(10)
mass X-ray binarie$ (Krticka et/al, 2015) 'i'he self-retedax- would be inside the star. Conseqqently, _thge subdwarf .WIHd ac
ray emission meané thata higher X-ray e.mission may leacdktto &]retes directly on the cool companion. Within the Bond|-.}dzey
wind inhibition and therefore to the decreaselgf whereas a yttleton accretion model, the wind is accre_ted fr(_)m theuad

" %% = 2GMws/v?, Wherev? = vZ+ v2,; (vomit is orbital veloc-

lower X-ray emission leads to an increase of the mass flux The Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton accrétion radius corresgls to

increase olx. Analogous #&ects were also predicted in main- ; . .
sequence star winds (Parkin & Sim 2013; Krticka et al. 2015) the radius from which the escape speed is equal Because

e ; ) ./ the speed of the subdwarf wind is typically higher than the es
of tﬁgrcrgr?]dg:t Fz:r(;)r‘r’]'dg r#:)?: tcvig'g(:h%;‘;tz;ex'n;hg grteﬁé'ogape speed from the main-sequence star, the accretiorsiadiu
trongest 'F)he ianueﬁce of X-rays is weaker in oth)(/ar dice 'OVer than the stellar radius,. < Rys. Consequently, we can
fsormig the hotoionization Wa{e (Fransson & Fabian ‘LQSOgse the radius of the main-sequence star o ca[culate theremo
Foras%ron )F<)-ra irradiation, this Iééds to the dependefities f mass accreted per unit of time on the main-sequence star,
i gﬂ y tha location on the stellar rfp The faoyy Mace MsdR2,s/(48%), which follows from geometrical con-
Wl'n _n;lass u>(<jobn the oca .? Of th e stefla St’ ta)l_ce.t € i siderations. The mass of cool main-sequence star atmaspher
3\/;&6'; cuoenns%e ue%/tl ?hgerﬁ\tljlrr):e?icalesiﬁ)mgt?gnsoajreecnéggn;al is from the ATLAS model grid|( Kurucz 2005; .Castelli 2005)
stud fhis rot?lemir%ldetail (Blondin etlal. 1990; Feldmedeal of the order of 10" - 107 M,. Since the radius of a cool
y P - S *companion is of the order of R, and the distance is typically
1996,Cechura & Hadrava 2015). also of the same order (see Table 3), the subdwarf star wind re
plenishes the cool companion atmosphere within the time pe-
riod of the order of years. Consequently, the chemical cairpo
tion of the cool companion derived from spectroscopy shbeld
the same as the chemical composition of the subdwarf. This ef
Cool main-sequence stars are typical companions of sulbdwiaict was observed in AA Dot (Vuckovic etlal. 2015), for wihic
stars (see Tablel 3). These stars may have a solar type (ceve-predict the existence of a subdwarf wind, and which has a
nal) wind with typical mass-loss rates 26 - 10°1*Mgyyr!  suficiently low semimajor axis (Tablg 3). Given a typical life-
and terminal velocities of the order of 100knisthat de- time of subdwarf stars of the order of 8ykars ((Dorman et al.
pend on stellar parameters including age (Wood et al. |I200%)93), in binaries with extreme mass-loss rate of the orfler o
Holzwarth & Jardine 2007; Cranmer & Saar 2011). Winds af0-° M, yr—1, the cool companion may accrete a significant frac-
cool companions may interact with the wind of a subdwarf stéibn of the subdwarf’'s mass. Moreover, the wind is collidivith
or accrete on the surface of a subdwarf if the subdwarf wind risain-sequence star via a shock, which creates X-rays wityX-
either missing or too weak. luminosity Lx ~ Mac2y/2 ~ Ms? RE s/(8a%). Becausea and
The physics of interacting winds is rather complex (e.gRus are of the same order in many binaries (see Table 3), the X-
Pittard 2009; Madura & Groh 2012; Parkin etlal. 2014). To umay source is comparable to the intrinsic X-ray emissiornrafle

6.2. Late-type main-sequence companions: winds in
interaction
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subdwarf star (see Fifll 5). Therefore, the X-ray obsemataf 3 x 10°M,yr?, vsq = 1400kms?, we derive forMge =
such objects may show orbital modulation. Binary HFG 1 is at01°— 108 M, yr~! (Granada et al. 2013) the interaction radius
ideal test case, because it has a relatively close cool coimpa r = 0.2a — 0.6a = 50 — 120R,,, which corresponds to the size
and observed X-ray emission (Table 3). of a Be-star disk of 68, which was derived from observations
Other cases apart frobys < Rys are either less common (Quirrenbach et al. 1997; Gies etlal. 1998).
(due to lower mass-loss rate of a main-sequence star wind) or
less observationally appealing owing to larger orbitabsapion. . .
For Dus > Rus andDsg > Req, the two winds collide creating /- Discussion
an interacting zone with a complex structure. Such intévgct 7 ; nefficient shock radiative cooling
winds are common in hot star wind binaries (e.g. Antokhinst a
2004 Parkin et al. 2014) and may lead to X-ray variabilitghwi As a result of the dependence of the radiative force on vigloci
orbital period [(Nazé etal. 2012). F@sy < Rsg the main- the wind line driving leads to an instability, which subsenqtly
sequence star wind collides with the subdwarf star, whiedde Steepens in shocks (Lucy & White 1980; Owocki & Rybicki
to similar efects as foDys < Rus, but afects the subdwarf star.1984;.Owocki et al. 1988). Since the wind density is reldgive
Cool stars are also X-ray sources with typical X-rafiighinluminous hot stars, the post-shock material quickigls
luminosities 166 — 10*°ergs? (Caillault & Helfand [1985; down radiatively. Consequently, the bulk of the wind materi
Drake et al[ 1991 Daniel et'dl. 2002; Schmitt & Lidfke 2004)1as a temperature that is comparable to the steli@cive
Such X-ray luminosities typically do not influence the suladiv temperature (Eeldmeier etal. 1997). Because of the depeade
wind unless the stars are very close. For example, for a d@del of cooling on the density, the radiative cooling is lestee-
08 this means < 1.5Ry for Ly > 10Pergs? (see Secf_6l1). tive in weaker winds, and the wind shocks change from radia-
These low orbital separations are not common in subdwastbirfive to adiabaticl(Owocki et al. 2013). Thisfect may explain
ries (see Tablgl3). weak wind line profiles observed in some low-luminosity Osta
(Cohen et al. 2008; KrtiCka & Kubat 2009; Lucy 2012). Inghi
) ) o ] case, the wind does not codtectively after the first shock and
6.3. Be star companions: disk and wind interaction stays hot. The shocks appear in the highly supersonic péreof

In some relatively rare cases, the companion of a subdwarf &ind (Owocki et all 198€; Feldmeier etal. 1997), consedyent
is a Be star. Be stars are fast rotating non-supergiantstich € decreasingficiency of the radiative cooling does ndtect
have, or had, emission lines owing to an equatorial disk (sk¥ mass-loss rate, but maject the terminal velocity as a result
Rivinius et al. 2013, for a recent review). The radiationniro ©f the indficient radiative force. o _
the subdwarf may interact with the disk of the Be star (e.g., |n€ Problem of inéiicient shock radiative cooling has to be
Gies et al| 1998; Koubsky etlal. 2012, 2014). Moreover, & traddressed with numerical simulations. Krticka & Kubd10b)
subdwarf has a wind (e_d_ ip Per or FY CMa. see Tab 3) provide an analytical estimate for the ratio of the coolimgl a
then there is a mechanical interaction between a subdwad wilydrodynamic time scales for subdwarf stars. The shock-cool
and a Be-star disk in the region, where the ram pressuresof f#g time 7s can be estimated as a ratio of the kinetic en-
Be-star disk and subdwarf wind are equal. Here we shall derfg'dy density of post-shock gas and the cooling functigns
the location of this interaction region. 3/2(ps/Mpu)KTs/ ((ps/Mpr)“A(Ts)), whereps is the post-shock
Because the wind of the subdwarf star is supersonic, the nf€nsity, which can bze estimated for infinitely strong shocks
chanical interaction proceeds via a series of shocks (disco@SPs = 40 = M/(xr<v), m is the mass of the protop is
nuities, seé Kurfurst et Al. 2014). The location of theriattion the mean molecular weights is the post-shock temperature,
region in the equatorial plane follows from Ef] (9). The Bars u_iS radial wind velocity, andAs(Ts) is the cooling function
disks are subsonic to large distances from the Be [star (@kaz#£el'dovich & Raizerl 2002, see also Owocki e al. 2013). The

2001 Kurfurst et dl. 2014), consequently E@. (9) can baitew ENergy conservation for the post-shock velogity v/4 requires
ten as that the post-shock temperatureTis= 3umu?/(16K). With the

P2y = PeeCee (11) hydrodynamical time-scals, = r /v the ratio of the shock cool-

ing time to the hydrodynamic time-scale is
Inserting the midplane disk density (KrtiCka etlal. 20b&) =

Mgevk (1)/((27)%/2r?cgerr), wherevk (r) = VGMge/r is the disk s _ 9 , vt (13)
orbital (Keplerian) velocity at radius, and approximating the ™ 32" ATOM’

radial disk velocitys, ~ Cgel /Rerit With the disk sonic radius Th ling function h lativel lex d q

o 2 . e cooling function has a relatively complex dependence on
Rerit - E(UK(Re({Be)/CBe) Rque(Krtlcka e alj 2011), where for temperature (Raymond & Smith 1977), and using calculations
a critically rotating star the equatorial radiRsqse = 3/2Rge,  of[Schure et 21/ (2009) for solar chemical compositiaT) ~
we derive from Eq.[(1l1) the equation for the distamoef the  44x10-23(T,/10’K)2ergcn? s, seé Owocki et al. 2013) the
interaction region from the Be star ratio Eq. [IB) can be cast in numerical form:

(a-"Ree _ 10 \/E Msg Coelsd (12) LGPy (A o N 14
res 3 'V 2 Mge v (Ree)’ ™ (E)(loskms*l) (1&9 Mer—l) ' (14)

which has to be solved numerically. Here we applied the wirieh. (14) shows that for subdwarfs with the mass-loss rathef t
continuity equatiorMsg = 4r(a — r)?psqusq Valid at the distance order of 10° M, yr* at a distance of aboutR,, where the wind
a - r from subdwarf and identityk (r) = (Ree/r)Y?vk (Ree). We  velocity is of the order of 100 knT$, the shock cooling time
note thata is the distance between centers of both binary coris lower than the hydrodynamic time-scale. Consequertily, t
ponents. shocks are radiative for these stars and do not significaitdy

For ¢ Per with Mge » 9 My and Rge 5R, (Harmanec mean wind structure. For subdwarfs with lower wind mass-los
1988, for spectral type from Tab[é e ~ 20kms?, Mgy = rates M < 1071 Mg yr2), a significant part of the wind may not

=~
=~
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loss rate in Fig[_1l1. The plot is not completely monotonic, be
cause the value of,, depends also on the wind velocity and
temperature (see Eq. (24)lin Krticka 2006), and on the eharg
and mass of heavier ions that mostly drive the wind, which als
depend on the stellar parameters.

For high wind mass-loss ratés > 1071° M, yr~! the maxi-
mum non-dimensional velocity fierence is lowx,, < 0.1, and
therefore the flow can be treated as a one-component one. For
lower wind mass-loss rates T8 My yrt < M < 1071°Mg yr!
the maximum non-dimensional velocityfidirence is higher,
0.1 < xnp < 1, consequently the wind may be frictionally heated.
This does notfliect the mass-loss rate, but may cause decoupling
of the components in the outer wind, because friction dee®a
with temperature. For low mass-loss ratds< 1072 Mg yr!
the wind decouples. However, only in the star with the low-
est mass-loss rates of about ~ 10714 M, yr! does decou-
pling occur close to the critical point, where the wind vétpcs

Fig. 11. Maximum relative velocity dference between the windequal to the speed of the Abhott (1980) radiative-acoustites.
components and hydrogen (Eq. (18).in Krticka 2006) as a-furBecause the mass-loss rate of our models is determined below
tion of the wind mass-loss rate for models witlifefent metal- thijs region, decoupling mostlyffects the wind terminal velocity

licities.

and not the mass-loss rate.
_ Most stars with observed winds have large mass-loss rates
M 2 1019 M, yrt (see TableBl2 arid 3), consequently the mul-

be cooled down féiciently. For these stars, we expect the samgomponent &ects in their winds are expected to be insignifi-

mass-loss rate as predicted by our models, but we expect lowgnt. Only in the case of the star BEY5°325 the mass-loss rate

terminal velocities and weaker wind line profiles.
Besides the radiative cooling, the adiabatic cooling magmperature.

also dfect the post-shock temperature (Zhekov & Skinner 2000;

Antokhin et al.. 2004). Because the typical cooling length ow .

ing to adiabatic cooling is about (e.g.,[Owocki et 8l 2013), 8- Conclusions

the adiabatic cooling time is roughly equal to the hydrodyia

may be so low that the frictional heating matfezt the wind

We calculated wind models suitable for subluminous hotsstar

cal timescale. Consequently, EQ.{(14) also governsthsittan 5+ models derive level populations from NLTE equations and

from the radiative to the adiabatic shocks.

7.2. Effects connected with multicomponent flow

use hydrodynamical equations with CMF radiative force ®-pr
dict the wind structure, i.e., the radial dependence of itene-
locity, and temperature. Our models therefore predict g
wind parameters, the mass-loss rate, and the terminalitygloc

The line radiative driving mostly impinges on heavier elaitse as a function of stellar parameters, which include stelfiece

in hot star winds (see Fi@l 3), while the radiative force on hyive temperature, mass, radius, and chemical composition.
drogen and helium is less significant. However, hydrogen and We tested our derived wind parameters, showing that both
helium constitute the bulk of the wind material, conseqlyentthe predicted mass-loss rates and terminal velocitiesagith
the momentum has be transferred from heavier ions to hydrog@lues derived from observations. Our models do not predigt
and helium by Coulomb collisions. In dense winds, this psscewinds for stars with low ffective temperatures and high sur-
is very dfective, consequently the winds can be treated as a ofgee gravities, while the winds may be strong (~ 1070 —
component flow with equal velocities of all ions (Castor et al0-° M, yr~?) for stars with large luminosities. This result is in
1976). However, in low-density winds the Coulomb collisonagreement with the position of stars with and without obsérv
become less fcient, which subsequently leads to the heak-ray emission in the log vs. Tt diagram. We fitted our de-
ing of the stellar wind and decoupling of wind componentsved mass-loss rates as a function of the stellar lumiposft
(Springmann & Pauldrach 1992; Owocki & Fuls 2002; KrtiCkéective temperature, and metallicity.

2006; Votruba et al. 2007).

We estimated the impact of the stellar winds on the evo-

The multicomponentféects can be important in low-densitylution of subdwarf stars. Stars with high mass-loss raes
winds of hot subdwarfs (Krticka & Kubat 2010b; Votruba &t a10-° Mg yr-* may lose a substantial part of their mass and pos-
2010). The importance of the multicomponefiieets can be sibly also angular momentum if they additionally host a mag-

estimated from the value of the relative velocityteiencexq,
(Eq. (18) inKrticka 2006) between a given elemérdand pro-

netic field. The angular momentum loss via magnetized winds
may explain low rotational velocities observed in some svdxdl

tons. Forxy,p < 0.1, the multicomponentféects are unimportant, stars.

for xnp 2 0.1 the frictional heating typically influences the wind
temperature, and fofy, 2 1, the wind components decouple.

We studied the winds in binaries that host a subdwarf star.
The wind radiative driving in binaries with compact compan-

We calculated the relative velocityftirencex,, according ions may be fiected by the presence of a strong X-ray source.
tolKrtiCka (2006) for all considered elements in all mod@&lse The subdwarf winds are accreted on the surface of nearby cool
relative velocity diferencex, increases with radius as a result ofmain-sequence companions, whidfeats their apparent chem-
the decreasing density and reaches maximum in the outexr pa&al composition. In binaries with a Be-star companion, e p

of the wind, where the radiative acceleration is still sfigpaint.
We plot the maximum velocity élierence between the heavier

dict a mechanical interaction between wind and disk.
Low-density winds may befiected by the so-called weak

ions and hydrogen reached in the wind as a function of the-magénd effect, which is probably caused by ifieient shock cool-
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ing. We provide a formula that estimates the importance

Dfechsel, H., Heber, U., Napiwotzki, R., et al. 2001, A&A93BI3

this efect from basic stellar and wind parameters. Subdwdr§ldmeier, A., & Shlosman, I. 2000, ApJL, 532, 125

winds are prone to thisfiect for low mass-loss ratell <

1011 M, yr~1. These weak winds may also show multicomp

Feldmeier, A., & Nikutta, R. 2006, A&A, 446, 661
Feldmeier, A., Anzer, U., Boerner, G., & Nagase, F. 1996, AA1, 793

q:eldmeier, A., Puls, J., & Pauldrach, A. W. A. 1997, A&A, 38238

nent structure with the ffierence between the heavier elementsidmeier, A., Ratzel, D., & Owocki, S. P. 2008, ApJ, 67% 70
and hydrogen and helium becoming comparable with the thépntaine, G., Green, E., Charpinet, S., et al. 2014, 6thikigen Hot Subdwarf

mal speed. Moderate winds trigger some abundance pecul

ities, while strong winds wash out any peculiarities_(\Vaiircl

jarStars and Related Objects, 481, 19
For, B.-Q., Green, E. M., Fontaine, G., et al. 2010, ApJ, 263
Fransson, C., & Fabian, A. C. 1980, A&A, 87, 102

1975;| Landstreet et 1. 1998; Unglaub 2008; Vick et al. 201X yiend, D. B., & Abbott, D. C. 1986, ApJ, 311, 701
Consequently, winds in subluminous stars may be also impGeier, S., & Heber, U. 2012, A&A, 543, A149

tant for the explanation of surface abundances.

The stellar winds constitute an important property of lum
nous subdwarfs. They mayfact their spectra, evolution, and

interaction with a potential companion.
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