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ABSTRACT

Classical Be stars are fast rotating, near main sequence B-type stars. The rotation and
the presence of circumstellar discs profoundly modify the observables of active Be stars. Our
goal is to infer stellar and disc parameters, as well as distance and interstellar extinction, using
the currently most favoured physical models for these objects. We present BeAtlas, a grid of
61 600 NLTE radiative transfer models for Be stars, calculated with the hdust code. The grid
was coupled with a Monte Carlo Markov chain code to sample the posterior distribution. We
test our method on two well-studied Be stars, 𝛼 Eri and 𝛽 CMi, using photometric, polarimetric
and spectroscopic data as input to the code. We recover literature determinations for most of
the parameters of the targets, in particular the mass and age of 𝛼 Eri, the disc parameters of
𝛽 CMi, and their distances and inclinations. The main discrepancy is that we estimate lower
rotational rates than previous works. We confirm previously detected signs of disc truncation
in 𝛽 CMi and note that its inner disc seems to have a flatter density slope than its outer disc. The
correlations between the parameters are complex, further indicating that exploring the entire
parameter space simultaneously is a more robust approach, statistically. The combination of
BeAtlas and Bayesian-MCMC techniques proves successful, and a powerful new tool for the
field: the fundamental parameters of any Be star can now be estimated in a matter of hours or
days.

Key words: Stars: emission-line, Be – 𝛽 CMi, HD58715, HR2845 – 𝛼 Eri, HD10144, HR472
– Methods: statistical

1 BE STARS IN THE ERA OF BIG DATA

Over the last decade, astrophysics has been flooded with all types
of observational data. At the same time, high performance comput-
ing clusters grew more powerful, smaller and cheaper, calculating
ever more sophisticated physical models. A single human, or even
dozens, cannot go through and make sense of all the data and models

★ E-mail: amanda.rubio@usp.br

available today. In order to organise, classify, analyse and system-
atically compare data and models, methods such as Monte Carlo,
machine learning, artificial intelligence, deep learning have proven
invaluable, and are now indispensable tools for astronomers (for a
review, see Baron 2019).

Among the objects with a profusion of observational data are
classical B emission (Be) stars: Main Sequence (MS) stars with
large rotation rates, characterised by emission lines in the Balmer
hydrogen series, infrared excess and linear polarisation. These ob-
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servational characteristics originate from a gaseous circumstellar
disc formed from matter expelled episodically and usually unpre-
dictably by the central star. Be stars are popular targets for many
reasons. Firstly, many are bright: four of the seven sisters on the
Pleiades cluster are Be stars. Achernar (𝛼 Eri), with 𝑉 = 0.46 is
the 9th brightest star in the night sky, while 𝜂 Cen (𝑉 = 2.35) is
the 79th. In fact, the first detection of an emission line in a star was
on the prototypical Be star 𝛾 Cas (Secchi 1866), the 89th brightest
star in the sky. Secondly, most Be stars are rather variable in pho-
tometry and spectroscopy, in time-scales from hours to decades.
There are tens or so Be stars with observing histories ranging more
than a century. Aside from them, large photometric surveys, such
as OGLE and TESS, are bound to have a large number of Be stars
in them simply because Be stars are common: in the Galaxy, they
represent 17 per cent of B stars, going up to 34 per cent for spectral
type B1 (Zorec & Briot 1997), and in open clusters at lower metal-
licities, the lower fraction of Be stars can be as high as 32 per cent
(Bodensteiner et al. 2020).

Finding the fundamental parameters of Be stars (i.e., mass,
size, rotation rate) is challenging due to the effects of their fast rota-
tion (oblateness and gravity darkening), the disc and its variability.
The star and the disc are coupled – the apparent stellar parameters
are changed by the disc, while the disc structure depends on the stel-
lar characteristics. Some Be stars, such as Achernar (Domiciano de
Souza et al. 2014), have had their intrinsic properties measured with
great precision via interferometry, but the fundamental parameters
of the majority of Be stars are still poorly known, with estimates in
the literature differing by several spectral sub-types, and sometimes
not even being recognised as Be stars (e.g., 𝜈 Gem - B5V, OB, B7IV,
B6III; 𝛼 Col - B9Ve, B7III, B5p, B8Vn, B7IV, B8Vevar; 𝛽 Psc -
B6Ve, B4V, B5p, B7IV/V, B5Ve)1.

Efforts to model Be star discs have found success after the
viscous decretion disc (VDD) model of Lee et al. (1991) began to
be systematically tested against observations in the last two decades
or so. Being an 𝛼-disc (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973), a VDD builds
from inside-out through the viscous shear between layers of material
thrown into orbit by the central star. While the engine of the mass
ejection mechanism itself is still unclear, models have been generally
successful to describe the structure of the disc at large. Works such
as Carciofi et al. (2006). Tycner et al. (2008) and Klement et al.
(2015) created realistic physical models for Be stars in the VDD
framework using the non-local thermodynamic equilibrium (non-
LTE) radiative transfer codes bedisk (Sigut & Jones 2007) and
hdust (Carciofi & Bjorkman 2006) and successfully compare the
synthetic observables with data.

The solid foundation of the VDD model opens the door to the
systematic modelling of Be stars, using their wealth of data to obtain
more reliable parameters of individual stars or populations of stars.
However, detailed modelling of even one star is a time-consuming
effort. The usual approach is to compare models to observational
data by manual searches through the parameter space. To date, the
most comprehensive model of a Be star is Klement et al. (2015,
2017b)’s work with 𝛽 CMi. The authors use a tailor-made grid of
dozens of hdust radiative transfer models and a wide range of ob-
servations, such as photometric, polarimetric, interferometric and

1 Buscombe (1962), Hardorp et al. (1965), Borgman (1960), Lesh (1968),
Levenhagen & Leister (2006), Arcos et al. (2018), Cannon & Pickering
(1993), Molnar (1972), Hiltner et al. (1969), Buscombe (1962), Lesh (1968),
Arcos et al. (2018), Cannon & Pickering (1993), Houk & Swift (1999),
Buscombe (1962), respectively.

spectroscopic data. This approach, however, misses nuances of the
coupled star+disc system, as many parameters are fixed and their
degeneracies are, in many cases, not accounted for. The results of
“manual” searches cannot be blindingly trusted as they overlook
the correlations between the physical parameters of the system, and
may entirely miss regions of the parameter space that provide ade-
quate (or even better) descriptions of the observations. Furthermore,
calculating radiative transfer models in non-local thermodynamic
equilibrium (NLTE), such as is done by hdust, is a slow and com-
putationally expensive process.

Even with so much data available, it is difficult to study large
samples of Be stars because of their variability and diversity. The
favoured approach so far has been to use simplified models rather
than detailed radiative transfer calculations, as is the case of Vieira
et al. (2015, 2017). Although this approach may provide important
insights on the properties of the sample, they also suffer from biases
originating from the simplifications to the model.

Data are available; a well-tested, substantiated physical model
exists. To connect them and contemplate all the drawbacks of tra-
ditional modelling, we need 1) an extensive grid of detailed, state-
of-the-art radiative transfer models that consider all quirks of Be
stars and is cemented in the VDD theory and 2) a statistical engine
to compare observational data and models, considering the coupled
nature of the system. In this work, we provide and test such an alter-
native modelling method. We present BeAtlas, a comprehensive
grid of radiative transfer Be star models that covers all the relevant
stellar and disc parameters present in the Be class. We compare
models to observational data using Bayesian Monte Carlo Markov
chain (MCMC) methods, also taking prior information on the Be
star into account, such as parallax measurements. The analysis is
done simultaneously for all parameters, so that the degeneracy of
the model parameters is fully considered, and their correlations can
be quantified. The results consist not in a set of best-fitting parame-
ters, but in probability density functions (PDFs) for each parameter,
allowing for robust error estimates. We apply this method to two
well-studied Be stars, 𝛼 Eri and 𝛽 CMi, and compare our results
with their rich literature.

2 OVERVIEW OF THE VDD MODEL

The observational characteristics of Be discs are well established:
continuum excess (starting in the visible and growing towards the
infrared and radio domain), linear polarisation and double peaked
emission lines (when the disc is seen at inclinations different than
pole-on). Over the years, observations made it clear that the disc
must be relatively thin, and rotating in a quasi-Keplerian fashion
(Porter 1997, Okazaki 1991; more recently, Meilland et al. 2007,
Oudmaĳer & Parr 2010). In the 90’s, several disc models were pro-
posed to explain Be discs, such as the wind compressed disc (WCD)
(Bjorkman & Cassinelli 1993) and the VDD model (Lee et al. 1991;
see also Porter 1999; Okazaki 2001; Bjorkman & Carciofi 2005; Kr-
tička et al. 2011). It soon became clear that only the VDD model
could provide an adequate description of the global picture pre-
sented by observations, and it has been the favoured model for Be
star discs ever since. The VDD has been successfully employed in
the study of individual Be stars, modelling either snapshots (e.g.,
Carciofi et al. 2006; Tycner et al. 2008; Klement et al. 2015) or the
temporal evolution of the disc (e.g., Carciofi et al. 2012; Ghoreyshi
et al. 2018, 2021). Studies of samples of Be stars were also carried
out (e.g., Touhami et al. 2013; Vieira et al. 2015, 2017; Rímulo et al.
2018).

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)
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The disc is formed because Be stars expel matter into orbit.
The mechanism behind this mass ejection is not fully defined, al-
though fast rotation, ubiquitous in Be stars, plays an important part.
However, since Be stars are fast, but not critical rotators (see Riv-
inius et al. 2013a, for a review), the mass ejection needs additional
elements to be triggered and sustained; common suggestions are
non-radial pulsations (Baade et al. 2016) and small-scale magnetic
fields (Cassinelli et al. 2002; Brown et al. 2008).

In the VDD model, once the material is ejected and enters
orbit, turbulent viscosity transports mass and angular momentum
(AM) outwards, building up the disc. A VDD is similar to proto-
stellar and accretion discs (Pringle 1981), the difference being that
VDDs switch between outflowing and inflowing, while pre-MS and
accretion discs are always inflowing. These discs are also completely
dust- and molecule-free, being composed mostly of hydrogen.

If one assumes that mass is lost from the stellar equator uni-
formly and at a constant rate, and that the thin disc approximation
is valid (Bjorkman & Carciofi 2005, for further details), the viscous
diffusion effectively reduces to a one-dimensional problem, with
the density and velocity depending only on the radial distance to
the star 2 If we further assume that the disc is radially and vertically
isothermal, and that mass is lost by the central star at a constant
rate for a sufficiently long time (see Haubois et al. 2012), an analyt-
ical solution for the disc structure can be derived. Considering this,
Bjorkman & Carciofi (2005) obtained the following expression for
the surface density

Σ(𝑟) =
¤𝑀𝑣orb𝑅

1/2
eq

3𝜋𝛼 𝑐2
𝑠 𝑟

3/2

[(
𝑅0
𝑟

)1/2
− 1

]
, (1)

where 𝑅eq is the equatorial radius of the central star, 𝑣orb is the
Keplerian orbital velocity at the equator, ¤𝑀 is the rate of mass
flowing out of the central star, 𝛼 is the Shakura-Sunyaev viscosity
parameter, 𝑅0 is an integration constant, associated with the outer,
torque-free boundary condition, and the sound speed in the disc is
𝑐𝑠 = (𝑘𝑇/𝑚H𝜇)1/2 (𝑇 is the disc temperature, 𝑘 is the Boltzmann
constant, 𝑚H is the hydrogen mass, and 𝜇 is the mean molecular
weight of the gas). Given that 𝑅0 ≫ 𝑅eq, Eq. 1 assumes a simple
functional form Σ(𝑟) ∝ Σ0 𝑟

−2, where Σ0 is the surface density at
the base of the disc.

In the absence of radiative forces and nearby stellar compan-
ions, and assuming that the material is in vertical hydrostatic equi-
librium, the vertical (i.e., along the direction orthogonal to the disc
plane) density distribution is a simple Gaussian with a scale height
controlled solely by gas pressure and by the gravitational field of the
Be star: as the disc grows further from the star, it will flare. Thus,
the scale height 𝐻 has the form

𝐻 = 𝐻0

(
𝑟

𝑅eq

)𝛽
, (2)

where 𝐻0 = 𝑐𝑠𝑅eq/𝑣orb and 𝛽, the flaring exponent, is 1.5 (Bjork-
man & Carciofi 2005). Finally, we can obtain the equation for the
volume mass density, 𝜌 of an isothermal VDD by considering that
the surface density Σ is the vertical integral of the density. This al-
low us to write 𝜌 in terms of the scale height and the surface density

2 The thin disc approximation valid at near and moderate distances from
the star, where we are focused. As the disc flares, a two-dimensional density
profile becomes important far away from the central star (i.e., hundreds of
stellar radii). For more details, refer to Kurfürst et al. (2018), specially their
Eq. 37 and its derivation.

𝜌(𝑟, 𝑧) = Σ0

𝐻
√

2𝜋

(
𝑟

𝑅eq

)−2
exp

[
− 𝑧2

2 𝐻2

]
∝ 𝜌0 𝑟

−𝑛, (3)

with 𝑛 = 3.5 and 𝜌0 is the base volume density of the disc. In
this work we present our results in terms of the number density 𝑛0,
which relates to the volume density as 𝑛0 = 𝜌0 𝑁𝐴/𝜇, where 𝑁𝐴 is
Avogadro’s number.

2.1 Deviations from a power-law density

The above considerations and the power law approximation of Eq.
3 are valid for an isothermal, steady-state VDD. Real Be discs,
however, are rarely either. Be discs are famously variable in many
time-scales. They are dependent on injection of mass and AM on
their base to exist, and variations on the mass injection rate affect
their properties in complex ways. At its most dramatic, if mass
injection stops for a long period (larger than the typical viscous
timescales), the disc completely dissipates and the Be star is seen as
a regular (but fast rotating) B star. The inner disc dissipates faster,
falling back into the central star as it is no longer able to support
itself without the injection of AM. The outer disc still receives AM
from the decaying inner disc, and can therefore survive for longer,
but dissipates with time. These disc build-up and dissipation events
happen in the viscous diffusion time-scale, given by

𝜏𝜈 =
𝑣orb
𝛼𝑐2

𝑠

√︁
𝑅eq 𝑟 ∼ 20 years

0.01
𝛼

√︂
𝑟

𝑅eq
, (4)

meaning that Be discs can be completely built and lost in timescales
of months to years given that estimates of the viscous parameter 𝛼
put it in the ballpark of a few tenths (Rímulo et al. 2018; Ghoreyshi
et al. 2018).

A Be star that is in the process of either building or losing
its disc will not have a volume density that follows the 𝑛 = 3.5
prescription. Given their inside-out growth and dissipation, discs
that are building-up have 𝑛 higher than 3.5, as the inner part of the
disc fills up faster than the outer part. In dissipation, we have the
opposite (𝑛 < 3.5), as the inner disc is also quicker to be depleted
than the outer disc (Haubois et al. 2012, their Figs. 1 and 3). In fact,
the situation is even more complex than depicted above, because the
models of Haubois et al. (2012) show that 𝑛 actually varies strongly
with the distance to the star (e.g., their Figs. 3 and 6). Vieira et al.
(2017) used this to connect their estimates of 𝑛 for their sample of
80 Be stars to the current state of the disc, with 3.0 < 𝑛 < 3.5
being considered a region of disc stability. Most of their sample had
𝑛 < 3.5, suggesting these discs were dissipating at the time of the
observations, whereas only 45 per cent of the discs were either in
build-up (24 per cent) or stable (21 per cent).

Another factor that can cause 𝑛 to deviate from 3.5 is the pres-
ence of a binary companion. As massive stars, early-type3 Be stars
are inserted in the larger context of massive star multiplicity: around
80 per cent have interactions with a companion in some point of their
lives (Sana et al. 2012). Multiplicity fraction decreases with mass
(Janson et al. 2012; Sota et al. 2011), but late-type4 Be stars have
been found to have companions as well (e.g., 𝜅 Dra – Klement et al.
2022). Oudmaĳer & Parr (2010), for instance, finds a binary fraction
of 30±8 per cent for Be stars specifically (their method could probe
separations from 0.1 to 8 arcsec, and magnitude differences up to 10

3 Spectral classes B0-B3
4 Spectral classes B4-B9

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)
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mag). The binary fraction among Be stars is not well constrained,
with suggestions ranging from 5 (van Bever & Vanbeveren 1997) to
nearly 100 per cent (Shao & Li 2014; Klement et al. 2019). Okazaki
et al. (2002), in their smoothed particle hydrodynamics simulations
of binary Be stars, find that when the companion has a close enough
orbit, it tidally affects the disc, which can lead to disc truncation and
to the accumulation of matter inside of its orbit, making the radial
density falloff much shallower (𝑛 < 3.5 – Panoglou et al. 2016, Cyr
et al. 2017). This accumulation effect is stronger for smaller binary
separations, smaller viscosities and larger mass ratios.

The radial density exponent can also deviate from the isother-
mal 𝑛 = 3.5 if the disc has a temperature structure that is highly
non-isothermal (Carciofi & Bjorkman 2008; McGill et al. 2012;
Kurfürst et al. 2018). As the sound speed in the disc (and hence
the viscosity) depends on the temperature, the entire density struc-
ture of the disc can change profoundly if 𝑇 varies either in time
or space. For instance, Carciofi & Bjorkman (2008) find that in a
non-isothermal disk, albeit steady-state, 𝑛 can range between 2 and
6 (their Fig. 4). The disc structure also depends on the viscosity pa-
rameter 𝛼, which may also vary (independently of the temperature)
throughout the disc and also in time (Ghoreyshi et al. 2021). In fact,
it is not straightforward to distinguish the effects that a variable 𝛼 or
a variable 𝑇 would have on the disc. Thus, it is more useful to think
of their combined effect, i.e., how the disc responds to variations of
𝛼𝑇 .

Summarising, 𝑛 can vary in time according to the dynami-
cal status of the disc and the tidal influence of a companion, and
vary radially due to non-isothermality and variations in viscosity.
Therefore, the power law density of Eq. 3 is an approximation for
the staggering majority of Be stars. At the same time, it is a useful
approximation as it allows measuring – via detailed modelling – the
(average) disk density slope at a given moment in time, irrespec-
tively of how this slope was realised.

3 THE CENTRAL STAR

Rotation is an important ingredient in the formation, structure and
evolution of stars in the MS (e.g., Maeder 2009). Ekström et al. 2012
shows that the evolutionary tracks for rotating and non-rotating hot
stars differ significantly, with rotators having chemically enhanced
stellar surfaces and enjoying longer MS lifetimes5 due to rotational
mixing bringing more hydrogen to the core (Georgy et al. 2013).
These effects are especially relevant for Be stars since they are the
fastest rotators in the MS (Cranmer 2005).

The causes of the spin up of Be stars are still not clear. Three
main channels have been proposed for how a B star could acquire
this fast rotation. The first is that they are simply born as very fast
rotators, and remain so for the rest of their MS lifetime (Zorec &
Briot 1997). The second idea is that the spin up of the star is a con-
sequence of the stellar evolution along the MS, with the acceleration
of the outer layers of the star resulting from contraction of its core
(Ekström et al. 2008; Granada et al. 2013). The third option is binary
evolution. Pols et al. (1991) considered the possibility that Be stars
are formed through the evolution of mass-transfer in close binaries.
In this scenario there are two intermediate mass interacting stars,
with one of them donating mass and AM to its companion. This
companion, formerly a regular B star, becomes a Be star, while the

5 This is only false when a star is very metal poor, and the dominant effect
of rotation is the helium diffusion to the outer envelope, making the star
overluminous and thus reducing lifetime (Meynet & Maeder 2002).

donor evolves into a He star (or sub-dwarf O) or a compact object
(WD, NS or BH). If Be stars are indeed the product of post-mass
transfer systems, their evolution was surely influenced by the com-
panion. However, including evolutionary models of binaries (which
carry many parameters and uncertainties on their physical bases) is
outside of the scope of this work; we consider single star evolution
models for Be stars.

The Roche equipotential formalism is frequently used to de-
scribe the rotating stellar geometry (Cranmer 1996, and references
therein). The star is deformed according to the rotation rate,

𝑊 =
𝑣rot
𝑣orb

, (5)

where 𝑣rot is the rotational velocity at the equator (Rivinius et al.
2013a). For critically rotating stars, 𝑊 = 1. Stars with high values
of𝑊 (> 0.5), such as Be stars, are subject to rotational deformation
(e.g., Collins & Harrington 1966; Maeder 2009), enhanced chemical
mixing, and gravity darkening (Collins 1963; von Zeipel 1924). A
Be star is therefore flattened along its rotational axis, with hotter
(and thus brighter) poles and a dimmed equator. This has a direct
consequence on the thermal structure of the disc (e.g., McGill et al.
2011), influencing the observables (Townsend et al. 2004; Frémat
et al. 2005). Therefore, any accurate Be star model must take gravity
darkening and oblateness into account.

4 DESCRIPTION OF MODEL GRID

The BeAtlas project arises in the context of grid-based modelling,
routinely applied to infer parameters of physical models (e. g., Choi
et al. 2016). BeAtlas comprises two systematic grids of hdust
models. The photospheric grid (Sect. 4.2) covers the typical range
of stellar parameters (Sects. 3 and 4.1.1) from spectral types of early
A to late O, from non-rotating (𝑊 = 0) to near-critical rotation. The
disc grid (Sect. 4.3) contains models of stars surrounded by discs,
computed according to the simplified VDD formulation of Sect. 2
and covering the typical range of stellar and disc parameters associ-
ated with the Be phenomenon. Details on the synthetic observables
included in both grids are given in Sect. 4.4.

4.1 Radiative Transfer Calculations

The models were calculated with the Monte Carlo radiative transfer
code hdust (Carciofi et al. 2004; Carciofi & Bjorkman 2006, 2008).
This code has been successfully applied in several previous studies
to interpret multi-technique observations. Some recent examples are
the interferometric study of Achernar (Dalla Vedova et al. 2017),
the computation of line profiles of binary Be stars (Panoglou et al.
2018), and the interpretation of optical light curves using the VDD
model (Rímulo et al. 2018; Ghoreyshi et al. 2018).

The code accepts arbitrary 3D geometry (i.e., density distribu-
tion) and kinematics. The circumstellar chemistry considers atomic
hydrogen in full non-LTE and/or dust grains. The implemented gas
opacity sources are Thomson scattering, bound-bound, bound-free
and free-free absorptions. The code describes the star realistically,
including limb darkening, gravity darkening, and rotational flatten-
ing according to the Roche model (see details in Sect. 3). Its outputs
include the synthetic observables such as the polarised emergent
spectrum (both continuum and Hydrogen lines in emission and ab-
sorption) and synthetic images.

hdust is based on the Monte Carlo method, that discretises

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)
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the radiation field in a number of photon packets, here understood
as a cohesive ensemble of photons that are launched by the star and
interacts with the disc (i.e., is absorbed or scattered). The accuracy
of the simulation depends on the number of photon packets used
(e.g., Wood et al. 1997).

4.1.1 Modelling the central star

The hdust code requires the following information about the central
star as input parameters: mass (𝑀), polar radius (𝑅p), luminosity
(𝐿), rotation rate (𝑊), and a gravity darkening parameter (see be-
low). In addition, the emergent spectrum at each position of the
photosphere must be specified. For that, we use the model atmo-
spheres from Kurucz (1994), while the limb darkening follows the
prescription given by Claret (2000).

The gravity darkening is described by the modified von Zeipel
law, in the form 𝑇eff ∝ 𝑔𝛽GD . We adopt the model presented by
Espinosa Lara & Rieutord (2011), where the gravity darkening
exponent 𝛽GD is a function of the rotation rate. In this prescription,
the effective temperature 𝑇eff on the surface of the star becomes a
function of 𝑊 and the polar angle (colatitude) 𝜃6, as in Eq. 31 of
Espinosa Lara & Rieutord (2011). For a given rotation rate, a model
correction factor is found using an iterative numerical procedure,
and 𝛽GD is then estimated by fitting the 𝜃 dependent profiles of 𝑇eff
and 𝑔 using a power law (see Espinosa Lara 2014, for more details,
specially Eq. 3.17). This theoretical approach has been validated in
works such as Domiciano de Souza et al. (2014), where the predicted
values of the model were compared to interferometric measurements
of six rapidly rotating stars. By adopting this prescription for the
gravity darkening, the number of free parameters for the central star
reduces from five to four.

In order to connect the parameters used by hdust to the stellar
physical parameters (age, polar radius and luminosity) in a consis-
tent way, we use the rotating stellar models of Georgy et al. (2013)
and Granada et al. (2013), hereafter referred to as the Geneva grid.
We selected models with solar metallicity (𝑍 = 0.014), according to
Grevesse & Sauval (1998). These models cover the mass range from
1.7 to 20 M⊙ and initial rotation rates from 𝑊 = 0 to 𝑊 = 0.998.
Specifically for this work, 20 M⊙ models were computed to properly
cover the high-mass end of the Be phenomenon, following the exact
same physical description that the ones in Georgy et al. (2013). The
chosen mass range includes all typical masses of known Be stars as
well as the transition to late type Oe stars (Negueruela et al. 2004)
and to early-A stars. By using the Geneva grid, the number of free
parameters for a star reduces from four to three (mass, rotation rate
and age).

4.2 BeAtlas: Photospheric Grid

The photospheric grid is applicable for discless (i.e., inactive) Be
stars, normal B stars and Bn stars, and contains 660 photospheric
models. (11 masses × 10 rotation rates × 6 ages). Each model was
computed for 10 inclination angles, so the grid effectively contains
6600 emergent spectra. The grid is summarised in Tab. 1. The stellar
mass was chosen in the range 1.7 to 20 M⊙ , typically covering the
spectral range from A7 to O8.5. The association between mass
and spectral type are based on Martins et al. (2005), Schmidt-
Kaler (1982), and Adelman (2004), for O, B and A spectral types,

6 The polar angle is the angle between a given point in the stellar surface
and its spin axis.
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Figure 1. Hertzsprung–Russell diagram comprising the photospheric grid
parameters. Masses are indicated by different marker colours. Marker sizes
represent different rotation rates𝑊 . In grey solid lines, four complete Geneva
tracks are showed, corresponding to the initial velocities of 𝑊Geneva =

0, 0.769, 0.925 and 0.998 for each stellar mass. Values of 𝑡/𝑡MS for each
(𝑀,𝑊) pair are connected with dashed lines, following the tracks, indicated
by different marker types; the path from ZAMS to TAMS goes from bottom
left up to top right.

respectively. The rotation rate covers the full range between a non-
rotating star (𝑊 = 0) to a nearly-critically rotating one 𝑊 = 0.99.
The chosen steps follow 𝑊𝑖 = 0.99 (𝑖/𝑁)1/2 with 𝑖 = 0, . . . , 𝑁 and
𝑁 = 10. As mentioned in Sect. 4.1.1, there is one specific 𝛽GD for
each rotation rate, with values ranging from 𝛽GD = 0.25 for 𝑊 = 0,
and 𝛽GD ≈ 0.13 for 𝑊 = 0.99.

In our models, the age of a star is given in terms of its MS
lifetime. This lifetime is expressed in the Geneva grid as the amount
of H present in the core of the star. In the MS, the age parameter
ranges from 𝑡/𝑡MS = 0 (H fraction 𝑋 ≈ 72 per cent and He fraction
𝑌 ≈ 26 per cent) to 𝑡/𝑡MS = 1.0 (𝑋 ≈ 0 per cent), where 𝑡/𝑡MS
represents the fraction of time already spent by the star relative to
the time duration from zero-age MS to terminal-age MS. The values
for 𝑡/𝑡MS shown in Tab. 1 were chosen to better sample the trajectory
of the central star along its MS track, as displayed in Fig. 1. From
0 ≤ 𝑡/𝑡MS ≤ 1, the conversion between 𝑡/𝑡MS to real age is mass and
W dependent. Given a mass, a rotation rate and 𝑡/𝑡MS, the Geneva
grid is interpolated to calculate the corresponding 𝑅p, 𝐿 and age.
This grid has known numerical issues for the models of evolved
stars (𝑡/𝑡MS > 1), in particular for fast rotators. To sidestep this
problem, we included another value for the age parameter, 𝑡/𝑡MS
= 1.25, as an extrapolation of the MS models rather than using the
problematic post-MS models. Therefore, this value of 𝑡/𝑡MS does
not correspond to a real age, but is used to explore parameter ranges
(size and luminosity) that are consistent with a star just leaving the
MS beyond the ones predicted by the Geneva grid for the MS. The
associated values of 𝑅p and 𝐿 are extrapolated using an exponential
function. In this manner, we can accommodate possibilities that are
not predicted, and not contemplated, by the Geneva MS grid, such
as slightly evolved stars.

Finally, the last parameter of the photospheric grid is the incli-
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nation angle of the stellar spin axis with respect to the line of sight,
𝑖. For 𝑖, we chose 10 values, equally spaced in cos 𝑖. As shown in
the example colour-magnitude diagrams of App. D, this parameter
has an important effect on the spectral energy distribution (SED) as
a whole and naturally also on the line profiles.

4.3 BeAtlas: Disc Grid

For the disc grid, the stellar parameters were selected based on
the best representation of the Be phenomenon. The mass range
lower limit was set at 3 M⊙ and the upper limit of 20 M⊙ was
unchanged. In total, we chose 11 values of stellar masses for the
disc grid. We restricted the number of 𝑊 values to 5, beginning
at 𝑊 = 0.50 up to 𝑊 = 0.99, since no slow rotating Be star is
known to exist (see the compilation presented in Rivinius et al.
2013a, their Fig. 9). Also, the age parameter 𝑡/𝑡MS was confined to
a total of 4 values, including an extrapolated non-physical value of
𝑡/𝑡MS = 1.25. The only unchanged parameter was the inclination
angle. The main reason for the above choices is computation time,
as a more complete stellar grid would make computing the disc grid
prohibitively expensive.

Following the VDD formulation of Sect. 2, we assume that the
radial disc density falloff is a power-law with the exponent, 𝑛, as a
free parameter (Eq. 3). Further parameters describing the disc are
the volume number density (𝑛0) at the disc base (𝑟 = 𝑅eq) and the
disc radius (𝑅D). The disc scale-height 𝐻 follows a simple power-
law of the form of Eq. 2. To compute 𝐻0, the disc temperature was
set to 𝑇 = 0.60𝑇pole following Carciofi & Bjorkman (2006), and
the flaring exponent 𝛽 was fixed at the isothermal value of 1.5.

For each 𝑀 value, a grid of 𝑛0 was built with 8 points equally
distant in logarithmic space between a fixed lower limit and a mass-
dependent upper limit. The latter corresponds to hdust models con-
vergence limit, adapted to an analytical approximation, described
by:

ln 𝑛upper
0 (𝑀) [cm−3] =

{
𝑎𝑀2 + 𝑏𝑀 + 𝑐, 𝑀 ≤ 7 M⊙ ,
𝑑𝑀 + 𝑒, 𝑀 > 7 M⊙ ,

(6)

where 𝑎 = −0.152/M⊙2, 𝑏 = 2.51/M⊙ , 𝑐 = 22.09, 𝑑 = 0.14/M⊙ ,
and 𝑒 = 31.02. The works of Vieira et al. (2017) and Rímulo
et al. (2018) revealed a tendency for massive stars to have much
denser discs than their low mass siblings, giving an observational
consistency with our convergence limitations. The maximum 𝑛0
value – corresponding to 𝑀 = 20 M⊙ – was chosen to be 𝑛0 =

5 × 1014 cm−3, the highest reported in the literature for a B0 star
(Carciofi & Bjorkman 2006). For the lower limit we adopted the
value of 1011 cm−3 for all stellar masses, which roughly corresponds
to the detection limit of an emission feature (however weak) in the
H𝛼 line.

The disc radius ranges from 10 to 100 𝑅eq. In theory, Be discs
can expand to hundreds of stellar radii. However, if the Be is a
binary system, the presence of the companion can tidally affect the
disc and truncate it. In our grid, the lower limit value of the disc
radius corresponds to an estimate for the disc radius of the Be star 𝑜
Pup, which has the shortest period among all known binary Be stars
(Koubský et al. 2012), and thus the smaller known disc radius. On
the other hand, the upper limit, 100 𝑅eq, corresponds to a disc size
for which the disc emission starts to be negligible at all wavelengths
considered in the simulation (see Sect. 4.4; and also Vieira et al.
2015).

The 𝑛 exponent (Eq. 3) range was chosen, according to Vieira
et al. (2017), from 1.5 to 4.5. This range is in broad agreement with

other studies from the literature (e.g., Waters et al. 1989; Silaj et al.
2014; Touhami et al. 2014). Recall that for an isothermal, steady-
state disc, 𝑛 = 3.5. An overview of the parameters of the disc grid
is given in Tab. 2.

The disc grid comprises a total of 61 600 models (11 masses× 5
rotation rates× 4 ages× 7 density slopes× 5 disc sizes× 8 values for
𝑛0), each computed for 10 inclination angles, resulting in 616 000
emergent spectra. Given that each complete model can take on
average 15 h to be calculated using 64 computing cores, to complete
BeAtlas approximately 15 × 61 600 × 64 = 59 million core-h7

are required, a challenging number even for modern computing
standards. We emphasise that the complete disc grid could not
be completed for this work. Parts of the disc grid were computed,
aiming at bracketing the parameter space needed to study our targets,
𝛼 Eri and 𝛽 CMi (Sect. 6 and 7). At the moment, the disc grid is 32
per cent complete.

4.4 Observables

To finish the specification of BeAtlas, we provide a list of observ-
ables (e.g., continuum bands, spectral lines, images, etc.). The most
efficient way to run hdust is to compute individual runs for each
spectral range of interest. To make optimal usage of this feature,
we specified 22 spectral bands (first part of Tab. A1) covering all
the way from the UV up to the radio. Each band is defined by a
minimum and maximum wavelength, the number of spectral bins
(i.e., its spectral resolution), their spacing (linear or logarithm), and
the number of photon packets.

We are also interested in spectral lines (both in emission and
in absorption) in the optical and IR domains. These lines were se-
lected among the most commonly used in the literature (second part
of Tab. A1). For some observables we also compute images across
pre-defined spectral channels aiming at reproducing interferometric
observables. Our definitions include both decommissioned interfer-
ometers (e.g., AMBER8 and MIDI9), for which large number of
archival observations are available, and current interferometers at
ESO (GRAVITY10 and MATISSE11) and Georgia State Unversity’s
CHARA12.

5 MCMC SAMPLING

A grid of models, no matter how much science has been put to it,
is useless without a statistical engine that explores the parameter
space (e.g., Klement et al. 2017b; Rímulo et al. 2018; Bouchaud
et al. 2020; Bowman et al. 2020). With this intent, we combine
BeAtlas with Bayesian statistics and Monte Carlo Markov Chain
(MCMC) methods. The use of Bayesian-MCMC data analysis in
astronomy has grown exponentially in recent years due to advances

7 The core-h is a standard unit for measuring computing time in parallel
computers, and is equivalent of one hour of computing time in one computing
core.
8 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/instruments/amber/
overview.html
9 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/decommissioned/midi.
html
10 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/instruments/
gravity.html
11 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/develop/instruments/
matisse.html
12 www.chara.gsu.edu/
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Table 1. BeAtlas stellar parameters of the photospheric grid. For each rotation rate, there is only one associated value of the gravity darkening
exponent. The non-rotating models are assigned with 𝛽GD = 0.25, and for the critically rotating models 𝛽GD ≈ 0.13.

Parameter Range Values
Fundamental parameters

𝑀 Mass (M⊙) 1.7 - 20 1.7, 2, 2.5, 3, 4, 5, 7, 9, 12, 15, 20
𝑊 Rotation Rate 0 - 0.99 0.00, 0.33, 0.47, 0.57, 0.66, 0.74, 0.81, 0.87, 0.93, 0.99
𝑡/𝑡MS Stellar Age 0 - 1.25 0, 0.40, 0.65, 0.85, 1, 1.25
cos 𝑖 Inclination angle 0 - 1 0, 0.11, 0.22, 0.33, 0.44, 0.55, 0.67, 0.78, 0.89, 1
𝑖 Inclination angle 90 - 0 90.00, 83.68, 77.29, 70.73, 63.90, 56.63, 47.93 , 38.74 , 27.13, 0.

Derived parameters

ST Spec. Type A7 - O8.5 A7, A2, A0, B9.5, B7.5, B6, B3.5, B2.5, B1, B0.5, O8.5
𝛽GD Gravity darkening exponent 0.25 - 0.13 0.25, 0.23, 0.21, 0.20, 0.19, 0.18, 0.17, 0.16, 0.15, 0.13

Table 2. BeAtlas parameters of the disk grid. The values for 𝑖 are the same as in Tab. 1.

Parameters Range Values
Fundamental parameters

𝑀 Mass (M⊙) 3 - 20 3, 3.5, 4, 4.5, 5, 6, 7, 9, 12, 15, 20
𝑊 Rotation Rate 0.50 - 0.99 0.50, 0.75, 0.85, 0.92, 0.99
𝑡/𝑡MS Stellar Age 0 - 1.25 0, 0.65, 1, 1.25
log10 𝑛0 (lower) Disc base number density (cm−3 - dex) Fixed 11.0
log10 𝑛0 (upper) Disc base number density (cm−3 - dex) 𝑀⊙-dependent 12.3, 12.6, 12.9, 13.2, 13.4, 13.9, 14.0, 14.2, 14.4, 14.7
𝑅D Disc radius (𝑅eq) 10 - 100 10, 20, 40, 70, 100
𝑛 Number density radial exponent 1.5 - 4.5 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5

Derived parameters

ST Spec. Type B9.5 - O8.5 B9.5, B9, B7.5, B6.5, B6, B4.5, B3.5, B2.5, B1, B0.5, O8.5
𝛽GD Gravity darkening exponent 0.21 - 0.13 0.21, 0.18, 0.16, 0.15, 0.13

in both computing power and computer science, revolutionising
the way we see data in science (e.g., Sharma 2017, and references
therein).

In Bayesian formalism the posterior distribution is defined as

𝑝(Θ, 𝛼 |𝐷) ∝ 𝑝(Θ, 𝛼)𝑝(𝐷 |Θ, 𝛼), (7)

where Θ is a unique set of parameters that describe a model, 𝐷 is
the data and 𝛼 is the previously known information of the problem.
As such, 𝑝(Θ, 𝛼) is the a priori distribution and 𝑝(𝐷 |Θ, 𝛼) is the
likelihood.

Our goal is to find probability density functions (PDFs) of the
parameters that can together describe a Be star given a suitable set
of models, observational data and prior information. To do this,
we need a code to search through the parameter space, iteratively
comparing models to data [𝑝(𝐷 |Θ, 𝛼)], thus sampling the poste-
rior distribution [𝑝(Θ, 𝛼 |𝐷)]. We use a Python implementation of
Goodman & Weare (2010)’s affine-invariant ensemble sampler, the
high-performance open source emcee13 (Foreman-Mackey et al.
2013). It is an ensemble sampler that follows a variation of the clas-
sic Metropolis-Hastings (Metropolis et al. 1953; Hastings 1970)
algorithm called stretch move. Being an ensemble sampler, emcee
uses many “walkers”, who thread along different (but connected)
chains to sample the posterior distribution. Every time one of these
walkers takes a step, the other walkers are informed. The ensem-

13 Available online under the MIT License: https://github.com/dfm/
emcee

ble thus performs the stretch move together, reaching convergence
faster (i.e., in fewer steps along the chain) than a single, lone walker
could. In every step and for every walker, a new set of parameters
is proposed by emcee. The BeAtlas synthetic observables are lin-
early interpolated to this new set of parameters using the python
scipy14 function griddata to find the synthetic observables that
correspond to these parameters. The synthetic observables are then
compared to the data of the target using a likelihood function.

Although the stretch move algorithm will converge for different
likelihood functions, the most commonly used one is the 𝜒2 dis-
tribution. The type of likelihood depends on the observational data
given to the code. For the SED from the visible to radio (0.39 𝜇m,
forward), we adopt a logarithmic 𝜒2 in the form (Robitaille et al.
2007, Eq. 6.; Klement et al. 2017b, Eq. 4)

𝜒2
mod =

𝑁∑︁
i=1

[ log(𝐹obs,i/𝐹mod,i)
𝜎𝐹obs,i/𝐹obs,i

]2
, (8)

where 𝐹obs,i are the observed fluxes, 𝜎𝐹obs,i are their errors, and
𝐹mod,i = 𝐹mod,i (Θ) represents the BeAtlas grid of models de-
scribed in Sect. 4 for each wavelength i. The likelihood is

log 𝑝(𝐷 |Θ, 𝛼) ∝ −0.5 𝜒2
mod. (9)

The use of a logarithm 𝜒2 offers better performance when the

14 For more details on the scipy package, refer to Virtanen et al. (2020).
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data has a large dynamic range: the SED of a Be star from the visible
to the radio can vary 6 orders of magnitude in wavelength and 17
orders of magnitude in flux (e.g., the inset plot of Fig. 8). For the UV
part of the SED we adopt a simple, non-logarithmic 𝜒2, because of
the smaller wavelength (and dynamical) range, in the form

𝜒2
mod =

𝑁∑︁
i=1

[
𝐹obs,i − 𝐹mod,i

𝜎𝐹obs,i

]2
. (10)

Thus, if we give the code the complete SED, from UV to radio,
as input data, then the two likelihoods are combined by summing
the reduced 𝜒2 of each, and multiplying by the total number of data
points in the complete SED. When an H𝛼 profile or polarisation data
are the input, the likelihood is also a non-logarithmic 𝜒2. Similarly
to what is done for the complete SED, when we give the code
multiple data as input data, the final likelihood is also a sum of
their reduced 𝜒2, each multiplied by the respective number of data
points.

The models of BeAtlas cannot be directly compared to obser-
vational data: they must first be normalised for the distance of the
object and corrected for the interstellar reddening. In our method,
we correct for extinction using the prescription of Fitzpatrick &
Massa (1999), with both the colour excess, 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉), and 𝑅𝑉 as
free parameters.

One of the reasons for choosing the Bayesian approach is its
capacity to combine the data with prior knowledge. In principle
any available information on a given target can be used as priors.
Common examples are the parallax – widely available thanks to the
Gaia and Hipparcos missions (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016 and
Perryman et al. 1997, respectively) – and the inclination angle that
may be available from interferometric studies. Another important
prior is 𝑣 sin 𝑖 that, however, should be applied with caution as it may
become quite insensitive to the stellar rotation rate for large values
of 𝑊 (Townsend et al. 2004). In our study, we have the option to
use any, none or all of these three priors (more priors can be added
to the code as necessity arises). We define the priors as Gaussian
distributions centred in the literature value and with its literature
uncertainty as variance. Therefore

log 𝑝𝑎 (Θ, 𝛼) ∝ −0.5
(
𝑎obs − 𝑎mod

𝜎𝑎obs

)2
, (11)

where 𝑎mod is the random model value of parameter 𝑎 generated
in each step of the inference. The priors used for each simulation
shown here are specified in the text of Sects. 6 and 7.

5.1 Simulation setup

Summarising, the two grids defined in Sect. 4 have distinct appli-
cations. The photospheric grid can be used to study discless A to
O stars, from non-rotating to fast rotators. Of great relevance is the
study of inactive Be stars, for which BeAtlas can directly probe the
fundamental parameters without interference from the disc. In this
case, the parameters explored by the MCMC simulations are: stellar
mass (𝑀), rotation rate (𝑊), age (𝑡/𝑡MS), inclination (𝑖), distance
(𝜋) and extinction [𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉)]. In the case of active Be stars, the
disc grid is used to explore additional parameters: disc base number
density (𝑛0), disc radius (𝑅D), and radial density exponent (𝑛).

For both cases, a set of derived parameters can also be re-
covered, as the stellar oblateness (𝑅eq/𝑅p), equatorial radius (𝑅eq),
the theoretical luminosity (log 𝐿), the mean effective temperature

(𝑇eff), the gravity darkening exponent (𝛽GD) and the projected rota-
tional velocity (𝑣 sin 𝑖). The stellar oblateness and 𝛽GD are directly
derived from the inferred 𝑊 ; log 𝐿 is recovered from the Geneva
grid, together with 𝑅p. 𝑅eq is calculated using the stellar oblateness
and 𝑅p. 𝑇eff represents an average value over the entire deformed
Roche area, calculated through 𝑇

4
eff = 𝐿/(𝜎𝐴∗), with 𝜎 represent-

ing the Stefan-Boltzmann constant and 𝐴∗ the Roche deformed area.
Finally, 𝑣 sin 𝑖 is calculated using the inferred parameters 𝑀 ,𝑊 and
𝑖 and the derived 𝑅p.

A wide range of observables can be studied, including the
SED from the UV up to the radio, continuum linear polarisation
and hydrogen line profiles.

There are already published works that used older versions of
BeAtlas and our MCMC code (de Almeida et al. 2020; Suffak et al.
2020; Marr et al. 2021; Richardson et al. 2021; Marr et al. 2022), as
they have been in development for over 5 years. However, the work
we present here is the first critical test of our method, which has
undergone major updates in the past year. Therefore, here we apply
the method to two well studied Be stars, 𝛼 Eri (Sect. 6) and 𝛽 CMi
(Sect. 7), to certify that it can accurately recover the fundamental
parameters of these stars. All of our simulations have 120 walkers
in the ensemble. To ensure convergence, simulations were run until
the number of steps reached 50 times the mean autocorrelation
time of all parameters, as recommended by Foreman-Mackey et al.
(2013), and until the autocorrelation time of each parameter changed
less than 1 per cent between subsequent estimates. Typically, the
above implies quite long chains with dozens of thousands of steps,
depending on the dataset and grid used. In general, the simulations
converge in a matter of hours or days, depending on the complexity
of the model. To represent the PDFs obtained using the standard
“value ± uncertainty” notation, we chose to use the highest density
region (HDR – also called highest probability region, or credible
interval) of each PDF in 68 per cent, with the median value of this
region as the “best” value for the parameter (Hyndman 1996; Chen
et al. 2000). The HDR does not have to be unique and continuous,
but can be broken in more than one region, which allows us to
explore multiple solutions for non-unimodal distributions. Thus,
when a distribution is double-peaked, two sets of “solutions” are
considered by us as possible results. Furthermore, using HDR allows
for a better representation of skewed distributions.

6 𝛼 Eri: PHOTOSPHERIC BeAtlas

6.1 Target Overview

𝛼 Eri (𝛼 Eridani, Achernar, HD10144, HR472, HIP7588) is the
nearest Be star to Earth, at a distance of only 42.8 ± 1.0 pc
(𝜋 = 23.39 ± 0.57 mas – van Leeuwen 2007). It is well-known
also for the drastic deformation it suffers due to its rapid rota-
tion. Being such a close target, it has been the focus of several
interferometric and imaging observations in the last decade. With
PIONIER data, Domiciano de Souza et al. (2014) imaged the pho-
tosphere of 𝛼 Eri and measured its equatorial rotational velocity
(𝑣eq = 298.8+6.9

−5.5 km s−1), equatorial radius (𝑅eq = 9.16±0.23 R⊙),
inclination (𝑖 = 60.6+7.1

−3.9°), and the gravity darkening exponent
(𝛽GD = 0.166+0.012

−0.010). The discovery of its wide binary companion,
𝛼 Eri B (Kervella & Domiciano de Souza 2007), with a period of
2570.94 ± 0.53 days, ≈ 7 years, and the subsequent analysis of ad-
ditional observations of Kervella et al. (2022) allowed for a robust
estimate of the mass of 𝛼 Eri A, the Be star, as 5.99±0.60 M⊙ . It was
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also found to be an evolved star, with an estimated core chemical
composition of 𝑋 ≈ 6 and 𝑌 ≈ 93 per cent.

The viscous disc of Be stars dissipates if matter stops being
added to its base, i.e., if the mass ejection from the star ceases.
When this happens, the inactive Be star is then perceived just as a
fast rotating B star, as most of its class-defining observational traits
disappear. 𝛼 Eri has well-documented inactive phases (e.g., from
1970 to 1975 – Vinicius et al. 2006, and in early 2000s – Rivinius
et al. 2013b), where no emission could be detected in its spectra,
and several phases where a generally weak emission appears (e.g.,
between 1980 to 1990 and after 2002). Therefore, data from the
inactive periods can be used to study the photospheric emission
from 𝛼 Eri.

6.2 Results

We applied the method described in Sect. 5 for 𝛼 Eri using the
photospheric BeAtlas grid. For the simulations presented here,
we used a prior only on the parallax, using the Hipparcos value of
23.39 ± 0.57 mas. Note that there are no Gaia (Gaia Collaboration
et al. 2022) estimates for the parallax of 𝛼 Eri as it heavily satu-
rates the Gaia detectors. 𝑅𝑉 is kept fixed at the usual value of 3.1
(Fitzpatrick & Massa 1999).

The data used are UV spectra from the International Ultraviolet
Explorer satellite (IUE – Macchetto 1976), obtained from the INES
Archive Data Center15. The UV spectra are from 1989 (a phase
of weak disc emission). Only high-dispersion large-aperture IUE
spectra were chosen, as they can be correctly flux calibrated. The
data was also averaged and binned to match the resolution of the
grid. To test the photospheric grid, we use a spectrum taken during
one of the well-documented inactive phases. The selected spectrum
was the cleanest from the period of inactive phase in 2000, from
January 11 (Fig. 2), taken with ESO’s FEROS (high-res echelle
spectrograph, 𝑅 = 48000), mounted at the 1.52-m telescope in the
La Silla Observatory. Unfortunately, this spectrum is still crowded
with telluric lines and emission due to cosmic rays. The worst of
these effects were removed from the spectrum using a sliding box
outlier remover routine. The absorption lines C ii 6578.1 and 6582.9
are quite strong: the region affected was also removed from the
spectrum for the simulation, as our models do not include carbon
lines and could not reproduce this feature. The H𝛼 spectrum is also
binned to the resolution of the grid and normalised to velocity space.
The systemic velocity is found by fitting an inverted Gaussian to the
line wings. The velocity range considered for the analysis is −1000
to 1000 km s−1.

To test our method and the constraining capabilities of different
observables, we ran three simulations in total, all with a prior on
the parallax. For the first simulation only the UV data was used;
the corner plot with the PDFs is shown in Fig. 3. On the second
simulation, only the H𝛼 profile was modelled; PDFs are shown
in Fig. 4. Finally, we ran a simulation that considered both the
UV and the H𝛼 profile simultaneously (Fig. 5). 2D histograms and
Spearman coefficients of all parameters for each simulation are also
displayed in Figs. 3, 4 and 5. The results for all three simulations
are summarised in Tab. 3.

In Be stars, the UV and H𝛼 emissions arise from completely
different physical processes. The UV comes mostly from the central
star (e.g., see Fig. 2 of Klement et al. 2015 and the work of Briot
1978) and therefore is sensitive to the stellar parameters 𝑀 , 𝑊

15 http://sdc.cab.inta-csic.es/cgi-ines/IUEdbsMY

Figure 2. FEROS H𝛼 profile for 𝛼 Eri, from 2000 January 11, when the
star was inactive. The original profile (grey line) was crowded with telluric
lines and cosmic ray features, which were removed (blue line). The C ii
absorption feature in 6580Å was also removed (orange line).

and 𝑡/𝑡MS. For fast rotators, it may also strongly depend on the
inclination of the system. On top of that, the UV spectra is modified
by the interstellar reddening and distance.

The UV-only results (PDFs on Fig. 3) present 𝛼 Eri as a
5.62+0.18

−0.16M⊙ Be star; the very well defined PDF for the mass agrees
with the UV being sensitive to this parameter. They also bring 𝛼 Eri
closer than Hipparcos indicated, at 37.3 pc (26.0+1.36

−1.30 mas), and tilt
the system so the inclination is only about 25.9°, far from the inter-
ferometric estimate of 60.6°. We note that for both inclination and
distance, the PDFs are broad, and thus the errors on these estimates
are large: i.e., the constraining power of the UV on these parame-
ters is not very strong. Even so, the large errors do not account for
the discrepancy between these measurements, which means that the
UV alone does not constrain the simulation enough to accurately
estimate these quantities. Finally, a 𝑡/𝑡MS larger than one indicates
that a star like 𝛼 Eri is not well represented by the MS phase of the
Geneva grid of evolutionary models.

The H𝛼 profile is sensitive to the stellar parameters and, in the
case of fast rotators, to the inclination, but not to the distance (as the
profile is normalised) and reddening (as it has negligible effects in
the line shape). The H𝛼-only results (PDFs on Fig. 4) are consistent
with these expectations, as the PDF for 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) is flat – i.e., this
parameter is undetermined by the simulation –, and the PDF for the
distance simply reflects the prior used. The results indicates 𝛼 Eri
as a 6.75+0.42

−0.53M⊙ Be star, at the end of its MS lifetime, rotating at
either 0.56+0.07

−0.06 or 0.76 ± 0.09 of critical.
Comparing the UV- and H𝛼-only simulations shows that the

only relatively well constrained stellar parameters are 𝑀 and 𝑡/𝑡MS–
albeit with large uncertainties. As discussed in Sect. 4.2, our grid
allows for values of 𝑡/𝑡MS > 1, i.e., the star has left the MS already
(from the theoretical perspective of the Geneva models). The result
from all our MCMC simulations place 𝛼 Eri at this point in its
evolution. Our extrapolation of the Geneva models for the artificial
𝑡/𝑡MS > 1 ages is based on the native hdust parameters actually
used to calculate the radiative transfer models, 𝑅p and luminosity.
Therefore, our result of 𝛼 Eri as an evolved star is indicative of its
larger physical size and brightness rather than its actual age. The
case of the rotation rate is interesting: it is the only parameter in our
simulations to show a clear double-peaked PDF structure, with two
separate HDRs (H𝛼-only simulation, Fig. 4). The relative strengths
of the two peaks indicate that both solutions are likely given the
data. If we consider the highest 𝑊 found for the H𝛼, it is consistent
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Figure 3. Corner plot of the UV-only simulation of 𝛼 Eri. The PDFs for each parameter are shown in the main diagonal. The 2D histograms for each pair of
parameters are shown in the lower part of the plot. The coloured circles indicate the Spearman coefficient for the correlation between the pairs of parameters
(the colour scale are indicated at the top). On the upper inset, the observational data and residuals are plotted. The thin grey lines are a subset of 300 random
models sampled by the code.

with the UV-only result. The odd one out is the inclination: it is
particularly discrepant between the two sets of results, with the
UV-only result suggesting a lower value, inconsistent with previous
studies of 𝛼 Eri. However, the errors are large, as the UV does not
constrain the parameter well. But all in all, given the limited data
used in each simulation, the results are consistent with each other,
excluding the inclination.

We cannot simply chose one set of results over the other. The
MCMC method does not know stellar astrophysics; it is bounded
by the data and the grid we give to it. What we can do to find the

best possible results is to give the code more information to work
with, so the parameters can be better constrained. This is where the
result for the simulation using both UV and H𝛼 shines (Fig. 5). It is
immediately visible that the PDFs for all parameters are thinner, and
the uncertainties on the estimates of the parameters are thus smaller
(Tab. 3). The residuals in the inset plots also show the models fit both
the UV and H𝛼 line profile quite well, indicating that the simulation
was successful in describing both data simultaneously.

When we consider both datasets at the same time, a tug-of-
war between them is at play. Fig. 6 shows the 2D histogram for
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 3, but for the H𝛼 profile of 𝛼 Eri.

the mass and inclination (the two parameters where the UV- and
H𝛼-only simulations are at odds) and for 𝑡/𝑡MS and rotation rate
(where all models agree) for all three simulations. As shown by the
contours, the UV- (in blue) and the H𝛼-only (in orange) results for
𝑀 and 𝑖 only overlap on a small region of the parameter space (in
contrast with the 𝑡/𝑡MS and𝑊 map, where the overlap region is much
larger). When given both datasets at once, the UV+H𝛼 simulation
converges to the overlap region. For the rotation rate, the peak at
𝑊 = 0.56 found on the H𝛼 simulation disappears, in agreement
with the fact that both H𝛼 (considering the second peak) and the
UV find a common solution closer to 0.77, which is astrophysically
more significant as most known Be stars have rotation rates higher

than 0.6 (Rivinius et al. 2013a). The mass is also very well defined
by this combined simulation. The mass of a star is notably a difficult
parameter to determine in general, and by far the best method for
its determination is orbital analysis of visual binaries, where a 2
per cent accuracy is the mass is a very precise result (for example,
see Anguita-Aguero et al. 2022). The mass we determine with our
method is more properly referred to as a “theoretical” mass, as it
depends strongly on the underlying evolutionary model used in our
methodology. This example corroborates the intuitive notion that
more reliable and significant results should be obtained as more
observations are included.

2D histograms and Spearman coefficients in Figs. 3, 4 and 5

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)



12 A. C. Rubio et al.

Figure 5. Same as Fig. 3, but for both the UV spectra and H𝛼 profile of 𝛼 Eri.

give us information on the correlations of each pair of parameter
in the simulations. Positive Spearman coefficients indicate posi-
tive correlations: the simulation cannot discriminate well between
increasing one or decreasing the other correlated parameters. Neg-
ative coefficients (anti-correlations) are the opposite: increasing (or
decreasing) one parameter or the other has a similar effect on the
models. The parameters usually have correlations with more than
one other parameter, which in turn correlates to others, creating a
feedback that, given the large number of parameters involved, can
become quite difficult to gauge. The untangling of these intercon-
nections is one the main advantages of our method. In previous
works, the correlations affecting the inference of stellar parameters

of Be stars were not duly considered, as many parameters would be
fixed to simplify the tiresome modelling procedure.

The UV-only simulation (Fig. 3) shows relevant correla-
tions between several parameters. The three stellar parameters are
strongly intercorrelated, whereas 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) only correlates signifi-
cantly with mass, and the distance only with𝑊 and 𝑖. The inclination
has relevant correlations to all stellar parameters and with distance,
because changing the inclination of a Be star affects its apparent
brightness given the oblateness and gravitational darkening of the
star. Changing the distance also increases or decreases the apparent
brightness of the star, which connects with 𝑊 and 𝑖 again because
of the rotational effects on the surface gravity and area of the star.
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Figure 6. 2D histogram for the mass and inclination and 𝑡/𝑡MS and 𝑊 of 𝛼 Eri for our three simulations: UV (in blue), H𝛼 (in orange), and UV and H𝛼

combined (in green). Levels correspond to iso-proportions of the density for each distribution.
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Figure 7. Colour-magnitude diagram for selected models from the Geneva
grid. Different markers indicate inclinations, marker size indicate rotation
rate 𝑊 and marker colour indicates 𝑡/𝑡MS. All models have a mass of
𝑀 = 5.62 M⊙ The red star marks the most likely solution given by the
UV-only simulation for 𝛼 Eri, as per Tab. 3.

Therefore, we end up with a net of correlations between mass, ro-
tation rate, 𝑡/𝑡MS, inclination and distance that is very difficult to
disentangle.

To help understand how the parameters correlate, we show
in Fig. 7 the colour-magnitude diagram (CMD) of several models
with 𝑀 = 5.62 M⊙ (our result from the UV-only simulation), for
different values of 𝑡/𝑡MS, rotation rate and inclination (see Fig. A1
for a version with several masses). The trends seen in the CMD for
different families of models showcase the effects of each parameter.
Increasing the inclination makes the star dimmer and redder, and
increasing 𝑡/𝑡MS makes it brighter and bluer: they are positively
correlated. However, changing the rotation rate can brighten or dim

the star, depending on the inclination angle: for low inclinations,
increasing the rotation rate leads to a brighter, but redder, star. Thus,
as far as the UV flux is concerned, if 𝑊 increases, 𝑖 must decrease
to keep the same general flux emission: they are anti-correlated.
The cluster of models with different 𝑊 , 𝑡/𝑡MS and 𝑖 in areas of the
CMD of Figs. 7 and A1 show that there is significant degeneracies
between the models, making it more difficult for the simulation to
discriminate between different parameters.

The relationship between the parameters changes in the H𝛼-
only simulation (Fig. 4). While the inclination still correlates with
the three stellar parameters, the distance and reddening are not
relevant for this simulation. The rotation rate 𝑊 now has a strong
anti-correlation (𝜌 = −0.73) with the mass, and a weaker positive
correlation (𝜌 = 0.23) with the age. These correlations can be
explained by the fact that the fast rotation of the star affects the
shapes of the photospheric lines via rotational broadening, gravity
darkening and a latitude dependent surface gravity. As such, the
depth of the line decreases if the star rotates faster, but typically
increases with decreasing mass (recall that the strongest H lines
occur for A-type stars) and increases with decreasing surface gravity
(or increasing radius). The inclination and𝑊 also have a significant
anti-correlation (𝜌 = −0.70). The gravity darkening is more relevant
if we can actually “see” the rotation: if the star is pole-on, for the
observer it is not rotating at all, and has a less extreme temperature
gradient. Therefore, if we decrease the inclination, the simulation
pushes for higher rotations so its effects on the line profile are
maintained.

The correlation coefficients shown in Fig. 5 are the result of
the combined influences of the UV spectrum and the H𝛼 on the
simulation. The different values of the coefficients are a reflection
of their complicated relationships.

6.3 Discussion

We now compare the results of the UV+H𝛼 simulation for𝛼 Eri with
the parameters obtained by Domiciano de Souza et al. (2014) and
Kervella et al. (2022), shown in Tab. 3. The mass is remarkably con-
sistent between our work and Kervella et al.’s (the mass was a fixed
parameter in the analysis of Domiciano de Souza et al. 2014), even
though ours is a theoretical mass, derived from the Geneva models,
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and theirs is a dynamical mass, derived from interferometric and
spectroscopic determinations of the orbital parameters of this bi-
nary system. Kervella et al. (2022) also offers an estimate of the age
of 𝛼 Eri, in agreement with our results that point to a star either at
the end of the MS or the early post-MS stages. Another remarkable
result is the inclination angle, that agrees well with the interferomet-
ric determination of Domiciano de Souza et al. (2014). The three
estimates for the luminosity are similar within the errors and our
derived distance is largely consistent with the Hipparcos value. The
main disagreement is for 𝑊 : our result (𝑊 ≈ 0.77) suggests a lower
rotation rate than found by Domiciano de Souza et al. (𝑊 ≈ 0.84).
Our estimate was constrained mostly by the H𝛼 line profile, whereas
Domiciano de Souza et al.’s by the interferometric measurement of
the stellar oblateness. The different values of 𝑊 causes systematic
differences between derived parameters such as 𝑅p, 𝑅eq and 𝛽GD.
Our estimate for the polar radius, 𝑅p = 5.86+0.63

−0.55 R⊙ , coming from
the Geneva models, is ∼ 14 per cent smaller than Domiciano de
Souza et al.’s estimate of 6.78 R⊙ . The smaller 𝑅p and rotation
rates lead to a large discrepancy between our estimate for the equa-
torial radius and Domiciano de Souza et al.’s.

The causes for these discrepancies between our results and
literature lie with the underlying models, assumptions made in each
analysis, and the different data used. The results of Domiciano
de Souza et al. come from a geometric approach; by measuring
the physical shape of the photosphere and the inclination of the
rotation axis and assuming a rigid rotator model they obtain their
value for 𝛽GD, and then derive 𝑊 . On the other hand, our model
is spectroscopic: the shape of the line is what the code attempts to
recreate.

We note that both BeAtlas and Domiciano de Souza et al.
(2014) use the rigid rotator approximation. This approach is com-
mon when modelling fast rotators, given that neither their interior
nor their photosphere have a complete theory that covers all the
physical phenomena observed in these stars. Therefore, discrepan-
cies between models and data are possible. In the case of 𝛼 Eri
especially, its Be nature brings further complications. As our Fig. 4
and Fig. 5 of Domiciano de Souza et al. (2014) both show, there
are features in the residuals when models are compared to the data.
This can be due to physical phenomena that occur in the stellar
photosphere that are not considered in the underlying models, or
can also be caused by the presence of a weak, residual disc from 𝛼

Eri’s previous active phase.
Another factor that is not considered in our models is the fact

that 𝛼 Eri has a confirmed 2 M⊙ companion. If the companion
contributes significantly to the flux of the system, then a systematic
error in the estimates of the parameters arises. This contamination
is, however, negligible in the case of 𝛼 Eri: the mean flux ratio is
estimated to be around 2 per cent (Kervella et al. 2022), less than
the uncertainties in most of our data. However, we point out that if
this contamination by the secondary were indeed relevant, it would
be trivial to sum its spectrum with the spectrum of the Be star when
performing our MCMC simulations.

All in all, our method’s ability to recover the fundamental
parameters of 𝛼 Eri using solely the UV spectrum and a single H𝛼

profile is a significant result, even more so as it surpasses previous
works in speed and ease. Furthermore, with BeAtlas, the entire
parameter space is explored at once, for all parameters, without the
computational cost of needing to calculate new models for every
Be star we wish to study. The results of our analysis showcases the
reliability of BeAtlas for studying inactive Be stars (as well as B
and Bn stars), enabling seamless and semi-automatic modelling of
numerous targets, with novel statistical robustness.

7 𝛽 CMi: DISC BeAtlas

7.1 Target Overview

𝛽 CMi (𝛽 Canis Minoris, HD58715, HR2845, HIP36188 – B8Ve) is
one of the most stable Be stars known, having been active since its
discovery (Merrill et al. 1925), maintaining a stable disc with little
variation (Klement et al. 2015). Also nearby (20.17±0.20 mas, van
Leeuwen 2007), 𝛽 CMi was the target of interferometric studies:
Quirrenbach et al. (1997) placed a lower limit for the diameter of
the H𝛼 emitting region of 13 R⊙ , and later Tycner et al. (2005), also
through long-baseline interferometric data, found the diameter to be
28.8 ± 5.7 R⊙ . 𝛽 CMi is the first late-type Be star to show signs of
non-radial pulsation (Saio et al. 2007); spectrointerferometry and
spectroscopy analysis of 𝛽 CMi provided important confirmation of
the Keplerian nature of Be discs (Wheelwright et al. 2012; Kraus
et al. 2012).

𝛽 CMi was the target of the multi-technique analysis of Kle-
ment et al. (2015). This work represents a landmark in the Be
literature, as it is still the most comprehensive model of a Be star to
date (note that a corrigendum was published, Klement et al. 2017a).
One interesting result was the detection of a SED turndown, a steep-
ening in the slope of the SED in the radio, that was successfully
modelled by a truncated disc, suggestive of a binary companion (see
also Klement et al. 2017b). The authors also find the C iv 1548 line
in the spectra of 𝛽 CMi (not expected for a late-type B star), which
they interpret as an indication of a hot, possibly subdwarf (sdB or
sdO) companion. Dulaney et al. (2017) detected a companion in
the system using radial velocity (RV) analysis, with a period of
170.4 days. The detection was, however, questioned by Harmanec
et al. (2019), who noted that the RV signal might be contaminated.
Wang et al. (2018) also found no sign of a sdOB secondary when
analysing 𝛽 CMi’s UV data. Its status as a binary is therefore still
not confirmed.

7.2 Results

We test the disc BeAtlas on 𝛽 CMi using virtually the same data
as Klement et al. (2017b), which is summarised below. Photomet-
ric data were combined from the literature using the Virtual Ob-
servatory VOSA (Bayo et al. 2008), comprising results of several
observers and missions: UBVRI photometry from Ducati (2002);
IR photometry from Dougherty et al. (1991), IRAS (Coté & Waters
1987), AKARI/IRC mid-IR all-sky Survey (Ishihara et al. 2010),
SST (Su et al. 2006) and WISE (Cutri & et al. 2014); sub-mm and
radio data from the VLA (Taylor et al. 1990), JCMT (Waters et al.
1991), IRAM (Wendker et al. 2000), APEX/LABOCA (Klement
et al. 2015), CARMA (Klement et al. 2015) and JVLA (Klement
et al. 2019). For the UV, data from IUE was used. As for 𝛼 Eri, only
high-dispersion large-aperture observations were selected and the
data were averaged and binned to match the resolution of the grid.
We also use polarimetric data taken from the Pico dos Dias Ob-
servatory, consisting of multi-epoch BVRI linear photopolarimetry
(see Klement et al. 2015, for more details). Our polarimetric data
includes the dataset used in Klement et al. (2015), but has more
recent points as well (Tab. B1).

𝛽 CMi can be considered a stable Be star, as its observables
imply that the disc has not undergone dissipation or any significant
structural changes (such as 𝑚 = 1 waves, which are common for
Be stars - see Okazaki 1997) in the past decades. Fig. B1 shows a
compilation of 162 spectra from the BeSS database (Neiner et al.
2011) covering 20 years – from 2002 to 2023. The data demonstrates
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Table 3. Results summary of our simulations for 𝛼 Eri and literature estimates of the same parameters. The first six listed parameters are the ones
inferred directly from our simulations; the others are derived.

Parameter UV H𝛼 UV + H𝛼 Domiciano de Souza et al. 2014 Kervella et al. 2022

𝑀 [M⊙ ] 5.62+0.18
−0.16 6.75+0.42

−0.53 6.20+0.05
−0.05 6.1★ 5.99 ± 0.60

𝑊 0.75+0.08
−0.09 0.56+0.07

−0.06 or 0.76+0.09
−0.09 0.78+0.02

−0.02 0.84 —

𝑡/𝑡MS 1.19+0.06
−0.08 1.12+0.12

−0.15 1.24+0.02
−0.02 — ≈ 0.90(a)

𝑖 [o ] 25.87+17.35
−16.74 61.29+11.50

−9.75 65.35+2.79
−2.75 60.6+7.1

−3.9 —(b)

𝜋 [mas] 26.05+1.36
−1.30 23.39+1.98

−2.00 25.10+0.39
−0.39 23.39 ± 0.57★ 23.39 ± 0.57★

𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) 0.002+0.002
−0.002 0.007+0.002

−0.003 0.005+0.002
−0.002 0.00 0.00

𝑅eq/𝑅p 1.28+0.07
−0.06 1.16+0.04

−0.03 or 1.29+0.07
−0.06 1.31+0.02

−0.02 1.352 1.39

𝑅eq [R⊙ ] 7.10+0.78
−0.72 7.05+1.08

−0.88 or 7.57+1.27
−1.06 7.68+0.21

−0.21 9.16 ± 0.23 8.14 ± 0.26(c)

log(𝐿) [L⊙ ] 3.33+0.08
−0.09 3.60+0.17

−0.21 or 3.59+0.17
−0.21 3.50+0.02

−0.03 3.480 3.54 ± 0.05

𝛽GD 0.181+0.013
−0.013 0.207+0.008

−0.010 or 0.178+0.013
−0.014 0.176+0.003

−0.004 0.166+0.012
−0.010 —

𝑣 sin 𝑖 [km s−1 ] 127.0+95.8
−86.3 210.1+56.2

−50.5 or 276.2+65.3
−65.0 278.8+14.5

−13.7 260.3 —

𝑇
(d)
eff [104 K] 1.546+0.059

−0.061 1.784+0.095
−0.135 or 1.741+0.113

−0.146 1.645+0.018
−0.021 1.5★ 1.5539 ± 0.0438

Notes. (a)The time fraction was estimated based on the same models used in Sect. 4.3 of Kervella et al. 2022, from which the authors evaluated
an age of 63 ± 4 Myr. (b)The inclination angle of 30.32 ± 0.35 calculated by Kervella et al. 2022 corresponds to the orbital plane of the system.
The misalignment value between the equatorial plane of Achernar A and B of 30+7

−4 was calculated using 𝑖 from Domiciano de Souza et al. 2014.
(c)This value corresponds to a mean radius estimate fitted by Kervella et al. 2022, and it’s not exactly an equatorial radius measurement. (d) In
our work and in Domiciano de Souza et al. 2014, 𝑇eff is an average over the Roche photosphere, while in Kervella et al. 2022 they find an average
temperature from spectral fitting using Castelli & Kurucz (2003). ★ Fixed value in their analysis.

the remarkable stability of 𝛽 CMi, displaying a root-mean-square
(RMS) percentage variance of only 4.87 per cent in the equivalent
width (considering the median, 𝐸𝑊med = −3.77 as the predicted
value) and 2.79 per cent in the V/R ratio (considering the predicted
value as V/R = 1, also the value of the median of the measure-
ments). Therefore, its SED, although comprised of data gathered in
different epochs, is considered here as a true snapshot of its emis-
sion at a given moment. We also consider that the errors on any
given measurement on the SED must be at least 10 per cent of the
measured value, as the intrinsic variability of a Be disc over time,
even for discs as stable as this, should be accounted for. As indi-
cated by the RMS errors of H𝛼 line measurements, 10 per cent is a
cautious and conservative estimate. The polarisation data used for
the simulation is an average of all measurements available for each
of the 5 filters, and the errors are their median absolute deviation.

Several simulations were calculated for 𝛽 CMi. We focus first
on two of them: a full-SED simulation, with data from UV to radio
(0.13 𝜇m to 10 cm) and a polarisation-only simulation that uses
the same BVRI polarisation data as Klement et al. (2015). We use a
prior on the parallax for all simulations of 𝛽CMi. We use Hipparcos’
determination, which has a smaller uncertainty and is well validated
(van Leeuwen 2007), rather than Gaia DR2’s estimate. For the full-
SED simulation specifically, we also use a prior on the 𝑣 sin 𝑖 based
on the value of Becker et al. (2015): 248 ± 13 km s−1. 𝑅𝑉 is kept
fixed at the usual value of 3.1 (Fitzpatrick & Massa 1999) for all
simulations.

Fig. 8 shows the result full-SED simulation for 𝛽 CMi. The
PDFs for all parameters are very well defined, and the residuals
indicate that the model was able to describe the data well. The
picture of 𝛽 CMi our results paint is crystal clear: it is a late-type
Be star, with an average rotation rate and at a later stage of its MS
lifetime. The disc of 𝛽 CMi is on the low density end for Be stars

at large, but at the high end for Be stars with similar spectral types
– see Fig. 8 of Vieira et al. (2017). Interestingly, the results suggest
a disc that is truncated at around 33 𝑅eq (≈ 136 R⊙), and with
radial density exponent 𝑛 smaller than 3.5, at about 2.8. Inclination,
distance, and reddening are well constrained by the simulation.

As for 𝛼 Eri, the correlations between parameters are complex,
especially now that the disc is also being considered: as their non-
negligible correlations indicate, stellar and disc parameters are cou-
pled. Previous works for active Be stars do not take this into account,
as they fix parameters (usually the stellar ones) when performing
their 𝜒2 minimisation. When a parameter is fixed, its uncertainties
are not propagated to the rest of the parameters, causing a chronic
underestimation of the errors. In addition, when correlations are
ignored and the entire parameter space is not explored simultane-
ously, there is the danger of missing regions of the parameter space
that describe the system more accurately.

To understand the behaviour of the disc BeAtlas simulation
and the correlations of the parameters, we must understand how
the disc affects the observables. The SED of a Be star originates
from three main components: photospheric emission, disc emission
(reprocessed from photospheric emission) and disc absorption. The
disc of a Be star can be thought of as a pseudo-photosphere that
grows with wavelength approximately as (Vieira et al. 2016)

𝑅eff
𝜆 ∝ 𝜆 (𝑢+2)/(2𝑛−𝛽−𝑠) × 𝜌

2/(2𝑛−𝛽−𝑠)
0 , (12)

where 𝑠 and 𝑢 are the exponents of the radial power laws that de-
scribe the temperature and Gaunt factor variations, 𝛽 is the exponent
for the scale-height of the disc, as per Eq. 2, and 𝜌0 is the base density
of the disc, as per Eq. 3. Thus, the size of the pseudo-photosphere
relates to the wavelength of the emission, with larger areas being
responsible for the emission in larger wavelengths (Carciofi 2011;
see also Fig. 13 of Vieira et al. 2015). The disc is then divided in
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two parts: an optically thick inner disc (𝑟 < 𝑅eff
𝜆

) and a thin outer
disc (𝑟 > 𝑅eff

𝜆
), and the SED emission we measure is a combination

of these. As such, we would expect the UV and visible to be more
sensitive to flux from the star itself and the innermost disc, while
the IR and the radio wavelengths (which originates from larger disc
area) from the whole disc.

All three disc parameters are correlated, as all play a role
in defining the pseudo-photosphere and thus the disc emission as
whole. If 𝑛 increases, the density profile of the disc becomes steeper
and the size of the pseudo-photosphere becomes smaller, which
translates in the SED as less flux excess. To remedy this effect, the
disc would have to be denser. Indeed, this is the case for the full-
SED simulation: 𝑛0 and 𝑛 have the strongest positive correlation
among all parameters (𝜌 = 0.78). The correlation of the disc size
with the base density is also quite straightforward: if the disc is
smaller, there is a decrease in the overall emission; increasing the
base density would counterbalance this effect (the results in Fig. 8
indicate a weaker correlation, 𝜌 = 0.38). Similarly for 𝑅D and 𝑛, as
the disc size decreases, the emitting area also decreases, leading to
a drop in the flux excess. To balance this, 𝑛 would have to decrease
as well to increase flux excess. In the full-SED simulation, the
correlation is positive, as expected, but with a smaller significance
(𝜌 = 0.29).

The inclination of the system also greatly affects the emission
that reaches the observer. For a Be star seen pole-on, the general
effect of the disc is to increase the flux at longer wavelengths,
as reprocessed starlight is redirected mostly perpendicularly to the
disc plane. For tenuous discs such as 𝛽 CMi’s, this flux excess
is almost negligible in the UV, but its significance increases with
wavelength so that from the far IR forwards it completely dominates
the SED. For edge-on stars, the disc obscures part of the star: if the
pseudo-photosphere is small, it can dim the system as a whole, as
the disc steals stellar flux, but does not have a large re-emitting
area. On the other hand, if the pseudo-photosphere is large, the disc
will emit more in redder wavelengths, now brightening the system.
In the case of 𝛽 CMi, its intermediate inclination of ∼45° means
that the stellar flux is partially absorbed and reprocessed by the
disc, but still contributes significantly to the SED emission. In our
simulation, we found the strongest correlations for 𝑖 were with the
stellar parameters, while only relatively weak correlations exist with
the disc parameters, indicating that the geometry and temperature
of the star are more affected by the inclination than the geometry
and emission of the disc.

As the disc, in some wavelength ranges, has an impact on
the flux that can rival the star itself, there are correlations also
between stellar and disc parameters. The mass does not correlate
significantly with the disc parameters, but the age and 𝑊 do, in
particular 𝑡/𝑡MS with log 𝑛0 and 𝑛, and𝑊 with 𝑅D. The correlations
with 𝑡/𝑡MS are straightforward. A larger 𝑡/𝑡MS implies a larger star
and therefore a larger pseudo-photosphere for the same base density;
the two parameters are then anti-correlated (𝜌 = −0.43 in Fig. 8);
the same principle is valid for the correlation between 𝑡/𝑡MS and 𝑛

(𝜌 = −0.27). The correlations between 𝑊 and the disc parameters
also follow the same logic: larger 𝑊 implies a larger star and larger
pseudo-photosphere, an effect that requires 𝑅D to decrease to be
counterbalanced (𝜌 = −0.16 in Fig. 8).

The polarisation-only simulation is shown in Fig. C1. The
contrast between the results of the full-SED and polarisation-only
simulations could not more striking. The latter simulation offers
little to no constraint on the central star, but allows for estimating
the base density of the disc. This result is expected as the primary
factor controlling the polarisation level, other than the geometry,

is the total number of scatterers – here, free electrons (Brown &
McLean 1977). The polarisation-only simulation highlights a valu-
able lesson: without knowledge of the central star and on the density
exponent 𝑛 (strongly correlated with log 𝑛0), the simulation was un-
able to accurately determine the disk parameters that polarisation
should be sensitive to. This results indicates that the constraining
strength of the polarisation is too weak to distinguish between the
models. Thus, only the results from the non-flat PDFs of Fig. C1
were included in Tab. 4. Even so, we note that only the PDF for
log 𝑛0 has enough statistical relevance.

7.2.1 Modelling Different Sections of the SED

If Be disc emission behaves as a pseudo-photosphere (Sect. 7.2),
then this should be apparent in our simulations if only sections of
the SED are given to the code as input rather than the full SED.
To investigate this, and to study the constraining power of each
part of the SED, we separate out data into two sections: one cover-
ing the UV, visible and near-IR (0.13 – 5.0 𝜇m) and another from
the mid-IR to the radio (5.0 𝜇m onward). The results are shown
in Fig. 9 in the form of violin plots. The different colours repre-
sent the three sections: UV-NIR (blue), MIR-Radio (orange) and
full-SED (green). The corresponding corner plots of these simula-
tions can be found in Fig. C2 and C3. As expected, the PDFs of
each parameter change drastically depending on the data used. In
the UV-NIR simulation, the stellar parameters are well defined, as
expected, while the disc parameters are more scattered, showing
broad, sometimes with double-peaked PDFs (blue violins). The op-
posite happens for the MIR-Radio simulation, where the PDFs for
the stellar parameters are all flat, and the disc parameters are more
defined (orange violins). The known correlations between both disc
and stellar parameters (Sect. 7.2) explain the different behaviours of
these simulations. For instance, in the MIR-Radio simulation, the
poorly constrained stellar parameters are reflected in the disc param-
eters. Here, a situation similar to the polarisation arises: although
the MIR-Radio section of the SED should be the most effective in
constraining the disc parameters, its ability to do so is hindered by
the lack of information on the central star.

The differences between the results of the three simulations
can also provide us with useful insights into structural changes in
the disc. The two discrepant estimates of 𝑛 by the UV-NIR and
MIR-Radio sections, both very well determined by their respective
simulations, can be a real effect, indicating that the inner disc is
denser, with a less steep radial fall-off, than the outer disc, which
has a larger 𝑛. These results suggest that the radial slope of the
density varies with the distance from the star, and the disc density is
thus not well represented by a single power-law; in other words, it
deviates from the isothermal steady-state VDD solution. This point
will be further discussed below.

7.3 Discussion

𝛽 CMi was the target of an in-depth analysis by Klement et al. (2015,
2017b). They calculated a custom grid of hdust models, keeping
the mass and age of the star fixed. These models were compared
to UV spectra (used to initially constrain the stellar radius and
luminosity), photometric data (according to Klement et al. 2015, the
IR data constrained the disc parameters), polarisation (𝑊 and 𝛽),
AMBER spectrointerferometry (𝑖), hydrogen line profiles (used for
consistency checks) of 𝛽 CMi via 𝜒2 minimisation. Klement et al.
(2017b) include new radio data, but the same models were used for
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Table 4. Results summary of our simulations for 𝛽 CMiand literature estimates of the same parameters.
The first nine listed parameters are the ones inferred directly from our simulations; the others are derived.

Parameter Full SED Polarisation Klement et al. 2017a Klement et al. 2017b

𝑀 [M⊙ ] 3.64+0.02
−0.02 — 3.5★ 3.5★

𝑊 0.74+0.02
−0.02 — ≳ 0.98 1.0

𝑡/𝑡MS 0.71+0.02
−0.02 0.82+0.18

−0.31 — —

log 𝑛0 [cm−3] 12.17+0.03
−0.03 11.83+0.31

−0.29 12.30 12.22+0.30
−0.18

𝑅D [Req ] 33.66+0.93
−0.97 — 35+10

−5 40+10
−5

𝑛 2.83+0.04
−0.04 — 3.0 – 3.5 2.9 ± 0.1

𝑖 [o ] 46.29+1.55
−1.54 40.50+8.49

−9.35 43+3
−2 43★

𝜋 [mas] 20.18+0.20
−0.20 — — —

𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) 0.026+0.002
−0.002 — — 0.01+0.02

−0.01

𝑅eq/𝑅p 1.28+0.01
−0.01 — 1.49 —

𝑅eq [R⊙ ] 4.12+0.15
−0.13 — 4.17 4.20

log(𝐿) [L⊙ ] 2.38+0.02
−0.02 — 2.26 2.26 ± 0.01

𝛽GD 0.181+0.003
−0.003 — 0.1367+0.0025

−0.0013 —

𝑣 sin 𝑖 [km s−1 ] 221.1+6.8
−7.3 — 270 —

𝑇
(a)

eff,pole [104 K] 1.280+0.045
−0.037 — 1.3740 —

(a)As Klement et al. (2017a) derives the effective temperature at the pole, the result shown in this table
also corresponds to a 𝑇pole estimate, based on Eq. 4.21 of Cranmer (1996), rather than the typical average
over the deformed Roche area.

comparison. These works therefore provide a very complete view
of the star, which made it a good target for testing our method.
The abridged results from our simulations and from Klement et al.
2017a,b are on Tab. 4.

The agreement between the results is remarkable, specially
considering that our models explored more values for the parameters
(mass and age especially), but used fewer data to constrain them. The
disc parameters in particular all agree within 1𝜎, and the inclination
and distance are also recovered. The result for 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) is also
consistent with the estimate of 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) = 0.01 from Dougherty
et al. (1994). The largest discrepancy in between the results is for
𝑊 , which can be explained by the fact that age has a significant
correlation with 𝑊 (𝜌 = −0.55), and is not explored in Klement
et al.’s grid as a free parameter.

Using the SED and priors alone our method is able to recover
the inclination of the system within 1𝜎 of the interferometric mea-
surements, which is the most reliable way to estimate this parameter.
The base density of the disc and the exponent 𝑛 are also consistent
within 1𝜎. This result is clear proof of what can be achieved with
BeAtlas: finding the fundamental parameters of both the star and
the disc, simultaneously, went from being a 2+ years project where
a bespoke grid of models had to be calculated and systematically
compared to different data, to a ∼1 week effort. It is also interesting
to note that the result from the full-SED and the polarisation-only
simulations also give compatible results for the base density, even
though these observables probe different phenomena (free-bound
recombination vs. electron scattering) and regions of the disc.

7.3.1 The SED turndown and denser inner disc of 𝛽 CMi

As discussed in Sect. 2, the power-law prescription of the steady-
state, isothermal VDD is, although often used in Be literature, an
approximation. Inconstant mass and AM feeding rates, viscosity
variations, non-isothermal effects and binarity can all lead to density
structures where the radial density exponent 𝑛 is no longer the
theoretically predicted value of 3.5.

The viscosity of VDDs is parametrised by the parameter 𝛼. In
the solution we presented in Sect. 2, it is implied that this parameter
is constant both in time and throughout the disc. However, the work
of Rímulo et al. (2018) indicates that 𝛼 can vary, for instance, de-
pending on the status of the disc, being larger during disc formation
than during dissipation. Furthermore, Ghoreyshi et al. (2021) finds
evidence for an 𝛼 variable also with radius for the Be star 28 CMa.
Our results for the UV-NIR and MIR-Radio simulations (Fig. 9)
suggest a smaller 𝑛 in the inner disc of 𝛽 CMi, which could be
explained by a radially variable 𝛼.

Thermal effects in Be discs were studied by Carciofi & Bjork-
man (2008) by solving the viscous diffusion and energy balance in
the VDD formalism. In this scenario, the effective slope of the disc
ranges from 2 to 3 between 1 ≲ 𝑟 ≲ 3 𝑅eq, and from 3 to 3.5 for
𝑟 ≳ 3 𝑅eq. Strong effects are only seen for very dense discs; for
the less dense disc of 𝛽 CMi (log 𝑛0 = 12.17+0.03

−0.03) it is likely that
they, if present, would cause smaller changes in the density slope.
Therefore, isothermal effects may also be the cause of the radial
variation in 𝑛 we detect for 𝛽 CMi.

Klement et al. (2015) reported a steepening of the slope of the
SED in the radio region for 𝛽 CMi. The putative cause of this SED
turndown is disc truncation: beyond a certain distance from the star,
at the truncation radius, there is a sudden decrease in disc density.
As the SED emission is dependant on the area of the emitting region,

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)



18 A. C. Rubio et al.

Figure 8. Corner plot of the MCMC run for the SED data of 𝛽 CMi. The PDFs for each parameter are shown in the main diagonal. The 2D histograms for
each pair of parameters are shown in the lower part of the plot. The coloured circles indicate the Spearman coefficient for the correlation between the pairs of
parameters. On the upper inset, the observational data and residuals are plotted. The thin grey lines are a subset of 300 of the models sampled by the code.

this density break translates as less flux in longer wavelengths. Our
results (Fig. 8, Tab. 4) indicate that the disc of 𝛽 CMi is truncated at
about 34 𝑅eq, or about 139 R⊙ assuming 𝑅eq = 4.1 R⊙ , in agreement
with the values reported by Klement et al. (2015, 2017b) within 1𝜎.
The physical cause of disc truncation is not clear. In the context
of the VDD model, there are two likely causes: the presence of a
close binary companion and disc evaporation by gas pressure (disc
ablation was believed to be another possible cause of truncation
in the last decade, but more recent works – Kee et al. 2016 and
following series – indicate its effect is much more significant in the
inner disc than the outer disc.

The radial velocity of a VDD grows with radius, starting with
subsonic velocities at the base of the disc (Bjorkman & Carciofi
2005). In principle, a VDD in an isolated (single) Be star should ex-
pand indefinitely, ultimately merging with the interstellar medium.
Okazaki (2001) showed that once the radial speed of the disc reaches
the transonic regime (at the transonic critical radius), the azimuthal
velocity is no longer Keplerian, but AM-conserving. This shift oc-
curs because the disc is no longer driven by viscosity, but rather by
gas pressure. The critical radius relates to 𝑣orb and the sound speed
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Figure 9. Violin plots showing the results of three MCMC simulations for
different SED sections of 𝛽 CMi. The blue violins represent the PDFs of the
parameters for the a section covering the UV, visible and near-IR (UV-NIR
– from 0.13 to 5.0 𝜇m - corner plot in Fig. C2); the orange violins for the
section from mid-IR to the radio (MIR-Radio – 5.0 𝜇m onward - corner plot
in Fig. C3); the green violins are for the simulation considering the entire
SED, as also seen in Fig. 8.

𝑐𝑠 as (Krtička et al. 2011)

𝑅𝑠

𝑅eq
=

[
3

10 + 4𝑠

(
𝑣orb
𝑐𝑠

)2
] 1

1−𝑠

, (13)

where 𝑠 is the power-law exponent for the temperature, 𝑇 =

𝑇0 (𝑅eq/𝑟)𝑠 . For an isothermal disc, 𝑠 = 0 and the typical values for
𝑅𝑠 are about 430 𝑅eq for a B9V star and 350 𝑅eq for a B0V; for 𝛽
CMi, using our most likely values, ∼ 315 𝑅eq, much further than
our estimate for the truncation radius of 𝛽 CMi and other Be stars.
However, the recent work of Curé et al. (2022) revisits this idea and
offers a different solution to the equation of motion. They find that
for certain values of line-force parameters and disc temperature, the
transonic point can occur much closer to the Be star, at radii smaller

than 50 𝑅eq. This line of research will be further developed, but it
is a possible answer to the truncation of Be discs.

We are then left with the presence of a binary companion as
the most likely cause of disc truncation for 𝛽 CMi. As stated in
Sect. 3, binarity can play a significant role as a spin-up channel
of Be stars, supported by the existence of a large (and increasing)
number of confirmed Be+NS and Be+sdO binaries. Pols et al. (1991)
concluded that no more than 60 per cent of the total number of Be
stars would be formed this way, while van Bever & Vanbeveren
(1997) found a maximum of 20 (and a minimum of 5) per cent.

Several recent works, however, put much more weight in favour
of the binary channel. Be stars have a higher fraction of runaways
than normal B stars (Boubert & Evans 2018) and are not found
in systems with a low mass MS star (Bodensteiner et al. 2020).
The results of McSwain & Gies (2005) photometric survey showed
that up to 73 per cent of Be stars may be a result of binary mass
transfer. de Mink et al. (2013) indicated that the main channel
through which massive stars in general are spun-up is binary mass
transfer and mergers, and noted that their models produce faster
spinning stars than the ones of Pols et al. (1991) and van Bever &
Vanbeveren (1997). The fraction of mergers and mass gainers in
their simulation was 24.1 per cent, very close to the estimate of the
number of Be stars among early-type, non-supergiant B stars (20 –
30 per cent - Zorec & Briot 1997). Shao & Li (2014) performed a
thorough study of the influence of binarity in the birth of Be stars
in the Galaxy using population synthesis, finding that fraction of
Be stars that are a direct result of binary evolution among B-type
stars was around 13 – 30 per cent, again remarkably close to Zorec
& Briot (1997)’s estimate for the Be population among early B-
types. Recently, El-Badry et al. (2022) found a progenitor of a Be
+ stripped star system, indicating that 10 – 60 per cent of Be stars
go through mass transfer and now have a sdO/B as companion. It is
interesting to note that the only Be star with convincing data against
the spin-up via binary mass transfer scenario is Achernar (Kervella
et al. 2022).

Of particular interest is the work of Klement et al. (2019),
which analysed the SEDs of 57 Be stars in search of signs of SED
turndown. The authors detected it for all 26 targets with sufficient
data coverage (including 𝛽 CMi); among them are both confirmed
and unknown binaries. Thus, the binary fraction among Be star
could be as high as 100 per cent if binarity is indeed behind the
detected disc truncation.

Assuming a circular, coplanar orbit for the companion,
Panoglou et al. (2016) finds in their SPH simulations that the trun-
cation radius of the disc has a 3:1 resonance with the orbit for binary
Be stars. No companion was detected for 𝛽 CMi in the UV (Wang
et al. 2018), nor via interferometry (Klement et al., in prep). Sum-
ming that to what is implied by the spectroscopic analysis of 𝛽 CMi
(Dulaney et al. 2017; Harmanec et al. 2019), the mass of the com-
panion must be low. Thus, assuming a mass range for the possible
companion of 0.5 > 𝑀2 > 0.1 M⊙ , our derived truncation radius
and that truncation happens at the 3:1 resonance radius, this would
place orbital period of the secondary between 280 and 295 days.
Dulaney et al. (2017) found a possibly significant period at 170.4
days in their analysis of radial velocity shifts in 𝛽 CMi spectral lines.
It does not match the 3:1 resonance, but lies somewhere between
3:2 and 2:1 resonances if masses below 1.0 M⊙ are considered,
and matches 2:1 for 𝑀2 ≈ 1.3 M⊙ . Assuming our upper ranges for
the values of 𝑅D and 𝑅eq, the period of 170.4 days is consistent
with a 3:2 resonance for a companion of mass 𝑀2 ≈ 0.1 M⊙ . We
cannot discard the possibility of a possible companion as proposed
by Dulaney et al. (2017), but their derived period and mass of the
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companion (0.42 M⊙) together cannot be reconciled with our trun-
cation radius in terms of its relation with the resonance radius. This
relation, however, is also dependant on factors not considered in our
analysis, such as the viscosity of the disc and the eccentricity and
misalignment of the orbit.

Another effect of binarity, discussed briefly in Sect. 2.1, is the
alteration of the radial density slope of the disc. This change is due
to the accumulation of matter that occurs as the tidal interaction
with the companion star hinders disc growth, resulting in a denser
inner disc. How intense the accumulation effect is depends on the
separation of the two stars, their mass ratio and the disc viscosity:
small orbital separation, large mass ratio and lower viscosity lead
to the densest Be discs, with 𝑛 dropping to values as low as 2.5
(Panoglou et al. 2016).

Thus, the scenario depicted in Sect. 7.2.1 (see Fig. 9), where
the slope of the disk density (𝑛) increases with distance from 𝛽

CMi, is consistent with the predicted accumulation effect observed
in SPH simulations and could be interpreted as an indirect evidence
of binarity. However, as mentioned earlier, non-isothermal effects
may also contribute to similar behaviour, making it challenging to
differentiate between the two and determine their relative impor-
tance.

If a companion is indeed present in the system, its influence
would go beyond the deformation of the disc. A companion would
contribute to the flux emission, particularly in the case of a hot
sdOB companion. If this is the case, it also follows that the two
stars likely evolved together and went through a period of mass
transfer. As binary evolution is not considered in the underlying
evolutionary models used in BeAtlas, further systematic errors
can be introduced in our inference of the parameters of the Be star.
Furthermore, the companion could also illuminate and heat up the
outer disc (Peters et al. 2008), affecting the estimates of the disc
parameters. All these effects are not accounted for in our work nor
Klement et al.’s models.

8 CONCLUSIONS

To fully understand a star, we require knowledge of its photospheric
parameters, including 𝑇eff , log 𝑔, and others. However, determining
these parameters is a complex process that typically involves com-
paring theoretical models, such as synthetic spectra from model
atmosphere calculations, with observations. The analysis is even
more challenging for classical Be stars due to their rapid rotation
and the presence of their circumstellar viscous Keplerian discs (as
discussed in Sect. 2).

In this work, we present BeAtlas, a grid of synthetic spectra
of Be stars. It comprises two systematic grids of models: a purely-
photospheric (i.e., discless) grid, and a star + disc grid (“disc grid”),
computed according to the VDD formalism. The grid is composed
of 616 000 synthetic spectra, calculated using modern stellar evolu-
tion models coupled with three-dimensional NLTE radiative transfer
calculations. BeAtlas integrates a significant amount of the knowl-
edge accumulated in recent years regarding Be star discs. The grid is
used in conjunction with Bayesian MCMC sampling for the determi-
nation of fundamental parameters of the star, such as mass, rotation
rate, age, and inclination. It also helps determine the properties of
the disc, such as disc size, density scale, and density slope, as well
as the distance and interstellar reddening of the target. This method
efficiently provides PDFs for the modelled parameters and their
cross-correlations, even in multi-dimensional parameter spaces. A

key advantage of this approach is the use of prior information about
the object, which contributes to the inference process.

The power of the combination of Bayesian inference with the
BeAtlas grid is made quite clear by our results. As a first test of
BeAtlas, we demonstrate that it can be used to perform multi-
technique analysis of both active and inactive Be stars. This was
done by a detailed study of the active late-type Be star 𝛽 CMi and
an inactive phase of late-type 𝛼 Eri. These targets were selected be-
cause precise determinations for their fundamental parameters are
available in the literature. We able to recover literature determina-
tions of most stellar and disc parameters for our targets with good
precision. The mass and age of 𝛼 Eri both agree with the results of
Kervella et al. (2022), which used interferometric and spectroscopic
data of this binary system. The results for 𝛽 CMi are notable: with
only the SED data as input to our simulation, a complete picture of
the star and its disc is recovered, closely matching literature results.
For both targets, the distance and inclination are also recovered; for
𝛼 Eri, the inclination agrees with interferometric measurements.
The biggest discrepancies between our results and the literature lie
with the rotation rates of both stars, which are less dramatic than
the previously reported > 98 per cent of critical for 𝛽 CMi (our
result is closer to 75 per cent) and 84 per cent for 𝛼 Eri (against our
result of 77 per cent). For 𝛽 CMi in particular, we recover the disc
truncation result of Klement et al. (2015, 2017b), a sign of possible
binarity for Be stars. By considering separate sections of the SED
in our MCMC sampling, we also find signs that the inner disc of
the star is denser than the outer disc, another indicator of binarity.
Thus, 𝛽 CMi is likely in a binary system; whether the companion
is indeed the responsible for the signal detected by Dulaney et al.
(2017) is not confirmed.

The correlations between all parameters were explored in un-
precedented fashion. The net of inter-correlations is complex be-
cause Be stars are fast rotators: as evidenced in Figs. 7 and A1,
adding rotation as a parameter leads to a multiple degeneracies be-
tween the stellar parameters. When we add the disc, whose emission
is dependent on its density structure, wavelength considered and ob-
serving angle, the true complexity of Be stars is unveiled: if we want
to properly study a Be star, the fact that the star and disc are coupled
must be taken into account, which our method does seamlessly.

The applications of BeAtlas are numerous. It can be used
effectively to find estimates for the fundamental parameters of any
given Be or B star with just the SED and H𝛼 line profile, and adding
more observables in the simulation (other H lines and polarisation,
for instance), will likely increase the accuracy in which the parame-
ters are recovered. BeAtlas can also be used as a discovery tool: as
our method allows for many different combinations of observables
and priors, we are able to explore different emitting areas of the disc
with more detail, building a more realistic image of Be star discs.

One key parameter of VDDs that is not explored in our grid
is the viscosity parameter 𝛼. As briefly discussed in Sect. 7.3.1,
recent works have shown that 𝛼 could be variable in time and with
radial distance. In the prescription of BeAtlas, these variations
of 𝛼 would translate into variations in our disc parameters (base
density, density exponent and disc radius), meaning that, indirectly,
our method accounts for these changes. The current version of the
disc grid could be used as a diagnostic tool for 𝛼 variations if
a particular target had well-documented phases of disc build-up
and dissipation: analysing these snapshots of evolution separately
with BeAtlas could give insight into the disc physics to uncover
information on the viscosity and its variation.

Since a model of a Be star can now be made in a matter of
hours – as opposed to weeks or months as previously – BeAtlas
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can also be effectively used to study populations of B and Be stars.
Comparing the characteristics of the two populations can reveal the
necessary ingredients for the Be phenomenon. In conclusion, we
believe BeAtlas has the power to massively upgrade the field of
Be stars and help us solve our most pressing questions about these
objects.
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Table A1. Definition of BeAtlas’ observables.

Observable 𝜆min [𝜇m] 𝜆max [𝜇m] 𝑁bins Spacing 𝑁phot Image Comments

UV 0.1 0.32 210 linear 4.0 × 108 No Kurucz resolution

SED 0.32 1.05 108 log 1.0 × 109 No –

J 1.05 1.4 30 linear 1.8 × 108 No –

H 1.4 1.85 30 linear 1.5 × 108 Yes PIONIER1, MIRC2, R∼300

K 1.85 2.45 30 linear 1.5 × 108 Yes GRAVITY3, R∼4,000

L 2.45 3.9 16 linear 1.0 × 108 Yes MATISSE4, R∼1,000

M 3.9 8 24 linear 1.5 × 108 Yes MATISSE, R∼550

N 8 13 15 linear 1.0 × 108 Yes MATISSE, R∼250

Q1 13 18 10 linear 2.0 × 107 No –

Q2 18 25 10 linear 2.0 × 107 No –

IR35 25 45 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

IR65 45 85 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

IR100 85 120 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

IR160 120 200 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

IR300 200 400 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

IR600 400 800 10 log 2.0 × 107 No –

MM 800 1200 10 log 2.0 × 107 No LABOCA5, JCMT1/26, IRAM7

CM07 6000 7500 10 log 2.0 × 107 No VLA8/Q

CM13 11300 16700 10 log 2.0 × 107 No VLA/K

CM20 16700 25000 10 log 2.0 × 107 No VLA/Ku

CM30 25000 37500 10 log 2.0 × 107 No VLA/X

CM60 37500 75000 10 log 2.0 × 107 No VLA/C

Observable 𝜆c [Å] R Spacing 𝑁phot Image Comments

H𝛼 6564.61 20,000 linear 1.1 × 109 Yes CHARA/SPICA9, R∼10,000

H𝛽 4862.71 10,000 linear 3.0 × 108 No –

H𝛾 4341.69 6,000 linear 6.5 × 107 No –

H𝛿 4102.89 6,000 linear 6.5 × 107 No –

Br11 16811.1 6,000 linear 1.0 × 108 No APOGEE10

Br13 16113.7 6,000 linear 1.0 × 108 No APOGEE

Br𝛾 21661.178 20,000 linear 2.0 × 108 Yes AMBER11, GRAVITY3

Pf𝛾 37405.6 10,000 linear 1.0 × 108 No –

Hu14 40208.7 10,000 linear 1.0 × 108 No –

Br𝛼 40522.6 10,000 linear 1.0 × 108 No –

1 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/instruments/pionier.html
2 www.chara.gsu.edu/instrumentation/mirc
3 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/decommissioned/midi.html
4 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/develop/instruments/matisse.html
5 www.eso.org/public/teles-instr/apex/laboca/
6 www.eaobservatory.org/jcmt/
7 www.iram-institute.org/
8 www.public.nrao.edu/telescopes/vla/
9 www.chara.gsu.edu/instrumentation/spica
10 www.sdss4.org/dr12/irspec/
11 www.eso.org/sci/facilities/paranal/instruments/amber/overview.html
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Figure A1. Colour-magnitude diagram for selected models from the Geneva grid for three different masses, from 4M⊙ to 7M⊙ . Different markers indicate
inclinations, marker size indicates rotation rate W and marker colour indicates 𝑡/𝑡MS. The red star marks the most likely solution given by the UV-only
simulation for 𝛼 Eri, as per Tab. 3.
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APPENDIX B: 𝛽 CMi POLARIMETRIC DATA AND H𝛼 PROFILES
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Table B1. Polarimetric data from OPD-LNA taken with the IAGPOL
polarimeter.

MJD Filter 𝑃obs [%] 𝑃𝐴Pobs 𝜎𝑃 [%] 𝜎𝑃𝐴

55855.33 B 0.0365 65.33 0.0038 2.98

55855.34 R 0.0512 88.90 0.0040 2.24

55855.37 I 0.0714 78.06 0.0195 7.82

56022.03 I 0.0488 1.53 0.0151 8.87

56022.04 B 0.0194 72.54 0.0129 19.05

56022.05 V 0.0288 92.40 0.0152 15.12

56022.06 R 0.0425 17.03 0.0171 11.53

56610.19 V 0.0488 3.48 0.0111 6.52

56610.22 I 0.0567 0.00 0.0042 2.12

56610.23 R 0.0526 3.66 0.0242 13.18

56610.25 B 0.0637 1.90 0.0351 15.79

56714.09 V 0.1242 85.81 0.0127 2.93

56726.08 B 0.0601 75.52 0.0260 12.39

56726.09 V 0.0410 75.25 0.0233 16.28

56726.10 R 0.0656 80.67 0.0239 10.44

56726.11 I 0.0379 5.24 0.0209 15.8

56946.28 B 0.0826 86.66 0.0070 2.43

56946.30 V 0.0401 106.55 0.0152 10.86

56946.31 R 0.0601 79.15 0.0084 4.00

56946.32 I 0.0306 1.22 0.0136 12.73

56981.29 V 0.0823 3.00 0.0267 9.29

56981.30 R 0.0624 6.25 0.0089 4.09

56981.30 I 0.0505 12.85 0.0144 8.17

MNRAS 000, 1–35 (2023)
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Figure B1. Top panel: H𝛼 profiles from the BeSS database, coloured according to the dates shown in the other panels. Middle panel: Equivalent width (EW)
measurements of all profiles. In the top axis, dates are shown in years. Bottom panel: Violet over red ratios (V/R) calculated for all profiles. In the bottom axis,
dates are shown in shifted Heliocentric Julian Dates. Both EW and V/R panels share the same time scale.
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APPENDIX C: ADDITIONAL CORNER PLOTS
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Figure C1. Same as Fig. 8, but for the polarisation data of 𝛽 CMi.
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Figure C2. Same as Fig. 8, but for the UV-NIR section of the SED data of 𝛽 CMi.
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Figure C3. Same as Fig. 8, but for the MIR-Radio section of the SED data of 𝛽 CMi.
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APPENDIX D: PHOTOSPHERIC GRID ON A COLOUR-MAGNITUDE DIAGRAM
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Figure D1. Absolute magnitude MV × (B-V) colour-magnitude diagram of the photospheric grid on the Vega system. The configuration of this figure (markers’
colours, types and sizes) follows Fig. 1. A significant feature shows up on the observational diagram, which is the cone opening caused by the different
inclination angles. Models observed pole-on, when rotating fast, seem brighter, while models observed edge-on seem dimmer and redder.
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