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Abstract

Context. The evolution of massive stars is still partly unconstredindass, metallicity, mass loss and rotation are the mairedsiof
stellar evolution. Binarity and magnetic field may also #igantly afect the fate of massive stars.

Aims. Our goal is to investigate the evolution of single O starhimGalaxy.

Methods. For that, we use a sample of 74 objects comprising all luniiypatasses and spectral types from O4 to 09.7. We rely on
optical spectroscopy obtained in the context of the MiMe&/ey of massive stars. We perform spectral modelling with ¢bde
CMFGEN. We determine the surface properties of the samphs,stith special emphasis on abundances of carbon, nitrage
oxygen.

Results. Most of our sample stars have initial masses in the range ZDtMy. We show that nitrogen is more enriched and
carborioxygen more depleted in supergiants than in dwarfs, withtgishowing intermediate degrees of mixing. CNO abundaarees
observed in the range of values predicted by nucleosyrthiesiugh the CNO cycle. More massive stars, within a givemnosity
class, appear to be more chemically enriched than lower stass. We compare our results with predictions of threesygfe
evolutionary models and show that, for two sets of model8p &) our sample can be explained by stellar evolution incigdi
rotation. The &ect of magnetism on surface abundances is unconstrained.

Conclusions. Our study indicates that, in the 20-50Jvmass range, the surface chemical abundances of most sirgjer<n the
Galaxy are fairly well accounted for by stellar evolutionrofating stars.

Key words. Stars: Early-type — Stars: atmospheres — Stars: fundahparemeters — Stars: abundances

1. Introduction blue supergiants. The most massive ones may then enterthe un
] ] S stable phase of Luminous Blue Variables (LBV), while the-oth

Massive stars are usually defined as stars with initial nsasggs evolve into red supergiants before their final expladitwst
larger than about 8 M. They have short lives (about 5 to 20stars with initial masses higher than 25;Mvolve back to the
Myr) and explode as core-collapse supernovae. Before gndibt part of the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram (HRD) due to the
their life, they change appearance while crossing varitidses action of strong stellar winds which peef ¢heir outer layers:
of their evolution. Born as O and early B stars, they becon@ﬁey appear as Wolf-Rayet (WR) stars offeiient flavor (WN,

WC or WO) depending on the strength of mass loss and the ad-

* Based on observations obtained at 1) the Telescope Beryatd Lvancement of nucleosynthesis in their internal layers.

(USR5026) operated by the Observatoire Midi-Pyrénéesdysite de This general picture (the Conti scenafio, Cdnti 1975) has

Toulouse (Paul Sabatier), Centre National de la Rechercleatfique . ~

of France; 2) at the Canada-France-Hawaii Telescope (CRHiQh been refined over t.he. years (mcm?) but stiless
from many uncertainties. For instance, the exact role of B¢

is operated by the National Research Council (NRC) of Cantma - - :
Institut National des Science de I'Univers of the Centreitvetl de Phase is a matter of debate (Smith & Owocki 2006). The na-

la Recherche Scientifique (CNRS) of France, and the Uniyendi ture of type Iific supernovae is not clear (elg. Groh éf al. 2013).
Hawaii; 3) at the ES@a Silla Observatory under program ID 187.D-The oxygen-rich WR stars (type WO), once thought to be more
0917. evolved than any other WR stars, may simply be the hottest WC
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stars [(Tramper et al. 2013). Mass is also not the only paramesults of__Hunter et al! (2008). However, Maeder étlal. (3009
ter governing the evolution of massive stars which, esfigciaconcluded that only 20% of B stars did not follow the predic-
in the advanced phases, depends on mass loss. The strefigtis of evolutionary models. Hunter et al. (2009) extenthe

of radiatively driven winds scales with metallicity (Vinkall work of [Hunter et all.[(2008) to the SMC and the Milky Way.
2001 Crowther et al. 2002; Mokiem eflal. 2007). ConseqyentThey confirmed the presence of N-rich B stars with relatively
the evolution of massive stars isfected by their metal con- low V sini that cannot be explained by standard evolution, un-
tent. Another major ingredient of massive star evolutionois less, in the case of supergiants, they are post-red supeafia
tation. Through its mechanicatfects, it flattens stars which injects.

turn modifies the surface properties (local temperaturegaan- IPrzybilla et al. (2010), building on previous works
ity). This results in asymmetrical stellar winds, whictieats (Nieva & Przybilla [2006,[ 2007{ Przybilla etlal. 2006), used

angular momentum loss as well as the strength of mass logd only nitrogen but also carbon and oxygen to investigage t
itself (Maeder & Meynet 2000). In addition, rotation trigge evolution of surface chemistry of B stars. They showed that
hydrodynamical instabilities in the internal layers, leadto the ratios NC and NO were tightly correlated, as expected
transport of angular momentum and mixing (Maeder & Meynétom the physics of CNO burning. In addition, they showed tha
11996;| Heger et al. 2000). Material produced in the core or navolutionary models could qualitatively account for thega of
clear burning shells is transported to the surface, chantiie observed XC ratios in most cases, although the models seemed
appearance of stars. The presence of a magnetic field fiey ato slightly underpredict the amplitude of chemical mixing.
mixing triggered by rotation, and subsequentlyimpact tredie  [Maeder et dl.[(2014) re-analyzed part of the VLT Flames surve
tion (Maeder & Meynelt 2005; Petrovic etlal. 2005). Last but n@® stars sample in light of these results. They again foundya ve
least, the presence of a companion may drastically charege tight correlation between /& and NO. They compared this
evolution of massive starﬂf%ﬂﬂ@bﬂ): tidal interacémd trend with diferent evolutionary models but could not favour
mass transfer can severely modify the rotation, surfacenehe one over the other because of the too large uncertaintidwin t
cal composition and mass of binary components (Petrovid etabserved abundance ratios. The general conclusion of these
2005; de Mink et gl. 2009; Song et al. 2013). studies is that evolutionary models including rotatiorrogiuce
Surface abundances are a key to the understanding of sigll the surface chemical properties of most B stars, but an
gle star evolution. The more evolved a star is, the heavier tincertain fraction of them may require additional physkss.
elements detected on its surface. These elements are seerfasea given set of models for B stars cannot be preferred.
cause mixing transports them to the surface and, in the @agdan ~ Chemical abundance determinations of more massive O stars
phases, because mass loss removes external layers, ptishingre less numerous. Although mixing is expected to be strange
stellar surface deeper where elements were produced by mere massive stars, and thus easier to test, it is also miiiti
clear burning. In OB stars, the formefect (mixing) dominates. to determine CNO abundances in O stars. Compared to B stars,
Surface abundances are thus a direct signature of nuckiesynnon-LTE dfects are much stronger and line formation is harder
sis and rotation. Since the main nuclear reactions in OB star to reproduce in atmosphere models (Rivero Gonzalez et al.
those of the CNO cycle, helium, carbon, nitrogen and oxygen &2011; [Martins & Hillier [2012).[ Rivero Gonzalez etial. (2012
the key elements probing internal mixing during early etiolu determined nitrogen abundances of LMC O stars. Their sam-
Evolutionary calculations show that during the main segaen ple was limited to 20 objects, but they seemed to find a large
the surface nitrogen abundance increases, while carbomagnd population of N-rich slow rotators as is found among B stars.
gen are depleted (Maeder & Meyhet 2000; Laliger 2012). At tBeuret et al. [(2013) obtained CNO abundances of 23 SMC O
same time, the surface helium contentincreases too, gthoyr  dwarfs. Based on the/® and NO ratios, they found that only
only a smaller fraction than C, N and O because He is alrea8¥o of the stars were clearly not compatible with evolutignar
the second most abundant element on the surface. Evolationaodels (another 26% being only marginally compatible) hie t
calculations also predict that the degree of chemical rgixie- Galaxy,[Bouret et al. (2012) provided abundances of 8 super-
pends on metallicity and initial mass, mainly because ffedi giants. Four objects were correctly explained by modelé wit
ences in the internal rotational velocity profile (¢.g. Meeelt al. rotation, while four showed too large/® ratios. Qéﬁiﬁé etal.
2014)[Aerts et a1[(2014) pointed out that pulsations mayrbe (2012b) analyzed 8 Galactic dwarfs and concluded that thiei
portant too. trogen surface content was consistent with evolutionagks
Tests of the predictions of evolutionary models includingf appropriate initial mass. Clearly, our current underetag of
the efects of rotation have been mainly performed on B starsurface abundances of O stars is incomplete. Samples age so f
The VLT Flames survey of massive stazodgpited to about 10-20 objects of a given luminosity clagsaa
[2006) collected optical spectra of hundreds of OB stars én tBiven metallicity. o _ _
Milky Way, the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) and the Small  In this paper, we present a significant improvement of this
Magellanic Cloud (SMC). Stellar and wind properties were déituation. We determine the stellar parameters and CN@aeirf
rived by[Mokiem et al. (2006, 2007), Hunter ef al. (2007) an@bundances of 74 Galactic O stars. We compare teeiNd NO
Trundle et al.[(2007). Hunter etlal. (2008) compared theaserf values with predictions of various grids of evolutionaryaets.
nitrogen content with projected rotational velociti&sgini) for We investigate theféects of mass and metallicity on chemical
LMC B stars. They found that about 60% of their sample wa®ixing. The paper is organized as follows: the sample and the
well accounted for by evolutionary calculations. The remraj Observations are described in Ségt. 2; the analysis methad a
40% were either too N-rich or too N-poor for théirsini. In par-  results are presented in Ségt. 3; the CNO surface abundareces
ticular, a group of stars with low sini showed significant nitro- discussed in Sedil 4 and the conclusions are given in[Sect. 5.
gen enrichment. This study relied on stars with masses leetwe
10 and 20 My which may be too wide to separate thieets f2 Observations and sample
of rotation and mass on chemical mixing. To better account fo
mass dependence of chemical enrichment, Brottlet al. (J01Tine observations were performed within the MiMeS survey of
performed population synthesis calculations and confirthed massive stars (Wade et al. in prep.). The survey was designed
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to investigate the magnetic properties of massive OB stdrk.
O stars were observed, including nine magnetic stars. Tihe cr 5T
teria were the visibility from one of the three sites of obser L
vation (see below), the V-band apparent magnitude so tleat th L
high signal-to-noise ratio required for spectropolarineaibser- -
vations can be reached<¥<8), and (in most cases) the exis- 4 —
tence of UV spectroscopy (mainly frold/E). Large observing T oo
programs were granted for the observations. The threeasites | 4004
instruments are:

33— 5005
- —.- 5045
Y]

< | — 21 lines
combined

— Canada France Hawaii Telescope: the spectropolarimeter
ESPaDONS was used. It is an échelle spectrograph with a [
resolving power of 65000 equipped with polarimetric capa- o L\
bilities. The wavelength coverage is 3700 A to 1,06. The LN
faintest northern targets were observed with ESPaDONS. - N

— Pic du Midi Observatory: NARVAL, a twin of ESPaDONS, N N
is mounted on the 2 meters Télescope Bernard Lyot. The ) B
wavelength coverage and spectral resolution are the same = |

as ESPaDONS. The brightest northern targets were observed | e |
with NARVAL. I S T T N SN TR SO SN SR SO S N

— La Silla Observatory: the HARPS spectrograph equipped 0 1 2 3
with its polarimetric module (HARPSpol) mounted on the N/H [x 104]

ESO 3.6m telescope was used to observe southern targets.

The spectral resolution of HARPSpol is 105000 and tHgigure 1. lllustration of the éect of the choice of the spectral
wavelength coverage is 3800-7000 A. lines for the determination of the nitrogen abundance af sta

HD 207538. The thin broken lines shows the normalizéd
curve when the fit is performed on individual lines (waveléng
For each star, at least one sequence of four polarimetrierobdndicated in the figure). The bold solid curve shows tfief the
vations (to obtain Stokes V profiles) was performed. Detgcti 2nalysis combining 21 N and Nm lines. The black dot shows
Zeeman signatures requires signal-to-noise ratios (SK&\e the preferred value of i resulting from the fit of the combined
eral hundreds (the exact value depending on the strengtreof {n€S; together with the error bars.

magnetic field, the spectral type and the rotational velpcithe

distribution of SNR was quite broad, extending from below 10

Up to mo_re than 2000. The _median SNR of all Stars_ was 800 FB?rAtmosphere models and Spectroscopic ana'ysis
pixel. This makes the resulting spectra perfectly suitebun-
dance analysis, since even the weakest metallic linessoleel We have used the code CMFGEN_(Hillier & Miller 1998)
and detected. The data were reduced usind.ibve Esprit pack- to determine the fundamental properties of the sample.stars
age. A full description of the reduction process is provided CMFGEN computes non-LTE and spherical models of massive

e.g/Wade et al 1). The data are described in greatait destars atmospheres. Itincludes winds and line-blankeTing hy-
by Wade et al. (in prep). drodynamical structure (density, velocity) is given as @aoui.

Our goal is to investigate the chemical properties of sing][ahe velocity structure is co_nstruct_ed from a combinatiomuof
O stars. We began by renormalising all observations. Ouef tNner structure and A velocity law in the outer part. Once the
111 objects observed by MiMeS, we then excluded all the kno#Y€! Populations have converged (see below) the radiative
spectroscopic binaries (SB1 and SB2). This includes stitts wceleration is calculated and a new inner structure is coetput
known orbital parameters as well as stars for which onlyshin@nd connected to the sarfevelocity law. Two of these global
of binarity have been reported (radial velocity variatioosm- terations have been performed in our computation, regin
posite spectrum). We ended up with a sample of 67 O stars. Thge!-consistent hydrodynamical structure below the eotian
distribution with respect to luminosity classes is thedaling: POINt- The density structure is obtained from the mass gense
23 dwarfs, 4 subgiants, 16 giants, 6 bright giants and 18rsup¥tion equation. The level populations are calculatedugho
giants. The spectral type distribution is: 45 stars with709. the rate equations. A super-level approach is used to reitiece
ST < 08. 17 stars with O7.5% ST < 06 and 5 stars with SE  Siz€ of the problem (and thus the computing time). We have in-
05.5. Thus the sample contains abg3téf late type O stars. We ¢luded the following elements in our calculations: H, HeNC,
have also included seven O stars with a magnetic fidaric, ©: Ne, Si, S, Ar, Ca, Fe and Ni. Once the atmospheric structure
HD 108, HD 57682, HD 148937, HD 191612, Trigland IS obtz_ilned, a formal s_olutlon _of th(_e radiative transferaiqm,
CPD-28 2561. The magnetic stars HD 47129, HD 37742 aHEIudlr)g the proper I|ne.proflles., is performed. A depthivar
NGC1624-2 were not included: the first two objects are besariab|e microturbulent velocity starting from 10 km'sat the pho-
while the second has such a strong field that lines iez®d tosphere and reaching 10% of the terminal velocity at the top

by significant Zeeman broadening, rendering the spectpisco®f the atmosphere is assumed. The resulting spectrum is con-
analysis uncertain. volved with the appropriate rotational and macroturbubest

locities (see below) and is compared to the observed spettru

! reported to be magnetic lhy Nazé et Al. (2012). The spectsed u 2 Instrumental broadening being of the order of 4 krh # is negli-
in the present paper was obtained from the FEIROS archive. gible
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We have relied on the following diagnostics to constrain the

fundamental parameters:

— Rotational velocity: V sini is obtained by the Fourier trans-
form method|(Grey 1976; Simon-Diaz & Herrero 2007). We
have used @i 5592 as our main indicator. In case the spec-
trum in that region was not of good enough quality, we relied
on Civ 5802 or Ha 4713. The synthetic spectra computed
by CMFGEN have been convolved by a rotational profile
corresponding to the position of the first zero in the Fourier

Cm 5353, G 5272, Gt 5826, Cit 6205, Ciit 6744. One to

14 lines were used depending on the star and quality of the
spectrum. We excludedi@ 4647-50-51 and @ 5696 since
their formation process depends on fine details of atomic
physics and of the modelling (Martins & Hillier 2012).
Nitrogen: N1 3995, Nit 4004, Nir 4035, Nit 4041, Nt 4044,

Nm 4196, Nu 4447, Nm 4511, Nm 4515, Nmr 4518,
Nm 4524, No 4607, Nu 4803, Nm 4907, Nm 5001,

Nmo 5005, Nm 5011, Nm 5026, Nm 5045, Niv 5200,

N v 5204, Nit 5676, Nit 5680. Four to 22 lines were used.

transform. The uncertainty o sini is ~10 km s*. -
— Macroturbulent velocity: We fitted the Qu 5592 line with
different synthetic spectra convolved by a Gaussian profile
mimicking macroturbulence (in addition to the convolution
by rotational broadening). The Gaussian prBfilas of the
2

1

Oxygen: Ou 3792, On 3913, Oun 3955, Oun 3963, On 4277-
78, Oun 4284, On 4305, Oun 4318, On 4321, Oun 4368,
On4416,014418, On1 4592, On 4597, Ou 4603, On 4611,
O 4663, On 4678, Ou 4700, On 4707, Om 5592. Two to
20 lines were used.

form - e %« . The uncertainty on these measurements
is ~10 km s1. Figure[1 illustrates the importance of selecting as margslias

— Effective temperature: the ionization balance method base®©Ssible for the abundance determinations. Each line used i
on helium lines was used. In practice, the following linedividually gives a diferent abundance. Taking into account as
were selected: He4026, Ha 4388, Ha 4471, Ha 4713, Mmany lines as possible gives an average value/bf &hd pro-
Her 4922, Har 4200, Her 4542, Har 5412. We have ex- Vides a better estimate of the uncertainty. The errors aee du
cluded Ha 5876 and Ha 4686 since they are usually af-t0 uncertainties in atomic data, in the line formation peses
fected by winds. Given the good quality of the data and tr_{gon-LTE dfects) and to the accuracy of the ionization balance

relatively large number of diagnostic lines, the typicatem N Our models for the es_tim_atedfective temperature (especially
tainty on our determinations is 1000 K. when lines of consecutive ions from the same element arg.used

— Surface gravity: the wings of Balmer lines are the main di-1he final errors range from 20% to 100% in the worst cases.

agnostic of log. Due to the échelle nature of our spectrTm%The are larger than errors quoted for B st eta

the normalization around Balmer lines wasfidult. We of- LNiey 4; Maeder et al. 2014) for the rea-

ten observed that a value of lgdeading to a good fit to SONS mentioned above (non-LTHexts are much more severe in

one line was not necessarily the best value for other lin3.Stars). Our error determination does not include unceres

Consequently, we estimate an uncertainty of about 0.15 ok 7er andor logg. In a previous study_(Martins etlal. 2012a),

on logg as representative of our determinations. we used a dierent approach: for ffierent values of e and logg

we ran models with various abundances and selected, for each

In absence of strong constraint on the distance of most of @ Of temperatures and gravities, the best fit abundancthatle
stars, we decided to adopt the luminosities. We used thiereali COmputed the average and standard deviation of these neeasur
tions of Martins et dl.[(2005) for that purpose. The wind para Ments that we adopted as the derived abundance and untertain
eters (mass loss rate, terminal velocity, clumping) wetéreen  We checked on one example that both strategies (the present o
both Hr and the UV lines Siv 1400, Giv 1550, Her 1640 and and that of Martins et al. 2012a) lead to similar results.
N1v 172@. However, since our prime focus was to constrain the Fig.[2 shows a typical fit we obtain, with HD 207538 as
surface stellar parameters and abundances, we did notlpaishan example. The quality is usually very good. Some problems,
analysis of the wind parameters as far as that of the surface mostly due to normalization of the échelle spectra, renraia
rameters. We simply ensured that they lead to a reasonabfe fitew regions (e.g. the blue wing ofdfl For the reasons given pre-
the above lines. viously, the fit of Om 5592 is not perfect: fitting this line would

In addition to the classical parameters listed above, wk totequire a larger @+ ratio, but at the cost of degrading the fit
special care in determining the surface abundances of CNO @&fl many other oxygen lines, especially the numerouslides
ements. Once the fundamental parameters were constrainedbetween 4590 and 4615 A.
ran several models changing only the CNO abundances. We thenfig. [3 shows the position of the sample stars in theglog

performed g~ analysis to estimate the abundances (and the asr,; diagram. In absence of accurate constraints on their dis-
sociated uncertainties) giving the best fit to selectedslif®r tg3nce and thus on their luminosity, this diagram better act
each element, the? function was renormalized so that the minifor their evolutionary status. Tracks including rotatiomr
mum haS a Value Of 10 The"]uncertainty was set to the abunEkslrQ" m el d||_(;oj_2) are Overplotted_ Some stars ha\/d$|m|
dances for whicly? = 2.0. This process is illustrated in Figl 17, and loge explaining that the number of apparent points in
for the case of carbon in HD 207538. The choice of the diagiq. [3 is smaller than 74. Most of the sample stars have initia
nostic lines depend_s on the quallty_of the spectrum and on h@sses between 20 and 5QMDwarfs, giants and supergiants
spectral type. Here is the list of the lines among which weenage clearly separated in lgg Subgiants and bright giants are
the selection of the diagnostics used in fReanalysis: nested respectively between dwarfs and giants and giadts an
supergiants, as expected. Dwarfs have surface gravitteebn
- Carbon: Cm 4068-70, Gu 4153, Cm 4156, Gt 4163, 38 and 4.2. This range is the same across the 20-50rdss
Cm 4187, Gu 4267, Gu 4325, Gn 4666, Gn 5246, ange. Giants have lgg-3.7 in the highest masses probed and
3 : L logg~3.5 in the lowest mass bin. Supergiants have about the
Note that this definition is slightly dierent from thaticommonly same log; as giants around 40 &} but logg~3.2 at M=20 Mo
used in studies of macroturbulence where the profite ds i . These trends are quantitatively consistent with thoserahited
4 We used spectra from tH&/E archive. byMartins et al.[(2005).




Martins et al.: CNO abundances of Galactic O stars

08| -

3 06[ E

ha [ 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 7
E 4200 4250 4300 4350 4400 4450 4500

=

g 1 T I T T T T I T T T T I T T T T I T T T T I_

2 1 i .

0.9 [ 0.8 [ ]

08 | [ ]

- 0.8 - ]

0-7 -_l 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 J C 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 l_

4500 4550 4600 4650 4700 4850 4900 4950 5000 5050

:I T T T T I: : T T I I: E I T T |E : T I L=

1 1 E N 1 . 1 - E 1 ]

{ oe8fF 3 C ] 0oF E .

] o . 0.98 - ~ 0.8 = = i 1

0.95 — 0.96 - ] 5 b d 3 E 0.8 i —_

1 oseaf 4 09%8F 1 °7F E [ -

N o ] - : - 3 0.6 |- -

0.9 092p .4 084p | 3 08 F L] [ 1]

5420 5590 5595 5680 6550 6680

A[R)

Figure 2. Best fit model (red) of the observed spectrum (black) of HDS387

The location of the supergiants in Figl 3 corresponds & Surface abundances

the end of the main sequence in the evolutionary tracks of

lEkS.tl’_Qm_e_t_a"L(ZQlZ) As noted lb;LM_a.LtLELS_&_BaI.a.bIb_S_@QlI?»)” General trends

this is an indication that the size of the convective corehef t

Ekstom et al. models is appropriate, at least in the 20-59 My T 1[(2009) stressed that surface abundancestiepen

mass bin we probe here. The magnetic stars cover a Tang%ﬁeral parameters in single stars: rotation, mass, ricitalVe

surface gravities. HD 191612 has the same gravity diet®&ve ,re studying Galactic stars. To first order, we will assuna th

temperature as the bright giant HD 34656. they all have a solar metallicity. This may not be true forwa fe
objects, but since the sample is biased towards relativéghb
stars (for magnetic studies), it is reasonable to assunientbst
of the targets are close to the Sun and thus share its miyallic
As already stressed, our sample contains mainly stars mittali
masses between 20 and 5Q;MAlthough wide, this range is
not extreme. We will investigate the surface abundancesiof s
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Table 1. Properties of the sample stars.

Star ST T& logg V sini Vmac CH N/H O/H

[kK] [kms™] [kms?i [104 [104 [104
HD 13745 09.71i(n) 29 3.1 175 49 4122
HD 14633 ON8.5V 34 38 100 76 1.7;553
HD 24431 o9lll 335 3.75 37 43 3.9;93
HD 24912 O7.51I(n)((f)) 34  3.60 180 50 3.81%;3
HD 30614 0O9la 295 3.25 50 47 2.7%;%
HD 34078 09.5V 33 4.0 25 5 5.52
HD 34656 07.511(f) 36 3.75 30 40 1.7‘;1-g
HD 35619 07.5V((f)) 35  3.90 56 30 3.31338
HD 36512 09.7V 325 4.0 20 10 5.2@38
HD 36861 o8lli((f)) 35 3.75 38 38 4.7?}8
HD36879  O7V(n)(f)z 365 3.75 200 - 2.1%3
HD 38666 09.5V 33 40 111 16 2.71
HD 42088 o6V 38 4.0 41 37 2.319
HD 46056 o8vn 345 375 330 - 2818
HD 46106 09.7111(n) 305 3.8 79 62 1.1§5;§
HD 46150 05V((f)z 42 40 100 38 2.0183
HD 46202 09.2V 335 4.2 15 13 3.4193
HD 46223 OYAV(())] 43 4.0 100 32 2.4@;g
HD 46485 o7V((H)nz 36 375 300 _ 44733
HD 46966 08.51V 3 39 33 36 2.91538
HD 47432 09.7Ib 29 315 50 55 2.7;353"
HD 55879 09.71l1 31 36 25 25 3.0;%;8
HD 66788 o8V 345 40 24 31 4.3%8
HD 6681F 04l(n)fp 40 3.64 210 90 1.3593
HD 69106 09.7lin 29 34 320 - 2.5%2
HD 93250 04lli(fc) 42 3.75 90 52 2.0;%3
HD 149038 09.7lab 28,5 3.25 38 40 2.3°1¢
HD 149757 09.21Vnn 31 36 400 - -
HD 151804 O8laf 30 3.0 70 35 -
HD 152247 09.211l 32 36 41 52 4634
HD 152249 OC9lab 31 3.5 43 48 >7.0
HD 153426 08.5lll 34 38 46 51 4.628
HD 153919 O6lafcp 36 33 70 62 -
HD 154368 0O9lab 31 3.25 49 36 6.1:14
HD 154643 09.711l 31 36 72 52 3.8_&3%
HD 155806 07.5V((H)z 36 4.0 37 46 4.0;33gi
HD 155889 09.51V 335 4.0 33 25 3.31%5g
HD 156154 07.5Ib(f) 335 35 42 52 5.21%;%
HD 162978 08lI((f) 34 35 35 46 3.911
HD 164492A 07.5Vz 38 42 48 21 3.&9?5
HD 167263 09.5llI 31 35 46 77 o0 2.4_?{5
HD 167264 09.7lab 28  3.10 70 22 g 3.8%;%
HD 167771  O7HI(fyo8Ill 35 3.6 65 54 & 60 4.0°3
HD 186980 O7.511((f)) 35 36 40 40 2t : 3.5j93g 3488
HD 188001 O7.5labf 33 3.35 60 46 0 3.5@3g 5,033
HD 188209 09.5lab 298 3.2 45 33 98 4.4j§?§ 4 8j53
HD 189957 09.711l 31 36 65 25 0:8 <07 2 qﬁ
HD 192281 04.5Vn(f) 39 3.5 245 - T 8.479 1 4+g§§
HD 192639 O7.5labf 335 33 80 50 2% >5.0  3.37%
HD 193443 o9l 32 36 46 60 24 <0.7 4.57*
HD 199579 06.5V((f))z 415 4.15 55 50 zogg O.8j§§ 6.0%3
HD 201345 ON9.2IV 34 4.0 75 32 <0.4 4.0 3.6'21
HD 203064 07.5llin((f)) 34 36 300 - 1Bl 1.@53 4.57*
HD206183  O095N-V 33 41 15 6 188 o078 2gis
HD 207198 08.5ll 325 350 60 27 1% 1 9;833 2.8;ﬂ
HD 207538 09.7IV 30.5 3.75 20 27 0 1 1185?1 2.81%%
HD 209975 091b 30.5 3.35 48 40 1% 21719 55
HD 210809 0O9lab 305 3.35 57 50 ; 3 6j% 3 4j3g
HD 210839 06l1(n)fp 36 35 210 80 06 6.@938 2.5j%8
HD 214680 o9V 35.0 4.05 15 15 2 1.6§5§g 6.054
HD 218195 O85llINstr 34 3.8 34 34 2;%;)* 5.0;%8 4 eﬁg
HD 218915 09.2lab 30 3.25 50 32 Qoé 5.6jl-§ 4 0;§3

Notes. () Adopted froni Bouret et Al (2012). Spectral types armfBota et dl[ (2011, 2014).



Martins et al.: CNO abundances of Galactic O stars

Table 1. Continued.

Star ST T& logg V sini Vmac CH N/H O/H
[kK] kms™] [kms? [10% [10] [109
HD 227757 095V 34 40 21 13 2% 087 5627
HD 258691 o9V 335 4.0 14 18 1 <10  3.0%
HD328856 ~ 09.7Il 30 34 58 55 1% 1508 51723
BD-134930 095V 33 41 <15 <5 159 o9l 43%
BD+60499 095V 34 40 30 25 z%é 0.8:§'§ 4.4%}%
Magnetic stars
HD 108 O8f?p 35 35 1 38 B 307 2.323
HD 57682 09.2IV 345 4.0 23 14 g 1 2183 3823
HD 148937 O6f?p 40 4.0 22 60 T 5012 1.7:39
HD 191612 osf?p 36  3.75 1 38 o 2008 108
g'ori C o7V 38 42 24 32 1%3 0.45j§%5 1.0;§¢§
CPD-282561 06.5(?p 35 4.0 1 70 0 <05 <15
Trl6 22 Of?p 35 4.2 38 9 2%0 <0.8 457

Notes. Spectral type of BD-134930 from Hillenbrand et al. (1993)mBol * stands for 'adopted’.

T T T Pl T T T
3 y 3 -
/,/’ !
e [ ) A I
. e
o o . m T -
i et 2
/: /// [ ] .’//'/ AV
= Y /./‘/C. ._4-_/'// // A
=7 P . 1B |
3 -~ el ~~ e /// g
3] - iy / ‘
o 7 e / = a—d
8 3.5 - /'/ O { ] ’/ Ve = — -
[3) 4 (&)
/
=] // ] | G | // E —B— —
=] ’ ] / ~ | | An | 4
F ® A n / @ w w
S ) il
: - o} | 4 /£ S ] 1
- ik
) ol L - |
)
o ,,
T = ‘
| e
bl
,,,,,, [, o I . s SRS S
71 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I

4.65 4.6 4.55 4.5 4.45 4 3.5 3
log (T*) log g (rotation corrected)

Figure 3. logg - Ter diagram of the sample stars. Red triangleBigure 4. log N/C (by number) as a function of lagfor the sam-

are dwarfs; pink pentagons are subgiants; green squargs argle stars. The dotted line shows the solar value of 1gGjNc-

ants; yellow octagons are bright giants; blue circles apesu cording to Grevesse etlal. (2010).

giants. Open symbols are magnetic stars, with magenta hep-

tagons being Of?p stars. Evolutionary tracks includingtioh

are from_ Ekstrom et all (20112). Typical error bars are inthd (Grevesse et &l. 2010). Hence, as expected from their Isitjno

in the figure. class, most dwarfs are barely evolved both in terms of sarfac
gravity and surface abundances. The dwarfs with I¢GJNO.4—

1.1 are HD 192281, HD 46223 and HD 46150, the earliest
samples in the following, but we first present the resultdfier dwarfs of our sample (spectral types 04-05), and thus akso th
entire sample. most massive ones. Since chemical enrichment is expecte to

Fig.[4 displays the values of log (®) as a function of sur- stronger in more massive stars, finding them above the bulk of
face gravity. MC traces the evolution in terms of nucleosynthe® dwarfs in Fig[#% is natural. We will come back to this below.
sis, while loge indicates to first order the evolution in the HR di-The dwarf with log(NC)=0.2 is HD 36879. Its spectral type is
agram and thus the age. In this figure, the dwarfs, giantsand ©7. It is thus intermediate between the early O dwarfs and the
pergiants are very well separated in surface gravities.mai@ bulk of the O dwarfs, made of 08-09.5 stars. Only HD 14633,
feature of the plot is the clear and significant increase /@ Nwith log(N/C)=1.24, escapes the expected trends. It is a late O
as logg decreases. All (but five) dwarfs have log@<0 and dwarf (O8.5) but shows an extreme enrichment. Interegtjritg|
most of them have log(IT) consistent with -0.6, the solar valueis classified as an ON star, indicating that its nitrogendiaee
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which we can rewrite as

T T T T T
" dlog(N/C) 1 @)
g dlog(N/O) ~ 1+ N/O
o } T 1 | 1 In the second case, which applies to stars with masses of the
[ u T T | ] order 5-15 My, it is the®0 abundance which remains constant
. /L, j . and the following relation is obtained
_ " ST awio) NIC 1\ i) @)
> [ = - 1 dw/0)  Njo
< 1 ‘ —
ab | } ! | ‘\‘H 1\} ! i H
e | ' ] which leads to
T /L 1
o A 1 desWNIO) e (4)
I ] dlog(N/0)
ﬁf 1 We have included these limiting cases in Hif). 5 by means of
7 g L ] black solid lines. Remarkably, all stars lie in between ¢hleses
‘ AT 1 (within the error bars). The possible smaffset towards lower
I 1 1 values of log(MO) can easily be accounted for by a slightly
T e different solar MO ratio, within the uncertainties of the solar
' log (N/0) ' abundances measurements. Finding stars in between beth lin

clearly shows that they are in a state where neither CN nor CNO
. . equilibrium is dominant. The dispersion of®lfor a given NO
FigureS5. log (N/C) (by number) as a function of log () for s 5 natural consequence of various internal conditionsféng
the sample stars. The expected trends for the case of CN %ﬂaer the CN or the CNO cycle.
CNO equilibrium are shown by the solid lines. Fig.[d provides additional information regarding chemical
evolution. Looking again at the three groups defined by dsyarf
) o , , iants and supergiants, one sees a very clear separativedret
especially strong. This is confirmed by our analysis: HD B46§ach group. Dwarfs are the least evolved (except for a few ob-
is part|cul_arly nitrogen r_lch. ) jects), then come the giants with intermediate values & N
The giant stars in Fig.]4 show a wider range gNIf the  ang NO and finally supergiants with the largest ratios. This is
lowest values are also consistent with the solar valy€, ®an  the first time such a clear evolutionary sequence between dif
reach 3 (log (NC) = 0.5). Quantitatively, giants are thus on avferent luminosity classes is observed for O stars. The éeniu
erage more chemically evolved than dwarfs. o of chemical abundances can be directly related to the éwalut
Finally, supergiants confirm the trend seen with giants: the terms of spectral appearance and surface gravity. This co
lower the surface gravity, the larger thgQ\ratio. For super- clusion applies in the mass range probed by our analysis (20-
giants, we find log(C) to be systematically above 0, reachingo M) and is valid for an ensemble of stars. There are a few
values of about 1.0. HD 66811, with log (8) = 1.5, stands outliers deviating from this general conclusion. In the d&a
above the bulk of supergiants because its initial mass iseig sub-sample, the earliest O stars (HD 46150, HD 46223 and
(see below). HD 152249, a OC9lab star, is the only clear oy4p 192281) still stand out, as in Fifil 4. The higher mass of
lier with a negative value of log(fT). Qualitatively, we thus ob- these objects is the natural explanation (see below). HOY368
serve a clear trend of chemical enrichment as surface gravit O7v, at log(NO)=0.1 — is more evolved than the late-type
decreases, and thus as evolution proceeds. Although lessrau O dwarfs, but not as evolved as the earliest objects. This is a
ous, subgiants and bright giants do not depart from thisfienqualitative confirmation of the expectation that more massi
We can conclude from Fig] 4 that in the 20-5@;Mhass range stars are more mixed than lower mass stars (Maedef et al).2009
the ratio of nitrogen over carbon surface abundances iseseaHD 14633 is the only clear outlier among dwarfs: it is the sec-
as surface gravity decreases. ond most enriched object (and the carbon abundance beigg onl
Fig.[3 provides further insight into the chemical evolutiomn upper limit, it may be an extraordinary object). In a simil
of the sample stars. The ratio of nitrogen to carbon abureangvay, the other ON star of our sample — the subgiant HD 201345
is shown as a function of the ratio of nitrogen to oxygen abun- also stands out: its enrichment is equivalent to that of the
dances (in a log-log diagram so that the full range of valas cmost evolved supergiants. Clearly, the two ON stars beas-pec
be seen at once). There is a remarkable correlation betvegbn hiar properties. We postpone a detailed analysis of thisifgc
ratios: the larger JD, the larger MC. This is in excellent agree- class of objects to a subsequent publication. Finally,asedut-
ment with the expectations of nucleosynthesis through t@C Jier is HD 152249, a supergiant barely chemically evolved an
cycle/Maeder et al. (2014) studied quantitatively thetietebe- member of the OC class. The most chemically enriched obfect o
tween the MC and NO ratio in two cases. First, for the mostour sample is HD 66811, the most massive O supergiant. Given
massive stars where the CN cycle reaches equilibrium immes initial mass and its advanced evolutionary status (imseof

ately and thé*C abundance is constant, they find that temperature and gravity) it is not surprising that it is alkse
most chemically evolved. HD 66811 is also suspected to be a
d(N/C) N/C 1 (1) runaway star which may indicate past binary interaction.
d(N/O) N/O1+N/O Luminosity class V is the class containing the largest numbe
of object of our sample. They also cover a wider range of spec-
5 The subgiant with log (KC) = 1.0 is also an ON star. tral type (O4 to 09.7) and thus a wide mass range. In[Fig. 6 we
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4.2. Model predictions

- - 1 lished in the last years. In this section, we compare our re-
rA4<085 ‘ ‘ | i sults to the predictions of Brott etlal. (20114), Ekstromlet
L %06-07.5 | | ] (2012) ano_Chifli & Limongi (2013). All three grids include
1 T rotation (with diferent prescriptions) with an initial velocity
[ 4>08 A ] of about 300 km . [Brott et al. (2011a) also include mag-
1 netic field. Metallicity is set to solar (20.014 for Ekstoin et
al., Z=0.01345 for Chiéi & Limongi) except for the grid of
i ] [Brott et al. (2011a) for which 20.0088 (see Martins & Palacios
1 (2013) for a discussion on this topic).
i | Fig.[@ shows two diagrams for each grid of models: on the
o f left part, the log — Ter diagram; on the right part, the log(®)
i | — logg diagram. In each figure, evolutionary tracks for various
initial masses are overplotted. Let us begin with the uppeefs
corresponding to the models|of Ekstrom €tlal. (2012). Tigg lo
L [ — T diagram reveals that most stars have initial masses between
/R 1 20 and 40 M. In the log(NC) — logg diagram, as we have al-
[ 1 ready described, most dwarfs lie in the lower left cornehigh
S Y P B logg and low log(NC). Given the error bars, all tracks (with
-1 -0s 0 0.5 ! any initial mass) are consistent with the position of thedseats
log (N/0) which are essentially chemically unevolved. Among the dsvar
showing chemical mixing at their surface, only HD 46150 @og
Figure6. log (N/C) (by number) as a function of log (B) = 4.0 and log(XC) = 0.37) and HD 46223 (log = 4.0 and
for the dwarfs. Diferent symbols refer to fierent spectral type Jog(N/C) = 1.10) are more evolved than expected: their enrich-
bins, as indicated in the figure. Symbols are the same as in Figent is similar to that of a 60 M star while their initial mass
a. is closer to 40-50 M. The supergiant HD 66811 has an ini-
tial mass above 40 M and it is the most evolved of all our
targets. In the log(}C) — logg diagram it is located between
the 40 and 60 M, track and is thus well reproduced by the
show the NC and NO ratios for dwarfs. The objects have beeGeneva tracks. The other supergiants for which we have de-
separated in three spectral type bins: earlier than O3é5,tlzan termined surface abundances are all located in betweensthe 2
08, and intermediate. The early O dwarfs are significantlygmoM¢, and the 40 M, tracks in the left panel. Their /& ratios
mixed than the late O stars. Most intermediate O dwarfs hasee consistently reproduced by these tracks in the righelpan
CNO abundances similar to late-type stars. The only exaeptiwith only one outlier and one star marginally explained. The
(HD 36879) shows an intermediate degree of mixing. Amongatlier (HD 152249 - OC star) is much less evolved than ex-
given spectral class, early-type stars are more massivddbe pected for its mass and surface gravity. The other possililieo
stars. Anticipating on the discussion of the next sectidg,[F is HD 167264 with log(INC)=0.15. The enrichment is slightly
shows that early O dwarfs, which ha¥g: hotter than 39000 K weaker than expected, but théfdrence is marginal and could be
(see Tabld]1l) have masses in the range 35-@0dépending easily explained by a slower rotation. Finally giants, vihatus-
on the evolutionary tracks. Late O stafg; < 34000 K, have ter around the 25 M track in the left panel (except HD 93250,
masses between 18 and 2%Mence, Figl b clearly shows thatabove 40 M), are on average also correctly reproduced by this
mixing is stronger in more massive stars. This is one of tlee pitrack in the log(INC) — logg diagram. However, six objects ap-
dictions of evolutionary models including rotation (e.gg.FL of pear to be less evolved than expected. Given the overalésacc
[.2009). of the Geneva tracks to explain the properties of the erdine-s
ple, we attribute this to rotatiorflects. The two ON stars are, to-
Our study of surface chemical abundances thus demonstr&gther with the OC star HD 152249, HD 46150 and HD 46223,
that single Galactic O stars show the products of nuclebgyntthe only true outliers in the right panel: their strong ehnient
sis occurring through the CNO cycle at their surface. In addiannot be explained by the tracks near which they lie in tfte le
tion, mixing is stronger when 1) stars evolvé the main se- Panel. They are obviously more evolved. The main conclusion
quence and 2) at higher masses. These results are fullystemisi is that the Geneva tracks can consistently reproducefiibetie
with stellar evolution of rotating stars. However, a criicgest of temperature, surface gravity and surfag€atio of 90% (80%
such models would be to show that faster rotators are more &xcluding the weakly enriched giants) of the sample.
riched than slower ones. This would have to be done in narrow Let us now turn to the middle panels of Fig. 7. The evolu-
mass and luminosity class ranges to isolate tieces of rota- tionary tracks are frorm Chi & Limongi (2013). We see in the
tion from those described above. Unfortunately, our sangpleleft panel that most stars have initial masses between 26@nd
still too small to allow such a comparison. Although it indes Mg. The range is wider than in the case of the Geneva mod-
stars withV sini < 30 km s'and others witlV sini > 150 km s, els because the CHie& Limongi tracks evolve more rapidly
the number of fast rotators is small (9 objects) and spread ovowards lower &ective temperature. Consequently, if the con-
the entire mass range (20 to 5041 In a given mass bin, the clusions regarding the initial masses of the dwarfs is unghd,
number of fast rotators is thus too small to lead to any cenclalmost all supergiants are now in the 40-6gMnge, and giants
sive results. This is a clear direction for future work: gzala have masses between 25 and 48.Ms for the Geneva models,
larger sample of fast rotators. in the log(NC) — logg diagram, the dwarfs are mostly accounted

15 T i Several grids of models for massive stars have been pub-
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Figure 7. Left panels: 10g g — Ter diagram with the sample staight panels: log(N/C) — logg diagram. In each panel, evolutionary
tracks for diferent initial masses (indicated in the figures) are ovetg@dofThe upper, middle, lower panels corresponds to tracks

from|Ekstrom et al. (2012), Chié & Limongi (2013), Brott et al.[(2011a) respectively.
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for by the 20-40 M, tracks. HD 46150 and HD 46223 are more
enriched than predicted by the 60gMrack below which they T o e
lie in the right panel. HD 66811 is also much too enriched (as 2| .
are the two ON stars). The supergiants are reasonably well ac | 1
counted for by the 40 and 60 Mtrack between which they lie L

in the logg — T diagram. HD 152249 is less enriched than ex- | _

pected. HD 156154, with log= 3.5 and log(MC)=0.89 is more o! - T
enriched than expected from the 4Q;Mrack (on which it per- - e - |
fectly falls in the left panel). The bright giant HD 34656dlg= 1 - Fﬂ -
3.75 and log(MC)=0.83) faces similar problems with the samegs | [ B EQETA En 7 S
track. On average, the chemical enrichment of the giantsrig v i
well reproduced by the 25 and 40dvitracks. The only clear
exceptions are HD 218195 (Igg= 3.5 and log(XC)=0.4) and
HD 24912 (logg = 3.6 and log(NC)=0.5): their enrichment is i Sini =

higher than expected for 25 dylstars. Two giants with log = ol AL T -
3.6 also have upper limits oryl that cannot be explained by the
25 Mg track. Overall, the models by Chie& Limongi (2013) I
are able to reproduce the observed properties of 80% of the sa = = |
ple. I iy o

S
z
z

a0
2

Finally, let us move to the lower panels of Hig. 7 wherethe -1t Lo w0 100 0 10w 100
tracks by Brott et dI[(201]1a) are used. Thedegl« diagram is -1 e O(N/O) 05 !
very similar to that obtained when using the Ghi& Limongi 8
tracks, hence the conclusions regarding the initial maskte ,
sample stars are the same. In the right panel, the evoluiorfigure8. log (N/C) as a function of log (FD) for the stars of
much faster than in the two previous grids: th€Natio reaches the present study and the O supergiants of Bouret et al. §2012
a maximum at log ~ 4.0, immediately after the zero age mairPP€n stars: spectral type O6-07.5; open pentagons: spypiea
sequence, and remains constant for the rest of the evolutifi-04.5. The supergiants with log/®) > 1.0 are all of spectral
Consequently, the /T values of only about half of the dwarfstyPe O4.
can be explained. The majority of the giants are less erdiche
than observed. Only the three stars witfCN- 1.0 are consis-
tent with the 20-40 M, tracks. For supergiants, the situation i
better since the range of observefCNs compatible with the
predictions of the 40 and 60 Mtracks. HD 66811, HD 46223
and the ON stars are more evolved than expected. We perforriée analysis of abundances in O stars is a quite recent sulbjec
the analysis with a lower initial velocity (200 km'y. The gen- nitrogen has been the focus of most studies sd far (Hunté! et a
eral behaviour of the tracks in the log(®) — logg diagram is [2008; Martins et al. 2012b; Rivero Gonzalez €t al. 2012)nab
the same, except that the plateaus are shifted to lower sraldances for carbon and oxygen are still quite rare. This isiyai
(the logg — Ter diagram is barely changed). This provides a bettue to the requirement for high quality data and state-ef-th
ter explanation for the giants, but the supergiants are ngdo art models to perform their analysis. In Fig. 8 we show the log
accounted for. The main conclusion regarding the Brott et %/CE - Iog NO) diagram where the O supergiants studied by
tracks is that they reproduce only 50% of the sample stars. ) 2) have been added (open symbols). The anal
reason is the very fast mixing in the early phases of evalutio ysis of these eight objects was performed with the same.tools

The abundances were derived from UV spectroscopy rather tha

The comparison of the properties and chemical enrichmeqtical spectroscopy. HD 66811 and HD 210839 are part of both
of the sample stars with the three grids of models has showur and Bouret et al.'s sample. For HD 66811 we found that
that the Eksiin et al. and Chiffi & Limongi tracks do a sim- the parameters derived by Bouret et al. gave an excellert fit t
ilar job in reproducing the observed trends. Their succass rour optical spectrum and thus adopted their parametersufor o
is good. However, there also importanffdrences regarding the study. For HD 210839, we derived slightlyfidirent abundances,
initial mass of the objects inferred from either grid. Thesses still compatible with those of Bouret et al. within the ertmars.
obtained from the Chi& & Limongi are higher than those ob- The sample of Bouret et ial. (2012) contained four O4 stars, on
tained from the Geneva grid. The reason is thfgedénce in lu- 0O4.5 stars, and three O6 to O7.5 stars. The spectral typée of t
minosity and &ective temperature, and thus radius andgog supergiants of our study range between O7.5 and 09.7 (if one
for the same initial mass between both grids. To discrineinagéxcludes HD 66811 and HD 210839). The two sample are thus
between both sets of models, one would need independent nassplementary, probing flerent mass ranges: our supergiants
determinations for the sample stars or alternatively cairgs have initial masses below 40dy] those of Bouret et al. have
on the radius and thus the luminosity. Once accurate disganmasses higher than 40d/based on the Geneva models). Eig. 8
are known, as it will be the case in a few years with wea reveals two things: first, the O6-O7.5 stars of Bouret et aleh
mission, such tests will be possible. The Brott et al. grichofl- about the same /& and NO values as the most evolved of our
els appears to be less suited to explain the properties shiine supergiants; second, the O4 stars of Bouret et al. are merach
ple stars. Mixing is too strong in this grid, which is at lepattly ically enriched than the mid-to-late type supergiants.sehes-
due to the dferent treatment of transport of chemical elementailts teach us that in the supergiant sample, more massinge st
compared to the two other grids (see Martins & Palacios (201show a higher degree of chemical mixing. This latter resuith i
for a summary of the input physics inftérent codes). agreement with our findings for Galactic dwarfs (see $ef. 4.

%.3. Comparison with other studies: mass and metallicity
effects
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Figure9. Comparison between the properties of O dwaripergiants (filled symbols) and the BA dwgsigergiants of

.1(2010) shown by open symbols. Dwarfs arekedhiby triangles, supergiants by circlésft: logg — Ter diagram.
Evolutionary tracks are from Ekstrom el al. (2012). Thengearectangle shows the expected position of the BA supgsgiehen
they were just ff the main sequence, as the O supergiants of our saRfgler: log (N/C) versus log (XO). The error bars have
been omitted for clarity.

IPrzybilla et al. ((2010) performed an abundance determirgspergiants at that time. There the BA supergiants were most
tion in a sample of B dwarfs and BA supergiants. They oliikely less chemically evolved than they are now. Consetjyen
tained a very tight correlation betweerf@and NO that they the possible trend of lower chemical enrichment compared to
interpreted as a clear sign of CNO processing. The slopeeof b supergiant was stronger at that time. All in all, there seem
N/C — N/O relation was found to be in excellent agreement witto be a hint that among evolved objects (in terms of distance
the theoretical expectation from the case where the CN cyttethe main sequence) more massive stars are more chemically
is at equmbrlum In Fig[(P we compare our results to those efvolved. However, the study a larger sample of OBA supetgian

.1(2010). The agreement between both studiess required to confirm this trend.
remarkable (see right panel of Fid. 9). The Przybilla etela+ In conclusion, there is good evidence that chemical mixing
tion falls perfectly onto the one we obtain for O stars. Thadw acts more ficiently at higher masses.
of Przybilla et al. are B-type stars and have thus lower niess t
the dwarfs of our sample, as seen in the left panel of[Hig. 9. In [Bouretetal. [(2013) presented the analysis of the sur-
principle, one expects more mixing in higher mass starsheo face abundances of dwarfs in the Small Magellanic Cloud
relation log(NC) versus log (XO) should be shifted up towards(SMC). Their sample covered spectral types from 04 to O9.
higher nitrogen’ lower carbon-oxygen content for the Galacti&volutionary calculations predict a stronger enrichmeiaer
O dwarfs. We do not observe this trend among the bulk of tieetallicity (e.gl Maeder et &l. 2009). In order to isolatetrsan
stars. Only the early O dwarfs are more chemically evolved, effect, we show in Figi_10 the log (8) — log (NO) diagram
already noted. This indicates that th@eets of initial mass on for dwarfs in our sample and that of Bouret et al. (2013). We
CNO mixing between-9 and~25 Mg, are not strong, at least in have restricted ourselves to stars with; < 37500 K so that
dwarfs. Since these objects are still relatively unevolibis is  all stars have initial masses in the range 18-25 (dccording to
not surprising. Examination of the more evolved BA supertgia the Geneva tracks). Given the error bars, there is no clesd in
of [Przybilla et al. [(2010) may be more relevant to check ma#gs figure: SMC dwarfs do not appear to be significantly more
effects on chemical mixing. These objects cover a range of iiariched than Galactic stars. Since only a modest enrichmen
tial mass between 7 and 25dvaccording to the Geneva trackss expected for such objects, this result is not entirelypssr
(see Fig[D, left panel). The Galactic O supergiants hav&ini ing. More evolved giants or supergiants would be betteretarg
masses between 25 and 4Q;MHence, they represent a grougor this type of comparison. Unfortunately, there are tow @
of more massive stars. In F[d. 9, it seems that the BA supetgjiasupergiants at low metallicity for which CNO abundancesehav
areon average less chemically evolved than the bulk of the Gbeen determined.
supergiants. In addition the BA supergiants are more edadlve To further investigate thefkects of metallicity on the sur-
terms of position along evolutionary tracks (they have loswe- face abundances, we consider in Eid. 11 the O supergiants of o
face gravities than the O supergiants and are farther away frsample together with the B supergiants studieﬁﬁm e
the end of the main sequence). For a meaningful comparii@_% ). These objects are located in external galafie
of the chemical properties with O supergiants, one shoutd cahe Local Group and are metal-poor, with metallicities 0.1.
sider the BA supergiants when they were jufittbe main se- In the left panel of Fig[Zl1, these B supergiants have roughly
quence. The rectangle in Figl. 9 shows the position of the BAe same range of initial masses as the Galactic O supesgiant
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Figure 11. Comparison between the properties of O supergiants (fijenabsls) and the B supergiants at low metallicity of

[Bresolin et al.[(2006, 2007) shown by open symbbisi: log g — Ter diagram. Evolutionary tracks are fram Ekstrom etlal. (2012
Right: log (N/C) versus log (XO).

and NO ratios. The right panel of Fig. L1 does not reveal any
L L clear trend. If anything, the low metallicity B supergiaapgpear
- | somewhatess evolved than the O supergiants. Before further in-
terpretation, this results needs to be confirmed by new aisaly
1 of O and B supergiants infierent environments. We note in par-
‘ T | 1 ticular that the Galactic and low Z stars have not been aedlyz
| =S H I homogeneously (we rely on line fitting while Bresolin et a&-d
I l termined abundances from the curve of growth) and systemati
or ‘ f ! differences between methods may exist.

‘ 1 The present conclusion regarding ttiieets of metallicity on
. ey | 1 the strength of mixing is that there does not seem to be any cle

- | / | 1 trend. To make progress on this topic, samples of O, B and A su-
=05 |- - ﬁiﬂ*‘ 1 N pergiants with the same initial masses arftedent metallicities

I e = ol I need to be defined and analyzed homogeneously.

log (N/C)

il | 4.4. Magnetic stars

| We have included seven known magnetic O stars in our abun-
I 1 l dance studyp*Ori C (Donati et al.[ 2002t Wade etlal. 2006),
R B B B B HD 57682 (Grunhut et al. 2009), HD 108 (Martins et al. 2010),
-1 BN 0 9% HD 148937 |(Hubrig et al. 2008; Wade etlal. 2012), HD 191612
og (N/0) Donati et al. [ 2006, Wade etlal._2011), Tr16-22_(Nazé et al.
. ) and CPD-28 2561 (Wade et al., submitted). Eig. 4 and
Figure 10. log (N/C) as a function of log (kD) for dwarfs stars [gindicate that these magnetic stars have surface abursitrate
with Teg < 37500 K. Filled triangles are Galactic stars fromjo not depart from other O-type stars. Fij. 5 shows that three
our sample; open triangles are SMC dwarfs flom Bouretlet @¢7p stars (HD 108, HD 148937 and HD 191612) are as chem-
(2013). ically evolved as O supergiants or some of the most massive O
dwarfs. HD 57682 lies in the same region as other subgiants.

o . :
of the MiMeS samp® Hence, for the same metallicity, OneOnIy9 Ori C may be shifted towards low values of@or high

3 - lues of MO, but the error bars do not exclude that it is sim-
would expect them to be more chemically mixed. In addl’® !
tion, since mixing is predicted to be stronger at low metifl llar to other O dwarfs. Tr16-22 and CPD-28 2561 have surface

- bundances consistent with the bulk of O dwdrfs. Martinglet a
(Meynet & Maedet 2005), $EN & o - -
S), they should show even high¢T N (20124) reached similar conclusions based on the nitrogen ¢

6 We use evolutionary tracks at solar metallicity, which may be tent of magnetic and comparison stars: magnetic massive sta
appropriate for the B supergiants of Bresolin et al. Howetler mass do not depart from most O stars. Martins et al. also pointed ou
range would not dfer drastically if we were using low Z tracks. that magnetic O stars rotate on average slowly (perhapsibeca
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show NC and NO ratios intermediate between the limiting
A B L cases of partial CN and complete CNO burning.
1h . e among dwarf stars, more massive objects show on average
i 1 a higher degree of chemical mixing than lower mass ob-
ren l _ 1 jects. This trend is also observed among supergiants when

T T I our sample and that of Bouret ef al. (2012) are merged. The
N /] chemical properties of the B supergiantut al.

1 | | (2010) tend to support this behaviour.

0.5 -av

T | | e metallicity efects on the strength of chemical mixing have
_ 171 | not been observed when comparing our results to studies
L 1 conducted in the Magellanic Clouds. This may partially be
= ;’J - due to the lack of studies of large samples of evolved O stars

i &) 1 at low metallicity.
ek " . e the evolutionary models of Ekstrometal. (2012) and
l [Chieffi & Limongi (2013) are equally able to account for the

properties of the Galactic O stars. The models of Brottlet al.
I | ) predict a chemical enrichment that is too strong in
| ! ! Vsini < 40 km/s | the early phases of evolution.
- | e 80% of our sample stars are well accounted for by the pre-
dictions of stellar evolution with rotation.

B U U BRI B e the dfect of magnetism on surface abundances is not clear.
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

log (N/O)

log (N/C)

|
1
e

-05 | | Ly | .

Our results show that Galactic O stars have a chemical evolu-
Figure 12. log (N/C) as a function of log (}D) for stars with tion consistent with CNO nucleosynthesis and chemical mgixi
V sini < 40 km s*. Magnetic stars are shown by open symbolgpossibly due to rotation). In our study, we have focussepren
sumably single O stars to avoid binarjexts. The main reason
is that predictions of the chemical appearance of binarglpro
of magnetic braking). Indeed, the seven O stars listed avave ucts are still very uncertain. Very few gquantitative preidias
V sini < 40 km st have been published so far. The general expectation isitreatb
In Fig.[I2 we show the }C and NO ratios for all stars interaction will lead to chemical enrichmeht. Song ét[a01(®)
(magnetic and non-magnetic) with projected rotationabeiel showed that enrichment may appear faster (i.e. at earla&s
ties smaller than 40 knT$. For any magnetic massive star, oner equivalently at higher log) than in single stardﬁjer
can find a non-magnetic star with a similar surface chemital 2012) indicates that binary models may more easily populat
richment. The wide range of chemical enrichment covered kiye NC-N/O diagram than single star models. However, most
magnetic stars is also covered by slowly rotating non-magneof the investigations have so far been performed for statisen
stars. Consequently, théect of magnetism on chemical mixingmass range 10 to 20 ¢ It may well be that the results can be
and surface abundances is not clear. extrapolated to higher mass stars, but in the absence ofiguan
tative predictions, we cannot perform the same type of t&sts
those that we performed with models of rotating single stars

5. Conclusions and final remarks de Mink et al.|(2014) cautioned that many massive stars will

We have analyzed a sample of 74 Galactic O stars (inclugkperience a merger in an early binary phase, and may thus ap-
ing seven magnetic objects) observed in the context of tpear as single stars. If the merger happetiscsently early, then
MiMeS survey of massive stars. The sample contains (presufte do not expect it toféect the chemical properties of the prod-
ably) single stars, known binaries having been removed. THet, since the two components would be most likely unevolved
observations have been performed with the spectropol&ime as our results on O dwarfs indicate. Most of the evolutionou
ESPaDONS, NARVAL and HARPSpol respectively at the CFHhen be that of a single star that was formed by a merger. The
Pic du Midi and La Silla observatory. The spectra cover the oghemical properties should then result from the physicsref s
tical range from 3800 to at least 7000 A. They have signal-tgle stars. We cannot exclude that some of the stars of_ourleamp
noise ratios larger than a few hundreds, and a resolutiovelest are such mergers. Langér (2012) states (see his Sectiothat3)
65000 and 105000. Using atmosphere models computed with tHe amount of mixing experienced in massive merger stars is
code CMFGEN we have determined the main surface parafther unclear”. In absence of quantitative predictiontherap-
eters: dective temperature, surface gravity, rotational velgcitpearance of such objects, we cannot test the presence oémerg
macroturbulent velocity. Our prime focus was to constraia t Products in our sample. Thus, for the time being, the progeert
surface CNO abundances to investigate the chemical egnlutPf the Galactic O stars we analyzed appear to be best exglaine
of Galactic O stars. Our main results can be summarized as @y Single star evolution with rotational mixing.
lows: There are good indications that such models are appropriate
The scaling of chemical mixing with stellar mass is one ofrthe
e there is a clear trend of stronger chemical mixing in mongredictions that we were able to confirm. However, we stesse
evolved objects. In particular, the ratio of nitrogen to-cathat the strongest test, i.e. a direct relation between aam
bon surface abundance is higher in supergiants than in dwaniking and rotational velocity, could not be performed irnrou
stars. Giant stars show intermediate degrees of enrichmeistudy (see Secf_4.1). This would require a larger number of
e the NC and NO ratios of Galactic O stars are fully consis{fast rotating stars and a careful selection of objects wittilar
tent with nucleosynthesis through the CNO cycle. All starmasses and age (or luminosity class). Further studiesofypée
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will provide additional tests of rotational mixing among®sae Song, H. F., Maeder, A., Meynet, G., et al. 2013, A&A, 556, A10

stars. Sota, A., Maiz Apellaniz, J., Morrell, N. I, et al. 2014paS, 211, 10
Sota, A., Maiz Apellaniz, J., Walborn, N. R., et al. 201pJ&S, 193, 24
Tramper, F., Grafener, G., Hartoog, O. E., et al. 2013, A&B9, A72
Trundle, C., Dufton, P. L., Hunter, I, et al. 2007, A&A, 425
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