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ABSTRACT

HFG1 is the first well observed planetary nebula (PN) whicleaés a cometary-like
structure. Its main morphological features consist of a bbaped shell, which surrounds the
central star, accompanied by a long collimated tail. In $tigly we perform two-dimensional
hydrodynamic simulations modeling the formation of HFGdnirthe interaction of the local
ambient medium with the mass outflows of its Asymptotic GRranch (AGB) progenitor
star. We attribute the cometary appearance of HFG1 to thtersys motion of the PN with
respect to the local ambient medium. Due to its vital impureg we re-estimate the distance
of HFG1 by modeling the spectral energy distribution of ésiral star, V664 Cas, and we
find a distance of 49@ 50 pc. Our simulations show that none of our models with time i
variant stellar wind and ambient medium properties are @bteproduce simultaneously the
extended bow shock and the collimated tail observed in HE&\en this, we increase the
complexity of our modeling considering that the stellar evia time variable. The wind de-
scription is based on the predictions of the AGB and post-A@8alution models. Testing a
grid of models we find that the properties of HFG1 are bestodyeed by the mass outflows

arxXiv:1512.00864v1 [astro-ph.SR] 2 Dec 2015

of a3 M, AGB star. Such a scenario is consistent with the currentrebdegroperties of V664
Cas primary star, an O-type subdwarf, and bridges the egakty history of HFG1 central
star with the observables of the PN. We discuss the imptinatdf our study in the under-
standing of the evolution of AGB/post-AGB stars towardsfitrenation of O-type subdwarfs

surrounded by PNe.

Key words: planetary nebulae: individual: HFG1 — stars: individuah64 Cas — stars: AGB
and post-AGB — subdwarfs — hydrodynamics

1 INTRODUCTION

Planetary nebulae (PNe) are large expanding shells formekeb
mass outflows of low/intermediate mass stavs ¢ 1 - 8 M,).
These stars during the asymptotic giant branch (AGB) phgse e
most of their envelope in the form of a strong stellar windb-Su
sequently, the fast wind that accompanies the contracticheo
AGB core interacts with the previously ejected matter shgphe
final morphology of the PN_(Paciagki 1971). The resulting struc-
ture becomes visible as the gas is photoinonized by the imitate
star - the remnant of the mass losing star - which is eitherigewh
dwarf (WD) or a subdwarf (Kwok 2000).

The PN HFGL1, ¢,6) = (03'03"47, 64°5435.7"), was first
discovered in the deep [@] images by Heckathorn etlal. (1982)
using the emission line survey lof Parker etial. (1979). Itspho-
logy reveals a 9 arcmin diameter asymmetric nebula suredind
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by a bow shaped outer ring of 15 arcmin diameter. The bright-
ness of the outer ring is also asymmetric, revealing its mari
value on the southeastern section of the nebula [Fig. 1) s@he
authors performed spectroscopic studies of the centrabmenf
HFG1 which show high excited plasma, a common feature of PNe.
Finally, based on the Bisurface brightness, they estimated the dis-
tance of HFG1 to be 350 - 400 pc. Given this distance range, the
radius of the nebula central region is 0.45 - 0.5 pc while dfiighe
outer arc 0.75 - 0.9 pc. These properties classify HFG1 aga,la
high excitation, double shell PN.

Boumis et al. [(2009) obtained the first deep wide-field
He + [N 11] 6548 & 6584 A image of HFGL1. In this image the
nebula reveals a cometary structure where a tail of at lésir-2
cmin long and 5 arcmin wide is lying in the opposite directain
the bow shock. The authors interpreted the cometary moogkol
of HFG1 to the interaction of the local interstellar mediul@N)
with the supersonically moving PN. They reinforced theiggpes-
tion by measuring the proper motion (PM) of HFG1 and founding


http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.00864v1

2  Chiotellis et al.

DEC (J2000)

03:04 0303
RA. (J2000)

Figure 1. Combined H and [O111] data of the wide-field image of HFG1
[Credit: Ken Crawford - Rancho Del Sol Observatory]. Thélateeontam-
ination has been removed by implementing robust smootléngniques
based on the nearest pixel neighbors, while the distandet®tneighbors
(spread of each point source) has been adaptively adjustbe focal sky
background (see al$o Nanouris é{al. 2015, for a more debtddacription
of the reduction pipeline). The procedure has been appli¢id in the Hy

Table 1. The fundamental parameters of the binary V664 Cas as estimat
byml.L(TQM). The primary and the secondaylabreled by
the 1 and 2 subscripts, respectivaly.refers to masseg to stellar radii,g

to surface gravities anfl./, to effective temperatures.

Primary

M1 (Mo) 0.57+0.03
R1 (Ro) 0.19+0.02
loggy (cm s2) 5.65+ 0.05
Ter,1 (kKK) 83+6
Secondary

M3z (M) 1.09+0.07
Rz (Ro) 1.30+ 0.08
logg> (cm s2) 4.23+0.06
Tefr 2 (kK) 54+05

All the aforementioned properties of HFG1 make this PN a
very intriguing object as it shares two rare properties:rdy a few
PNe with sdO central star associations have been reportdtin
literature (see table 5 of Aller etlal, 2015, and referenbesein).
The study of these PNe consists a vital tool to provide neiglms
into the unclear origin of sdO stars, and b) HFG1 is the onlit we
observed PN that reveals a bow shock-tail cometary streici-

and [Oni]images and the combined image has emerged by co-adding the tection of optical bow shocks is one of the cornerstones éoermn-

reduced images in 1.5 ratio.

that the PN is moving with PM- 13.0 + 1.5 mas yr! with respect
to the local ISM along a position angle of PA133 + 6°.

ining, or at least constraining, the properties of the atellind,
the stellar proper motion, and the local ISMeta

[2012] Wareing 2012; Meyer etlal. 2014). Therefore, HFG1 ttons

tutes a unique celestial laboratory which serves as a basidet-
ter understanding of the processes that accompany the @rtdbpo

The central star (CS) of HFG1, named as V664 Cas, is a bin- low/intermediate mass stars evolution. In particular v shaped

ary system located in the core of the inner ne.
). Photometric variability of V664 Cas, was first repdrt
by (Grauer et 21.[(198
tached pre-cataclysmic binary consisting of a hot primahjyctv
heats the larger and cooler main-sequence companion.cbavdr
tifilter photometric observations of V664 Ca¥ (~ 134 mag,
Il) have been carried out since its disgpsag-
gesting a non-eclipsing binary with a light curve of a purglyus-
oidal shape, a wavelength-dependent amplitude €1.13, 1.14,
and 1.12 mag in the V, R, | passbands, respectively), andiadper
equal to 0.58 days (€.g Pigulski & Michalska 2002). The phb
ric period reflects the motion of the irradiated area (usuallerred
as a hot spot) of the secondary star - with respect to the figiglt

- which is expected to be synchronized with the orbital nrotice.

it is considered equal to the orbital period. The spectnoiscana-
lyses of V664 Cas (Shimanskii etlal. 2004; Exter et al. 20089-c

sify the binary components as an O-type subdwarf (sdO, pyima

morphology of HFG1 provides vital information on the massslo
history of its progenitor star as the mass loss rate and wahok v

7), who proposed that the CS is a close de-City can be contained by the geometrical properties of theThié

in turn provides new insights into the unknown evolutionaacks
toward the formation of sdO stars.

In this work, we demonstrate that the characteristics of HFG
can be explained by the interaction of the local ISM with tted-s
lar wind that was emanating during the AGB and post-AGB phase
of its supersonically moving progenitor system. We perf@irhy-
drodynamic simulations and we show that the cometary strecif
the PN with a rather extended bow shock and a collimatedaail ¢
best be reproduced by considering a time variable massigtesyh
as described by the theoretical predictions for the AGB wihd
3 M, star. Such a result agrees with the observables of V664 Cas
closing the loop from the HFG1 central star evolution to tha-m
phological properties of the PN.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sddt. 2 we constrain

and a F5-K0 main sequence star with roughly solar compasitio the properties that determine the evolution of HFG1 basethen

(secondary). Both Shimanskii et al. (2004) and Exter ei2€0%)
modeled the V664 Cas spectra and light curves providingl aétl
of fundamental parameters for the binary system. Table Wsho
the most reliable and well-constrained properties of V664 &s
provided byl Shimanskii et all_(2004). Finally, by estimgtithe
color excess due to the interstellar absorption approxinagual

theory of bow-shaped wind bubble formation. In S€¢t. 3 we re-
estimate the distance of HFG1 eliminating its possible eaBased
on that we further constrain the parameters which deteritiae
model. In Sect{}4 we model HFG1 using hydrodynamic simula-
tions. We describe the numerical code, the methodologyweat
follow, and we present the results of our models. We evaloate

to E(B-V) = 0.5 mag and assuming a spectral type range of F5-K0 results and the implications of them in our understandinggé

V for the seconda05) have calculated e
to HFG1 within a range of 310-950 pc.

properties with sdO central star in Sddt. 5. Finally, a sumynod
our conclusions is presented in S&dt. 6.
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2  FORMATION OF A BOW SHAPED WIND BUBBLE and the vector of the stellar velocity (Houpis & Mendis 1980;
Borkowski et all 1992). In the opposite direction of thelsiemo-
tion, the shell of the shocked wind is compressed by the AM ram
pressure and for the cases where the later is much highetttain
of the wind pressure, the socked wind shell is getting actated

in a narrow region behind the mass losing object, which olaser
tionally resembles a ‘tail’.

As described in Sedfl 1, the PN HFGL1 reveals a bow shock-tail
morphology which most likely is formed by the interactiontbé
local AM with the wind of its supersonically moving progemit
Boumis et al.|(2009) estimated the spacial velocity of the ®ith

Continuum mass outflows emanating from the stellar surfates
form of a stellar wind sweep-up the surrounding medium amnehfo
a circumstellar bubble. Initially, at the vicinity of the s®mlosing
object, the mass of the wind is much larger than this of thepswe
up ambient medium (AM) and, consequently, the wind follows a
free expansion phase. Within this region of the wind bubhke t
density drops off rapidly with increasing radius and it igegi by:
p = M/(4nu,r?), whereM, is the mass loss rate of the wing,
the wind terminal velocity andthe radial distance from the mass-
Iosmg o_bject. In most cases the velocity of the stellar Wper- respect to the local AM, to be in the range fram= 29+ 4 km 51
sonic with respect to the local AM. Therefore, a shock ariebe 1 . . .
outermost part of the wind bubble known fasiward shock which to 59+ 9 km s~ for the given range of possible distancesibt=

u pth Wli' ZM d wn faswar S.ta.c Wdl h t310— 950 pc [(Exter et al. 2005), respectively. The angular radius
sweeps up the surrounding AV and COmMPresses 1tin a 0ense, N0ty e g stagnation point (radius of the outer arc at the tivacf
shell. The expansion of the wind bubble progresses, morenanel P : ) ‘ .
Swept-up mass is accumulated and the wind bubble startsé-de motion) is~ 6.5 arcmin (see fig.2 of Heckathorn etlal. 1982), which

Wept-up ! umu 'd the wi LoD corresponds to a stagnation point radiugsqgf 0.59 — 1.80 pc for
erate. The result of the deceleration is the formation ofcrse . .

L S N the aforementioned distance range.

shock wave, theermination shock, which is propagating inwards, . . .
in the rest frame of the freelv expanding reaion. and co the To reproduce the radius of the stagnation point, except from
In the. y expanding region, HEEE  the known - distance dependent - spacial velocity of HFG1, we
wind into a second shell. The two shells of shocked AM and wind also need the wind properties?(u,) of its progenitor as well as
material are separated by a contact discontinuity, of wttieHoca- prop y prog

tion is determined by the establishment of the pressurabalgee the density of the local AM. As described in the IntroductiBiNe
Weaver et al. 1977; Koo & McKee 1992, for a complete theoagtic are formed by the mass outflows at the ending phase of AGB stars

X These stars are characterized by strong, slow stellar wiitts
review).

If th losi biect i . ically. with mass loss rates aff ~ 107 — 10® M, yr~* and wind terminal
P ' 9 P licity and AGB evolutionary stage (Vassiliadis & Wood 1993k
structure under the ram pressure of the surrounding medfuhe

AM is homoaeneous. the stellar wind is spherically symmerid far as the local AM density is concerned, we do not have any-a pr
T nog S 1S Spr y symna ori estimates. However, its range can be estimated by thetreont
time invariable or at least its time variability is largeaththe times-

. of the observed value of the stagnation point radius giverafore-
cale of the wind outflow, . . . .
mentioned range of PN spatial velocity, the wind mass loss ra
and the wind velocity (see Efl 2). This implies that the numbe
(). r Uy -t density should be in the range @fy, = 5x 10 - 1.6 cnT® and
tﬂow = ~ 1 . -1 yra (1) 4 2 3 .. .
iy, pc)\10km s nay = 5x 10% — 4 x 10°“ cm° for the two limits of the possible
with r indicating the distance of the bow shock; the system relaxes distance rangel = 310 pc andD = 950 pc, respectively (Figl2).
in asteady state. In this case, the structure of the bow shaped wind SUch AM density values are reasonable as they are chasiitteri
bubble is determined by four variables: the wind's mass tass for the neutral/ionized warm or hot component of the ISM (see

(M) and terminal velocity if,), the spacial velocity of the mass ~ ©9- McKee & Ostriker 1977). Finally, for the given radiustbé
losing object ¢,) and the AM densityray,)- stagnation point and assuming the typical values of AGB wjiad

steady state situation is reached aftgf, ~ 0.05- 0.1 Myr for
ro = 0.59 pc andt,, =~ 0.2 - 0.3 Myr for r, = 1.80 pc. These
timescales are well within the limits of the lifetime of AGRass

The point of the bow-shaped termination shock closest to the
mass losing star lies in the direction of the stellar motiod & is
known asstagnation point. The radius of the stagnation point from
the star ) is estimated from the balance of the AM and stellar (facs ~ 1 Myr).
wind ram pressures(= p u?) at the direction of the stellar motion.

This gives:
p p 2 2 3 ELIMINATING THE DISTANCE RANGE OF HFG1
wind = LaM = ———— U, = Pam U, =

g The wide range of HFG1 possible distances estimated by

_ v Exter et al. [(2005) introduces large uncertainties to thelehas

018 M ! ( Uy )1/2 both the PN systemic velocity and the size of its structueedis-

'o=""%10% Mg yr1 10km s71 tance dependent (see previous section).

In this work, attempting to eliminate the distance range, we

nay \"Y? u, -1 9 proceed to an updated distance estimation by implementingc

(cm‘3) (100km S—l) P @ ified approach af Bonanos et al. (2006, 2011). The procedore a

Ko model the observed spectral energy distribution (SEDF the
PN central binary system based on the optimal set of physara-
meters that Shimanskii etlal. (2004) provide for its stetlampon-
ents.
r_ .i, ) To realize this task, phased apparent magnitudes of V664 Cas
ro  sing in a wide range of passbands are required; however, no such in
wherer is the distance between the mass losing object and the ter-formation is available in the literature due to the lack objshed
mination shock, while is the angle between the radius vector minima timings and light measurements converted to thedstan

The approximate shape of the bow shaped termination shocl
with respect to the stagnation point is given by:
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Figure 2. The AM density versus the characteristic mass loss rateS& A
stars for values satisfying the observed stagnation paitius of HFG1
(see EqLR). The two shadowed strips correspond to the exthienits of
possible HFG1 distances. The width of each strip reflectsAtBB wind
velocity rangeu,, ~ 5— 15 km s1.

ard photometric systems. To deal with this incompletengedirst
phase the available magnitudes at the near infrared waytbleras
provided from the 2MASS photometric survey (Cutri et al. 200
based on the seasonal ephemeris of Shimanskil &t al.| (26i04%

all analysis. In addition, differential photometry of V6&&s was
carried out on August 28, 2015 covering a small part of thetlig
curve, however other than the minimum profile. GSC 04056812
(o = 03'03"54°,§ = +64°5558") was used as a comparison star,
while N313330017403a( = 03'03"41°,6 = +64°5607") con-
firmed the photometric constancy of the latter.

Additional observations were performed at the 0.4 m tele-
scope (f/8) of the Gerostathopoulion observatory at thevéisity
of Athens on September 16, 17, 18 and 19, 2015. The obseyvator
is equipped with a thermoelectrically Peltier - cooled CCddne
era of a 2184x 1472 pixet array and a 16& 11 arcmin field of
view, resulting in a Gt5arset pixel resolution. GSC 04056:01235
was still preferred as comparison to facilitate the predesermin-
ation of the desired V, R magnitudes for V664 Cas. A mean er-
ror close to 0.015 mag was reached with exposures of 120 sec.
GSC 04056:00045¢( = 03'04"31°,6 = +64°5523") was selec-
ted as the check star; no variations were detected in theduals
during the four-nights monitoring. By calculating two nrim tim-
ings, a new ephemeris was constructed to phase all avadbbés-
vations.

All data accounting for the differential photometry were re
duced using the software MuniWin v.1.1.28 (Hrach 1998),lvhi
the absolute photometry was performed through the apmtepri
IRAF routines |(Tody 1993) in the IDL programming environrhen
The magnitude values were obtained by the standard apgttore
tometric procedure, while the observing times were coegeto
the heliocentric Julian Date (HJD).

In the absence of an accurate ephemeris during the observing
run at Helmos observatory, the observed fluxes of the stdratiars
were employed to calibrate the comparison star GSC 0408851
yielding the value¥/,,,,, = 13.23+ 0.03 mag an®R.,,,, = 1269+
0.03 mag. The more extensive differential photometry at the Ge
rostathopoulion observatory then allowed the precisenasibn of

the latter was composed a few only months later than the epochthe v, R magnitudes for V664 Cas at the minimum of the lighteur
the 2MASS measurements were conducted, it is accurate Bnoug (Fig.[3, right). More particularly, the valugs = 14.60 + 0.04 mag

for this purpose. We find that the valuesof 1293 + 0.02 mag,
H = 1268+ 0.03 mag, and; = 1258 + 0.03 mag actually cor-
respond to the zero phase, i.e., to the minimum of the lightecu
where the non-irradiated side of the secondary componeutb-is
served. Intending to complement with the visual countegpam
intensive program of observations was implemented in theali
passbands at two observatories, as thoroughly descriltbé fol-
lowing section.

3.1 Observations

Photometric observations of standard stars took place thith
2.3 m, Aristarchos telescope (f/8) at Helmos observatonfon
gust 27, 2015 with very good atmospheric conditions (seeitgt
arcsec). It is equipped with a liquid nitrogen CCD camera of a
1024x 1024 pixet array and a %5 arcmir? field of view, resulting

in a 029 arcset pixel resolution. Eight standard stars were prop-
erly selected from the Landolt (1992) catalogue to be moaito

andR = 14.31 + 0.03 mag were finally inferred from the analysis,
taking also into account a small offset between the two olser-
ies (by comparing the differential photometry at the samasph).

3.2 Mathematical procedure

To convert our visual and 2MASS near infrared magnitudes
to fluxes, we use zero points from_ Bessell et al. (1998) and
Cohen et al[(2003) as explicitly described in Bonanos |¢2806,
2011). Because of the multi-parameter nature and the matieah
complexity of the physical problem, we assume that the sarfa
fluxes of both components are well reproduced by a black-body
Planck distribution; since the observed SED correspond$hedo
minimum of the light curve, this representation holds fa tion-
irradiated only side of the cool component which is the less ¢
taminated from the reflection effect. To further simplifietimath-
ematical approach and to guarantee convergence, we thewveem

in a large range of air masses (94401, 110266, 110360, 110361 the impact of the primary component from the system, takirtg i

110364, 113163, 113167, and 114531). The photometric measu
ments were acquired at the V, R broad Johnson-Cousins paisba
with exposures varying from 5 to 60 seconds, depending ofilthe
ter and the program star, achieving an error close to or less 5
mmag. The extinction coefficient and the instrumental offgere
then estimated through a standard least-squares line#iditd,
left). No attempt was made to correct for the color effedist s,
the second order extinction coefficient was omitted fromaber-

consideration the range in which the hot subdwarf absolata-p
meters vary {.;;1 = 83000+ 6000 K,R; = 0.19+ 0.02 R;, see
Tabled).

In the remaining SED of the secondary component, the ob-
served fluxesf, are accompanied by their formal errors reflecting
both the observational errors and all the uncertaintiesexhfrom
the primary SED subtraction over all available VRJHitotomet-
ric bands (Figl#). Given the Planck-reproduced surfacesfliig
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Figure 3. Left: The linear atmospheric extinction curve of the morgtbstandard stars as emerged from photometric measureatéhélmos site on August
27, 2015. The first order extinction coefficients with thearglard errors are also given for the V (green dots) and Rdoé&s) passbands. Right: Photometric
observations of V664 Cas at the V (green dots) and R (red gatgbands with a mean standard error of 0.015 mag. The reeeenis have been converted
to the standard Johnson-Cousins photometric system héteppropriate atmospheric extinction corrections.

and the radiu® of the main sequence component, the distabce
can be then made available through the following relation:

1
— ﬁ R2 F/l 10—0,4,4,(’

fa 4)
with the extinction curveA, being calculated as a function of
the color exces&(B — V) via the reddening parameterization of
Cardelli et al. [(1989), adapting both the optical and ne&arad
wavelengths and setting, = A,/E(B — V) = 3.1 as reference
value for the visual. The distance is then determined by mean
a non-linear least-squares minimization Gauss-Newtongohare
(e.g!Press et al. 1992). To involve the uncertainties obtiserved
SED, the fluxes are weighted proportionally to the inverdeevaf
their standard errors.

In its simplest version, the aforementioned regressiorrseh
is first implemented by fixing the effective temperature, $tadlar
radius, and the color excess at 5400 K3R, (Shimanskii et &l.
2004), and 0.5 mag (Exter et/al. 2005), respectively, leathna

spreading by ®x 10"'7erg cnt? s A~1, which corresponds to the
residual mean error of the 5400 K optimal model. Note thahe t
presence of only a few available data, a t-distribution isoaenap-
propriate choice instead of a Gaussian to model the residilibe
simulated values yield a distanBe= 490+50 pc and a color excess
E(B-V) =0.82+0.14 mag interval, respectively, with their upper
and lower limits to represent any uncertainties may be ateal
from the physical problem parameter space at a 68% significan
level. The MC error was estimated as low as 5 pc and 0.02 mag
(after having repeated the same procedure by 10 times)recond
that the sampling was sufficient enough for inference.

Although all aforementioned approaches give distanceegalu
which are in good agreement with those found in literatueee lwve
have managed to eliminate the range in which the distane€Tlie
larger color excess values with respect to those inferi@d &pec-
trophotometric analyses (Heckathorn €t al. 1982; Extel 2085)
imply that the interstellar extinction might have been uedém-

distance 64850 pc. In a more advanced approach, the color excess ated so far, a finding that is consistent with the value.82 0.03

is set as an unknown parameter, keeping the same tempeaatlre
radius values fixed as before. A shorter distance of48& pc and

a stronger color excess ofd3 + 0.04 mag are then derived as the
optimal pair after the final convergence.

However, the inferred errors seem to be unreliably smatlesin
they do not reflect the uncertainties of all the incorporgibys-
ical quantities. To raise the validity of the approach, weetato
consideration both the range in which the stellar absolate-p
meters vary {,sr2 = 5400+ 500 K, R, 1.30 = 0.08 R,
Shimanskii et al. 2004), and the residuals scatter (as exddrgm
the best-fit model) by performing Monte Carlo (MC) simulaso
through suitable R routines (R Core Team 2013). In particua
generate (a) 1000 temperature values from a Gaussiarbdisri
with mean 5400 K and standard error 500 K, (b) 1000 radius val-
ues from a Gaussian distribution with mean 1 3dhd standard
error 0.08 R, and (c) 1000 synthetic residual samples following
a zero-centered Student distribution with 3 degrees ofifreeand

mag, as arisen from the Galactic reddening mapping of Sghlafl
& Finkbeiner (2011) in the nearby region. Similarlylto Exétral.
(2005), we have isolated the SED of the secondary component;
however, instead of the red only passband, we have takentzdya

of five available photometric bands. Even further, taking ¥ari-
ability of V664 Cas into consideration, the uncertaintiebath the

full physical parameter set and the regression approachuggest

a more well-constrained distance of 4960 pc.

Adopting a distance ob = 490 pc for HFG1 the observed
angular distance of the outer shell stagnation point cpards to
a radius ofrp = 0.92 pc while its spacial velocity with respect
to the local AM isu, = 35+ 5 km s~1. Following the process of
Sect[2 we find that, for the AGB wind properties, an AM density
of nyy = 1.5x1073-0.5 cnT3 is needed to reproduce the stagnation
point, while a steady state situation is reached figr ~ 0.1 Myr.
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Figure 4. The observed spectral energy distribution (SED) over tlad-av
able VRJHKs photometric bands for the binary system V664 (€es en-
closed plot) and its cool only component. The regressionesicorrespond

to a Planck distribution of 5400 K, as emerged from the nostisguares
fitting procedure. The 490 pc optimal model is depicted whi ted solid
line, while the T lower and upper distance of 440 and 540 pc are displayed
with the blue and green dashed lines, respectively.

4 HYDRODYNAMIC MODELING

In Sect[2 we show that the scenario which suggests that theteo
ary structure of HFG1 is formed by the mass outflow of its su-
personically moving AGB progenitor seems able to reprodhee
observed position of the stagnation point adopting chartic
values of AGB winds and AM densities which correspond to the
neutral/ionized warm or hot component of the ISM. Here, we fu
ther investigate this scenario by performing two dimenai¢@D)
hydrodynamic simulations, targeted to model the overaltpho-
logy of HFG1.

4.1 Method

We employ the hydrodynamic code of thamRvAC framework
(Keppens et al. 2003) to simulate the formation and evaiutib
the PN HFGL1 that surrounds the pre-cataclysmic binary V6&gl C
We perform the computations on a 2D grid in spherical coatdis
assuming symmetry in the third dimension. The Euler eqnatio
are solved conservatively with a TVDLF scheme, using theptda
ive mesh strategy to refine the grid where needed as a resaigef
gradients in density and/or energy. Our radial span is 36 cm
and the range of the polar angle is fromtd 18C. On the base
level, we useR x 6 = 96 x 60 cells and allow for three refinement
levels, at each of which the resolution is doubled. The marim
effective resolution, thus, becomed & 10' cm by Q75°. Radi-
ative cooling is prescribed using the cooling curve of Selairal.
(2009).

We model the system in the rest frame of the PN progenitor
and we represent the ISM interaction as an inflow. The ISM of
densitypay enters the grid antiparallel to the y-axis and with a
momentunmm, = payu. cosh. Thus, the symmetry axis is aligned
with the systemic direction of motion. In the inner radiatindary,
we impose a continuous inflow in the form of a stellar wind with
a density profile op = M,,/(4rr?u,)) and momentum components
m, = pu,, andmy = 0.

Figure[® illustrates a typical structure of a wind bubble,
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10.00 —
1.000
0.1000

0.01000

Y (lel8 cm)

Vector
Var: V (km/s)
60.00

20
4534 -

3068 —

1602 25

1.365

Figure 5. The 2D profile of a bow shaped wind bubble. The stellar wind
emanates from the axis origin where we impose a radial sgilgrisym-
metric flow to enter the grid. The motion of the AM in the stagst frame
is represented by a parallel, homogeneous flow that sinediasly enters
the grid in the direction of the y-axis. The right plot shows 2D density
profile while the left displays the region of the wind mate(igellow) and
this of the AM (cyan). The red and dark blue colors represeatregions
where these two flows are mixed. The arrows correspond to dleity
vectors of each flow. Finally, the symbols OFSO, OCDO, OTSérkthe
positions of the forward shock, contact discontinuity ardtination shock,
respectively.

formed by a supersonically moving mass losing star. Froraéns
out are clearly depicted the four regions of the freely exiiam
wind wherep « 72, the shock wind shell, the shell of shock AM,
and the region of unperturbed AM (see right plot of the figure)
The inner density jump corresponds to the position of theiter
ation shock, while the outer one to this of the forward shddie
dashed line marks the position of the contact discontinwitych
separates the wind material from the AM.

4.2 Models with constant ambient medium and wind
properties

In Sect[2, we defined the possible range of the AGB wind prop-
erties as well as the constraints of the AM density, placethly
observed - distance dependent - radius of the stagnatiom, poid

the systemic velocity of the central star. These rangestcaints
combined with the observed systemic velocity of HFG1 deileem
the input parameter space of our models. Taking this intowtc
we perform a grid of hydrodynamic models attempting to firel th
optimal parameters that are able to reproduce the main aleara
istics of HFG1.

Intriguingly, we found that considering time invariant \in
and AM properties, none of our models achieved to explain the
overall morphology of this PN. The reasons are the following

a) For a given possible distance of HFG1, adopting the set of
wind/AM properties, which theoretically satisfy the obssat pos-
ition of the stagnation point (see shadowed regions of[Bigth2
resulting AM ram pressure is not high enough, with respetéo
wind flow counterpart, to form the observed collimated tdiligh
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Figure 6. The 2D density profile for the four models considering camstgind and AM properties. From left to right, up to down thenesented models are:
PNstagbmin, PNeail,omins PNstagbmax. PNail,omax (See Tabl&R2 and text for details)

is lying close to the mass-losing object while the resultingrall observed geometry of the PN outer shell suggesting that the w
structure of the outer shell is rather extended and its stieyiates bubble of HFG1 is out of a steady state (Eb. 1). As far as tHe tai
substantianlly from the observed one. properties are concerned, the modelsBNmin results to a wider

tail which starts far beyond the CS compared with what we ob-
To illustrate this, we present two models of our grid which serve, while in the model P@gomax no tail is formed (TablEl3).
correspond to the cases where HFG1 takes the minimum and max-
imum value among its possible distance range (Modek B
for D, = 310 pc and Model: PMgomax for Dy = 950 pc).
The parameters of these two models (see Table 2) are chosen to
reproduce the observed stagnation point radius of HFG1doh e

distance (Ed.]2). The resulting density structure of the boaped b) On the other hand, a collimated flow in the form of a tail
wind bubble for these two models is depicted in the left calum close to the CS can be formed either by increasing the ISM me-
of Fig.[8. As predicted by the analytical approximation botbd- dium ram pressure (increasing thg,) or/and by decreasing this of
els reproduce the observed radius of the stagnation poiithvit the wind (decreasing‘jl, u,,). The models P pmin aNd PNhiipmax

1.9x 10 cm = 0.6 pc and 5 x 10'® cm = 1.8 pc forD = 310 pc (right column of Fig[®) represent this case for the minimumd a
andD = 950 pc, respectively. Nevertheless, for both models due maximum distance of HFG1, respectively. The width, the fbng
to the high ram pressure, apart from the radius of the stamgnat and the starting point of the tail agrees with what we obsatibe
point, the rest structure of the outer shell is much morenrsldad PN. However, due to the high ram pressure of the ISM, the sadiu
and its shape is more elongated in the direction of motion the of the stagnation point and the overall wind bubble struectare
observed one (see Table 3). Interestingly,[Eq. 3 does riefystite much smaller than the observed ones (Table 3).
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Table 2. The properties of the four studied models with constant veind AM properties. Th® refers to the assumed HFGL1 distance of each model, while

TacB refers to the time interval of the wind bubble evolution. Ataf the mod
Tyyina = Tam = 103 K.

els it has been assumed that the temperaturdse afind and the AM are

Model D@Ec) MMoyrd) u,(kms?d) u, (kms?)  nay(em3)  tags (Myr)
PNstagomin 310 10° 5.0 30 0.5 1.1
PNeail,pmin 310 3x 1077 5.0 30 0.5 1.1
PNstagomax 950 3x10°° 5.0 60 0.05 11
PNaipmax 950 10° 5.0 60 0.1 1.1

Table 3. Comparison of the observed morphological properties of H®@h the

relevant extracted values of our modeling for the distance limits of this

object.rg—g, r9-170 Stand for the radius of the outer shell for’%nhd 170 angles between the radius vector and the vector of therstellacity while w;,;

refers to the width of the tail.

D(pc) ro(108cm)  rg—ge (10 cm)  reo17¢0 (108 M) wiei (10 cm)
Observations 310 1.8 2.1 2.6 1.6
PNstagbmin 310 1.9 35 18.7 5.0
PNail,omin 310 0.5 0.7 2.1 1.6
Observations 950 5.5 6.3 7.9 4.8
PNstagbmax 950 ~5 8.6 29.4 no tail
PNtail Dmax 950 0.9 1.8 5.1 4.9

4.3 Alternative scenaria

In the previous section we showed that a description of thielpm
considering time invariant wind and AM properties is noteatd
explain the overall morphology of HFGL1. Precisely, thesalet®
cannot reproduce at the same time the extended bow shagéd she
and the collimated tail observed at the PN.

Considering that the overall shape of the bow shaped shell
and tail are determined by the pressure balance of the widd an
AM flows, we increase the complexity of the problem assuming
that during the formation of HFG1 the wind or/and the AM ram
pressure are time variables. Under this assumption sontwurie
suggest that, during the early phase of the PN evolutiondtie r
of the AM ram pressureRy,,) over this of the wind R,,..4) is high
enough to compress the wind material behind the CS into a col-
limated tail. Subsequently, as time progresses, this detweases

— the wind ram pressure becomes more dominant — and the bow

shaped shell expands to the observed size of HFG1. The PiNseta
the tail being a remnant of the previous phase of the PN a@wvolut
Given the variables which are entangled in the descriptiothe

way to decelerate the object leading to the expansion of titer o
wind shell. Nevertheless, the specific conditions that shenario

demands, which should take place in the short time duraficimeo

PN formation (py ~ 1 Myr), combined with the lack of any ob-
servational evidence that any of the aforementioned psesesc-

curred (e.g. traces of a supernova remnant) render casath{grr
unlikely and implausible.

Case (ii): This option suggests that the AM around HFGL1 is
characterized by a sharp negative density gradient in tleetitin
of HFG1 motion. Thus, during the formation of the PN, HFG1 has
passed from a medium with a specific density to an other with a
lower one. The decrease of the AM ram pressure due to the de-
crease of its density leads to the expansion of the outek atisle
final stages of the PN evolution. Such a scenario has beersugg
ted in literature to explain the formation of the wind bubhhat
surrounds the Mira AB binary system which reveals a strectur
similar to HFG1 described by an extended bow shock accoragani
by a collimated taill(Esquivel et aAl. 2010; Warelng 2012).

Nevertheless, this scenario reveals the following weaknes

wind and ISM ram pressures (see Eh. 2) such a scenario can octhe pressure balance at interface of the high and low densaty

cur if during the formation of the PN at least one of the foliogv
processes are taking plaggthe CS systemic velocity decreased,
ii) the AM density decreased;) the wind mass loss rate or/and
its terminal velocity increased. In this section we testghssibil-
ity and the plausibility of such a process to occur duringHifes 1
evolution.

Case (i): A rapid change at the systemic velocity of a star or
binary system is possible either through a collision withosmer
star or binary|(Portegies Zwart et al. 1999) or by being a m@amb
of a binary or triple system and receiving a kick velocity daoe
rapid mass loss episode of its companion star (e.g. a sufEeaxe
plosion/Blaauw 1961). Thus, case (i) implies that durirgftrm-
ation of HFG1, V664 Cas either experienced a collision with a
other star/binary or was a triple system in which the thirdnme
ber exploded as a supernova. Such an interaction should imcau

dia that this scenario requires, demands the temperatuihe ddw
density medium to be higher than this of the former. In otherds,
case (ii) suggests that HFG1 has passed from a warm neutral me
dium into a hot, low density medium. Due the high temperatiive
sound speed in the hot medium is also high (e.gufer10= cm™3
andT = 10 K we get a sound speed of ~ 70 km s71). This
high sound speed results in a subsonic/transonic velobigrsat
the wind/AM interface. It has been shown that the spreadatg r
of transonic/subsonic mixing layers is much larger thais tf
high Mach number mixing layers (Canto & Raga 1991). This res-
ults in a complex, turbulent structure of the bow shockhaibble
(Wareing et all 2007; Esquivel et/al. 2010), something thatat
observed in HFG1.

Case (iii): The final option suggests that the wind ram pres-
sure follows the increase of the mass loss rate or/and thd win
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Figure 7. The time evolution of the wind mass loss rate (black dashme] li
and terminal velocity (red solid line) over the formationtbe planetary
nebula as described by Ed. 5 (AGB wind) and[Hq. 7 (fast wind).

terminal velocity. As we explained in the Introduction, Phie

formed by mass outflows that accompany the ending phase of AGB

stars. At this evolutionary stage the stars are charaetéliy strong
time variable winds with mass loss rates which increase by at least a
factor of 1¢ - 10° from the early AGB phase up to the final thermal
pulsating and super wind phase (Vassiliadis & Wbod 1993usTh
case (iii) offers a natural explanation of a progressivedniam
pressure domination aligned with the stellar evolutiorotiieand,

in contrast to cases (i) and (i), it does not demand specific e
ternal conditions/processes that coincidentally occlidring the

PN formation. Thus, this scenario seems to be the most plausi
and worths further investigation.

4.4 Models with time depended wind properties

4.4.1 Estimating the PN progenitor properties based on the
observables of V664 Cas primary star

In the previous section we argued that the cometary streictur
of HFG1, could possibly be reproduced by a time variable wind
of its progenitor star. In order to keep our model self-cstesit,
based on the observed properties of its central star, V664 &
first attempt to estimate the initial stellar mass and matglof the
PN progenitor. Then we describe its wind properties andibdiiy
during the formation of the PN by adopting the predictionghef
stellar evolution theory.

The primary of V664 Cas, which formed the PN, is a sdO star.
Its high estimated effective temperatufe;, = (8.3+0.6)x 10° K,
in combination with its estimated surface gravity log 5.65 +
0.05 cm s? (see Tablgll) classifies this object aBuminous sdO
(Napiwotzki 2008). This subclass of sdO stars is consistéttt a
post-AGB or post-early-AGB nature (Schoenberner 1983e&iter
1995; Napiwotzki 2008).

The initial mass of the sdO progenitor star can be estim-
ated through the comparison of the current, observed piepaf
V664 Cas primary star with the evolutionary tracks of AGB#po
AGB stars by Schoenberner (1983) and Bloecker (1995). Akcor
ing tolShimanskii et all (2004) the mass of the sdO primarnyista
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in the range of 0.54 - 0.60 M Within this mass range the post-
AGB tracks indicate a 1 - 3 M AGB progenitor, respectively.
The comparison between the same evolutionary tracks anabthe
served properties of the sdO star in the surface gravity eceff
ive temperature diagrarn (Napiwotzki 2008) favors more tineer
band of the aforementioned initial mass range. Howeveergite
uncertainties that include both the observational dedwasdf the
V664 Cas fundamental parameters and the estimated post-AGB
tracks we adopted a broader range of initial masses. Incpéati
we test the cases of an AGB wind progenitor with initial masse
1,2, 3and 4 M. Finally, the initial metallicity of the sdO pro-
genitor is considered to be solar (Z = 0.02) since the F5-Klhhma
sequence secondary star of V664 Cas reveals roughly salar co
position (Exter et al. 2005).

Here, we present the model that best reproduces the preperti
of HFG1 and this corresponds to an AGB star with initial mds3 o
M,. However, note that the cases of 2 nd 4 M, revealed sim-
ilar results and also -for the proper set of parameters- caghty
reproduce the observable of HFG1. This is not happeninghir t
case of a1l M AGB wind as for such a star the AGB evolution ter-
minates immediately before reaching the thermal pulsatG®
phasel(Bloeckar 1995). As a result the rapid increase tenEgh
mass loss rates is absent in this case and hence, is notlpdssib
form the extended bow shaped shell observed in HFG1.

4.4.2  The formation of the PN from a 3 M, AGB time variable
wind

To describe the time variable wind mass loss rates of suchra st
(M, Z) = (3 My, 0.02) during the thermal pulsating AGB (TP-AGB)
phase we use the results of the TP-AGB evolutionary models co
puted with the codecoLIBRI (Marigo et al. 2013) and presented
at|Nanni et al.|(2013) (see their fig. 3). By doing this we negle
the effects that arise from the duplicity of the progenitgstem
as the overall morphology of HFG1 does not reveal any pdaticu
structure or peculiarity (e.g. bipolar structure or/ambrsg equat-
orial outflows) which demands the consideration of strong bi
ary interactions. For computational simplicity also we leeg the
short time variability of the mass loss rate over the therpudse
cycle (the depicted spikes that result form the He-shelhfigai-
tion/quiescence) as they do not greatly affect the finalaut of
the simulation|(Wareing et &l. 2007). Then, we interpolatand
the nuclear evolution of the wind mass loss rate using thxpe-e
nential functions & « 10') which describe the TP-AGB and the
super wind phase (see also F1y. 7):

1067 x 10%/180 for t = 0- 0.9 Myr,

M — 10»14.7 x 10 1/0.107

—_—= for t = 0.9 — 1.05 Myr,
Mo/yn Y

©)

10749 for t = 1.05- 1.16 Myr.

For simplicity we consider the wind terminal velocity cosst
as it does not change significantly during the AGB evolution
(Vassiliadis & Woorl 1993).

1 We did not extent the chosen mass range to lower masses agfer s
with initial massess 1My the ejected material during the AGB phase is
small and the post-AGB evolution is very slow something tiratents the
formation of a PNI(Napiwotzki 2008; Otsuka etlal. 2015).
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Figure 8. The evolution of the bow shaped wind bubble of modelsiNomin (Upper row), PN, popt (Middle row) and P, pmax (Iower row). The
snapshots from left to right correspond to the times 0.62, @3 Myr, 1.12 Myr, 1.16 Myr.
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Table 4. The properties of the three studied models based on the wopmkpies of a 3 M AGB star. At all of the models it has been assumed that the

temperatures of the wind and the AM &gj,.q = Tuy = 10° K.

Model D(c) MMoyrY) u,(kms?) u (kmsY)  nay €M) Tags (Myr)
PNaw,pmin 310 see E4I5 3.0 30 0.5 1.2
PNam,popt 490 see EQ5 5.0 35 0.2 1.2
PNam,,Dmax 950 see Eq.J5 12.0 50 0.04 1.2

Defining the mass loss rate from the aforementioned stellar ing the short-term phase of the fast wind and the photoiitizat

evolution model, the free parameters of the hydrodynamid-mo
eling are the AM density and the wind terminal velocity where
for AGB stars the later is bounded within the small range of
~5—-15km s?. As we discussed in the previous section the geo-
metrical size as well as the systemic velocity of HFG1 areadis
dependent. Thus, any hydrodynamical model should refespea
cific distance of the object. Here we study three cases whéhe a
first two we consider that HFG1 is placed at the minimum and-max
imum possible distance as estimated by Exter et al. (200&)iets
PNsmo.omin @nd PN, pmax for D = 310 pc andD = 950 pc, re-
spectively. For the third case we consider the PN to be at phe o
timum distance estimation as calculated in this work (sex. S
model PNw, p,, for D = 490 pc. The aim of considering in our
modeling these three distances is to place possible limitsion
the distance of the object through the comparison of the teode
output with the current observables of HFG1. The input patans

of the models which best describe the observed propertid& Gl
are presented in Tadlé 4.

Fig.[8 shows the time evolution of the bow shaped wind bubble
of these three models. Initially € 0.62 Myr) due to the low wind
mass loss rates, the ratio of AM/wind ram pressure is high res
ulting in a narrow bow shaped bubble followed by a collimated
tail. As time progresses & 1.03, 1.12, 1.16 Myr) the wind mass
loss rate, and hence its ram pressure, increases followinf E
The termination shock expands rapidly forming an extended b
shock. Nevertheless, the changes of the mass loss ratecthatio
the wind source are not communicated instantaneously tbdne
shock but need a time interval higher thap, (see Eq[1L). As the
radius of the bow shock increases with the azimuthal amyjegy
change at the wind properties is first communicated at themeg
close to the stagnation point, and then to larger azimuthgles.
Consequently, during the whole wind bubble evolution, adye
state is never reached and the expansion of the bow shockis as
metric where the regions close to the stagnation expanerfagie
final outcome of this process € 1.16 Myr) is a more spherical
bow shock than this predicted by the analytical solutions. (&,
something that is in agreement with what we observe for tse ca
of HFGL1. In addition, as the region of the stripped wind mater
that forms the tail lies away from the wind source, it is ndéeted
by the rapid changes of the wind mass loss rate and thusaihset
its collimated structure formed in the previous stages efwfnd
bubble evolution. The final outcome of the wind bubble reseal
cometary structure with an extended bow shock and a cokichat
tail, something that closely represents the morphology FEGH.

4.4.3  Fast wind and ionization flux description

Having achieved to reproduce the main morphological chiarac
istics of HFG1 based on the wind variable models aligned thi¢h
AGB evolution of a 3M,,, we proceed our PN modeling by includ-

effects that accompany the collapse of the AGB core.

During the fast wind phase, the wind terminal velocity in-
creases sharply where in abaut: 10* yr it gets values of the
order of 16 — 10* km s* (Pauldrach et al. 1988) . To simulate this
rapid increase of the wind velocity, we describe the vejoeitol-
ution with an hyperbolic tangent function. We demand thé&ahi
value of the fast wind velocity to be equal to the AGB wind ve-
locity (u4gs) in order to get a smooth evolution from the previous
stage. The terminal value of the fast wind velocity is coesid to
be equal to the current escape velocity,{) of V664 Cas primary
star. Given that the observed surface gravity of the sdCralestar
is log~ 5.65 cm s?, we findu,,. ~ 10° km s%. Thus, the velocity
evolution during the fast wind phase is described by:

u=10x tanh[ ] +upsgp kms?, (6)

t
159x% 103

with ¢ the time in Myr. Simultaneously, the mass loss rate decsease
in a manner that conserves the wind ram pressure, as follows:

10749 x UaGa

10° x tanh[—l_sgx’m3] + Uacs

M, yr 2. )

The above mathematical description holds fox Z0® yr, straight
after the end of the super wind phase.

The resulting density structure of the PN for the three smdi
models, PMv, pomin, PNamg.pmax @nd PN, popt, including the fast
wind phase is depicted at the left column of [Eig. 9. Due to thalk
time interval of this phase, the fast wind region remains|soom-
pared to the overall PN structure forming a small cavity acbthe
CS without affecting the general morphological properbéshe
PN. The small spikes at the fast wind - AGB interface are tesul
ing from the Rayleigh-Taylor instabilities as the fast wimabble
evolves in the much denser AGB wind region.

At the final step we attempt to describe in our simulations the
ionization front due to the flux of the CS. A numerical appitoac
of this process requires a sophisticated method of radiatamsfer
something that is not included in tlrevRVAC code. Thus, at the
current work we resort to a simplified approximation of this-p
cess. During the fast wind phase we - instantaneously - asere
the cold plasma temperature from values lower than 1000 K to
10* K. Such a hypothesis is aligned with an R-type ionizatiomfro
(Giulian||1981; Huarte-Espinosa et al. 2012) in which theiza-
tion front evolution is much faster than this of the hydroagic
evolution. The final profile of PN luminosity per unit volumerf
the three studied models are portrayed in the right columrigf
9.

In Table[B, we compare the main morphological properties of
HFG1 with the relevant values of our modeling. The modelsef t
time variable wind - contrary to these of constant wind pastars
- that correspond to a 3 MAGB progenitor reproduce closely the
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Figure 9. Left column: The 2D density profile for the B, pmin (UP), PNsmo,Dopt (Middle) and PNy, pmax (bottom) models including the fast wind phase.
Right column: The luminosity per unit volume for the threedals including the ionization effects of the CS (see textdietails).



Table 5. Same as Tabl[g 3 but for the three studied wind time variableefso
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D(pc) 1o (10¥®cm)  rpgp (108 cCm)  re—170 (108 CM) Wiy (1018 cm)
Observations 310 1.8 21 2.6 1.6
PNamo,Dmin 310 1.8 2.1 3.1 1.8
Observations 490 2.8 33 4.1 2.6
PNsm,,Dopt 490 2.8 3.2 4.7 2.8
Observations 950 55 6.3 7.9 4.8
PNam,,Dmax 950 5.3 6.4 9.6 6.1

general shape of the outer shell and the geometrical prepeast
the tail as observed in HFG1.

5 DISCUSSION
5.1 Comparison of HFG1 with the hydrodynamic models

We have shown that considering time invariant stellar wind a
ISM properties, the morphological properties of HFG1, asated
bylHeckathorn et al. (1982) ahd Boumis et al. (2009), canaaeb
produced. In particular these models cannot reproduceltsiniu
eously the geometry of the bow shaped shell -which subsignti
deviates from the steady state solutions ($éct. 2) - anddtiene
ated tail observed in HGF1.

Motivated by the stellar evolution theory, we increased by
a step the complexity of the modeling by considering a stella
wind with time variant mass loss rates during the formatién o
the PN. The description of this time variability was made by a
opting the predictions of AGB_(Nanni etlal. 2013) and postBAG
(Pauldrach et al. 1988) evolutionary models. Finally, thellar
parameters of the AGB progenitor were determined by comgari
the observables of V664 Cas (Shimanskii et al. 2004; Extel et
2005) - the central binary of HFG1- with the theoretical pa&B
evolutionary tracks| (Schoenberner 1983; Bloecker 1995)hi#/
the parameters space that this comparison provided, wezltest-
eral models and we found that HFG1 is best reproduced by tee ma
outflows of a 3M stellar progenitor, with solar metallicity, during
its AGB and post-AGB phase (even though the cases of @ amd
4 M, AGB progenitor cannot be strictly excluded).

In our modeling with a 3 M AGB progenitor we took into
consideration three possible distances of the object, fintbiem
correspond to the two distance limits placed by Exter e2410%),
D,,,, = 310 pc andD,,,, = 950 pc , while the last one to the op-
timum distance estimated by this worR,,,, = 490 pc. All three
models reproduce the overall characteristics of HFG1 cshefl
and the collimated trail that follows the PN. According teske
models, the tail is formed at the early TP-AGB phase where the
mass loss rate, and thus the wind ram pressure, is relativéiev-
ertheless, as the mass loss rate increases towards suqerali
ues, the outer shell expands to the observed size. Due thtine s
time duration of the super-wind phase, the sharp increasheof
mass loss rate has not been communicated to the wind makextal
forms the tail and hence the latter retains its collimateatstire. In
addition, as the wind is time variable, the outer shell in madel-
ing never reaches a steady state and its resulting georseatigrie
spherical than expected by the analytical approach, sangethat
resembles closer the observed shell of HFG1.

Except from the general PN morphology that the hydro-
dynamical simulations and observations reveal, we quedtifie
comparison between the models and observations using &oar p
meters (Tablg]5): the radius of the stagnation poigt the radius
of the termination shock at the region where the angle betwee
radius vector and the vector of the stellar velocity i$ 80d 170
(re=00r and ry-17¢, respectively) and finally, the width of the tail
(Wrair). All three models reproduce quite accurately the radius of
the stagnation point as well as the radius of the terminatirock
at9 = 90°. The hydrodynamic simulations reveal the outer shell
structure of the PN slightly more elongated than the obskore,
resulting to an overestimation of the termination shockusét
6 = 170 by around 15 - 20%. This small difference could pos-
sible be explained by the fact the HFGL1 is slightly tilted sod/
the observer (Boumis etial. 2009) and thus, what we obsethe is
protection of the PN in the plane of sky. This, combined wita t
geometry of HFG1, makes, in this direction, the observedisaid
be smaller than the real one. Finally, as far as the width efai
is also well reproduced with the exception of thegi@Nomax model
which overestimates it by 25%.

The models also reproduce the decrease of the outer shell
brightness as the azimuthal angle increases and suppdurthe
ation of a ‘drop-shaped’ inner nebula. Nevertheless, onuk-
tions cannot explain the sharp positive gradient of therimebula
brightness in the direction of PN motion as well as its diffas
appearance. These observed properties could possiblglaéned
by asymmetric mass outflows during the AGB and post-AGB phase
or by a polar angle dependent ionization front. Both proegessve
not be included in our modeling.

Comparing the three different models, it is clear that the ge
eral morphology of the PN does not strongly depend on the fine-
tuning of the used parameters. Thus, the hydrodynamicaltres
cannot draw a firm conclusion about the distance of the abject
However, the adaptation of the maximum possible distance of
the PN O = 950 pc) indicates that HFG1 is one of the largest
observed PNe_(Frew etlal. 2015) revealing an averaged radflius
~ 2.1 pc. In addition, the low AM density adopted in this model
(nay = 0.04 cntd) is related more to the hot ISM component
(Ferrierd 2001). Considering this, it would be more re@lit ad-
opt an AM temperature df ~ 1C° K than the used value of $K.

As we explained in Sedi. 4.3, the interaction of the PN witthsu
a high temperature AM would result in a complex, turbulenict
ture in contrast to the observations. Therefore, even iemfrthe
three models can strictly be excluded, our results favorenfor
an HFGL1 distance closer to the lower limitlof Exter etal. €00
something that agrees with the independent distance a&imf
this study.
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5.2 SdO in PNe: what can we learn from HFG1

As we briefly discussed in the Introduction, hot sdO stars are
evolved, luminous, low mass stars. Despite decades of resea
the origin of these stars remains unclear. Among other &oolary
paths, it has been suggested that sdO stars are the remhbows o
mass starsi < 8 M) which have been evolved beyond the AGB
phase|(Hebzr 2009). The main argument for this scenarioeis th
position of sdOs in the Herspung-Russel diagram which isisbn
ent with the theoretically predicted post-AGB tracks (Satitzerner
1983 Bloecker 1995). If this scenario is true, it implieatth frac-
tion of sdO stars should be hosted at the centre of PNe (Allgl e
2013, 2015). Thus identifying sdO stars surrounded by PN is
important quest towards a better understanding of the ancle-

gin of sdO stars. Up to date a limited number (18) of theseesyst
have been discovered (see the list compiled by Allerlet &l520
and references therein) and among them is HFG1. Nevertheles
there is an extra property that makes HFG1 a unique object.

The main component of a PN structure is the bright shell
formed by the interaction of the AGB wind with the subsequent
fast wind. There are PNe which reveal a more complicated mor-
phology where, in addition to the bright shell, they are istasl of
a low-surface brightness outer rim, the so called ‘crowriaind a
extended diffusive faint halo. The crown is attributed te éxtent
of the ionization front resulting to the expansion of the kegion
into the neutral undisturbed surrounding. The halo is thenant of
the AGB wind ejected on a previous epoch. Unfortunatelyenain
these PN structures can provide direct information abautrthss-
loss history during the AGB phase. On the one hand, the sirefi-f
ation is mostly determined by the compact central star ptigse

6 SUMMARY
The results of the present work are summarised as follows:

(i) The main morphological characteristics of the cometary
structure of HFG1 can be well explained by the interactiothef
local AM with the mass outflows emanating from its supersalhjc
moving progenitor star, V664 Cas. It has been shown analjgic
that the properties which characterise AGB winds are ahlepim-
duce the size of the bow shaped outer shell observed in HFG1 by
adopting the observed proper motion of the PN and reasoAédlle
densities.

(i) As the systemic velocity and the size of the PN are disgan
dependent each model that attempts to explain the propestie
HFGL1 requires the knowledge of its distance. Exter et al0%20
estimated the distance of HFGL1 to be between 310 - 950 pc, Here
we recalculated HFG1 distance by modeling the spectralggner
distribution of V664 Cas secondary star. We found that HF&1 i
located at a distance @f = 490+ 50 pc.

(iii) We performed 2D hydrodynamical simulation modelifgt
interaction of the wind of a supersonically moving AGB stathw
the local AM. We found that adopting time invariant wind anilA
properties, none of our models are able to reproduce the main
phological properties of HFG1. In particular, these modaikto
reproduce simultaneously the extended bow shaped outépshe
served in HFG1 and the collimated trail oriented in the oftpos
direction of the PN motion. This result is independent fréw ad-
opted distance of the object.

(iv) At the next set of our models we considered that the wind
mass loss rate is increasing with time. Such an assumption is
agreement with the stellar evolution theory of AGB star, athi
predicts that the mass loss rates increase by several drdeag

and on the other hand it has been shown that development of anitudes during the AGB evolution. Based on the observedegsrop

multiple component PN structure consisted of a shell cromeh a
halo are independent from the previous AGB-mass-loss rfgsto
(Perinotto et al. 2004).

This is not true for the case of HFGL. Its main difference with
the general PN structure is that due to the supersonic mofion
HFGL1 the AGB wind of its progenitor remains trapped and close

to the CS under the ram pressure of the AM. Hence, in this case

the outer shell represents the shocked AGB wind compresged b
the termination shock. The wind properties determine atlycthe
final morphology of this shell. Thus, both the observed gados
shape and the size of the outer shell provide importantimfion

on the AGB wind properties and its time evolution.

Our modeling showed that the bow shaped shell of HFG1 can
only be reproduced by a time variable wind which, as time pro-
gresses, its mass loss rate increases sharply. This resligned
with the AGB wind models and their prediction of an AGB super-
wind phase.

Relying our description on the wind time variability on the
results of AGB evolution models we find that the best agreemen
between our simulations and the observed morphology of HEG1
achieved by assuming an AGB mass of 3 khd solar metallicity.
This is the expected mass for the progenitor of V664 Cas sdO ac
cording to the theoretical predictions of post-AGB statsug, our
result achieves to bridge the properties of the PN with thgiror
and evolution of its sdO CS. For the first time the predictiohs
the theories regarding the AGB wind properties and the pGB-
origin for the luminous sdOs are verified based on the geacaétr
characteristics of the surrounding PN.

ties of HFG1 progenitor star, a8¥ + 0.03 M, sdO star, and the
post-AGB evolution theory, we restricted the mass ranga®fRN
progenitor star to 1 - 4 M Within this mass range we performed
2D hydrodynamical simulations describing the wind mass tage
by using the prediction of TP-AGB evolutionary models. Werid
that the morphological properties of HFG1 are best repredury

a star with initial mass of 3 Mand solar metallicity.

(v) Adopting a 3 M, progenitor, we modeled HFG1 consider-
ing that the PN is placed at the distances of 310 pc, 950 ptyihe
distance limits estimated by Exter eflal. 2005), and 490 ds-
tance as estimated by this work). For all three examinedudists,
the hydrodynamic models reproduce closely the overall malg
gical properties of HFG1. Precisely, they reproduce thevgoy
of the extended outer shell explaining its roughly roundeaps
which deviates from the steady state solution of a bow shalpelil
In addition, a collimated tail in the direction opposite te PN mo-
tion is also formed in these models. Its width and length egri¢h
the observations. Finally, these models reproduce thesdserof
the outer shell brightness with the increase of the azinhathgle
as well as the formation of a ‘drop shaped’ inner nebula esgzlo
on the outer shell. Nevertheless, our hydrodynamic mogéivors
the cases of 310 pc and 490 pc as they result in a more reasonabl
PN size and AM properties.

(vi) The rare morphology of HFG1 combined with our model-
ing provides the first link which connects the theoreticadicted
evolution of an AGB star toward the formation of an sdO with th
observed properties of its host PN. This result provides mew
sights into the unknown nature of sdO stars reinforcing tieety
which describes their formation and evolution through AGRI a
post-AGB phases.
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