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ABSTRACT

The planetary nebula (PN) IC 4997 is one of a few rapidly evolving objects with variable brightness and nebular emission
around a hydrogen-deficient star. In this study, we have determined the physical conditions and chemical abundances of
this object using the collisionally excited lines (CELs) and optical recombination lines (ORLs) measured from the medium-
resolution spectra taken in July 2014 with the Flbre-fed Echelle Spectrograph on the Nordic Optical Telescope at La Palma
Observatory. We derived electron densities of > 3 x 10 cm ™3 and electron temperatures of > 14,000 K from CELs, whereas
cooler temperatures of ~ 11,000 and ~ 7,000K were obtained from helium and heavy element ORLs, respectively. The
elemental abundances deduced from CELSs point to a metal-poor progenitor with [O/H] < —0.75, whereas the ORL abundances
are slightly above the solar metallicity, [O/H] ~ 0.15. Our abundance analysis indicates that the abundance discrepancy factors
(ADFs = ORLs/CELSs) of this PN are relatively large: ADF(O?") > 8 and ADF(N?") > 7. Further research is needed to find
out how the ADFs and variable emissions are formed in this object and whether they are associated with a binary companion

or a very late thermal pulse.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars with intermediate progenitor
masses (1-8 M) experience multiple thermal pulses at the end of
their nuclear-burning stage, resulting in the formation of planetary
nebulae (PNe). These thermal pulses usually happen during the
AGB phase, when the helium-burning stellar shell is heated up
(Iben 1975; Iben et al. 1983; Iben & Renzini 1983). This causes
hydrogen-rich material to be pushed into the interstellar medium
(ISM).

IC 4997 (= PNG 058.3—10.9 = PK 58—10.1 = Hen 2-464 =
VV 256 =IRAS 20178+1634) was discovered as a PN by Pickering
& Fleming (1896). The radio continuum observations of IC 4997
hinted at a double-shell morphology consisting of a compact inner
shell of 0.3 arcsec, an hourglass outer shell of 2.7 x 1.4 arcsec?
with a position angle (PA) of 54°, and bipolar jet-like components
(Miranda et al. 1996; Miranda & Torrelles 1998). Additionally,
Soker & Hadar (2002) described it as a bent bipolar PN, which
could be linked to a wide binary companion or a triple stellar
system (Bear & Soker 2017).

This PN has an unusually wide electron density range of 10—
107 cm ™3 (Aller & Liller 1966; Aller & Epps 1976; Ferland 1979;
Pottasch 1984; Hyung et al. 1994; Kostyakova 1999; Zhang et al.
2004; Kostyakova & Arkhipova 2009; Burlak & Esipov 2010). The
derived electron density of the inner shell is very high in the range
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of 1.4x10°-2.6x 10° cm™?, while lower values of 1.0x 10*~1.2x
10* cm ™2 are found in the outer shell (Miranda et al. 1996; Gémez
et al. 2002). Furthermore, electron temperatures have been reported
in the 9.6 x 10° to 3.2 x 10*K range (Menzel et al. 1941; Aller
& Liller 1966; Ferland 1979; Flower 1980; Pottasch 1984; Hyung
et al. 1994; Kostyakova 1999; Zhang et al. 2004; Kostyakova &
Arkhipova 2009).

The central star of IC4997 has been classified among
hydrogen-deficient stars: [WC7/8] (Swings & Struve 1941), Of-
WR (Smith & Aller 1969; Aller 1975), weak-emission line star
(Tylenda et al. 1993; Marcolino & de Aratjo 2003; Marcolino et al.
2007), and [WC]-PG1159 (Parthasarathy et al. 1998). Nevertheless,
a recent study of the stellar spectrum of IC4997 with Gemini
Spectroscopy in 2014 did not lead to any classification owing to
the presence of photospheric H line and nebular contamination
(Weidmann et al. 2015).

The origins of hydrogen-deficient central stars of planetary
nebulae (CSPNe) are not well understood. A (very-) late thermal
pulse (LTP/VLTP) during the post-AGB and early PN stages,
known as the born-again scenario, has been proposed to lead to
the formation of a hydrogen-deficient star (Blocker 2001; Herwig
2001; Koesterke 2001; Werner 2001; Werner & Herwig 2006). A
born-again event could also eject metal-rich, dense, small-scale
structures into the previously expelled hydrogen-rich gas. It is well
known that abundances derived from optical recombination lines
(ORLs) are usually higher than those from collisionally excited
lines (CELs) in several PNe (e.g. Liu et al. 2000, 2001, 2004a;
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Table 1. NOT/FIES observation log of IC 4997 (Program ID: DDT2014-044, PI: J.J. Diaz-Luis).

Seq. Obs. Date & Time Exp. (sec) DEC Airmass  Target
060072 2014-07-06 22:50:54 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.62 IC 4997
060073 2014-07-06 23:22:21 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.42 IC 4997
060074 2014-07-06 23:53:47 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.27 IC 4997
060075  2014-07-07 00:25:14 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.17 IC 4997
060076  2014-07-07 00:56:40 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.10 IC 4997
060077  2014-07-07 01:28:07 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.06 IC 4997
060078  2014-07-07 01:59:33 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.03 IC 4997
060079  2014-07-07 02:31:01 1800 202008.74 +164353.69 1.02 IC 4997
060080  2014-07-07 03:05:59 180 202008.74 +164353.69 1.03 IC 4997
060064  2014-07-06 21:28:20 300 155002.89 +330548.86 1.01 BD+33°2642

Wesson et al. 2003; Tsamis et al. 2003, 2004, 2008; Garcia-Rojas
et al. 2009, 2013; Danehkar 2021), while temperatures measured
from ORLs are typically lower than those from CELs (e.g. Peimbert
1967, 1971; Wesson & Liu 2004; Wesson et al. 2005). Tiny metal-
rich, dense knots embedded in the hydrogen-rich PN may be to
blame for the difference in ORL and CEL abundances (Liu 2003;
Liu et al. 2004b).

Variable nebula emissions (Aller & Liller 1966; Ferland 1979;
Feibelman et al. 1979, 1992; Kostyakova 1999; Kostyakova &
Arkhipova 2009; Burlak & Esipov 2010; Arkhipova et al. 2020),
photometric variability of the nebula brightness (Arkhipova et al.
1994; Kostyakova & Arkhipova 2009; Arkhipova et al. 2020), and
changes in the effective temperature of the central star (Feibelman
et al. 1979; Purgathofer & Stoll 1981; Kiser & Daub 1982;
Kostyakova 1999; Kostyakova & Arkhipova 2009) make IC 4997 a
unique object. A decline in the effective temperature of the central
star from T.g = 59000 K to 47000K has been found over
the period 1895-1962 (Feibelman et al. 1979). Moreover, there
are changes in the flux ratio [O 111] A4363/H~y A\4340, which were
interpreted as a gradual increase in the stellar temperature from
1962 until 1977 and an outburst (or flare) in 1977-78 (Feibelman
et al. 1979; Purgathofer & Stoll 1981). However, Kiser & Daub
(1982) suggested that the changes in nebula emission lines could
be related to the expansion of the nebula itself. Furthermore, an
increase in the stellar temperature from T.g ~ 40000 to 60 000 K
over the period 1972-1992 was proposed to be responsible
for the variability in the nebular spectrum (Kostyakova 1999).
Nevertheless, the average temperature of the central star, which
was estimated from the nebular continuum, corresponds to Teg =
37000K in 1972-1974 and 47500 K in 1999-2005 (Kostyakova
& Arkhipova 2009), so the stellar temperature has likely increased
by about 10,000 K in three decades. More recently, Miranda et al.
(2022) proposed that the main reason for the variability in this
object could be an episodic, smoothly changing stellar wind based
on a relationship between the stellar wind strength and the [O 111]
A4363/H~ line ratio.

In this paper, we present our study of the spectroscopic
measurements of the PN IC4997 taken in 2014 with the 2.56-
m Nordic Optical Telescope, with the aim of obtaining physical
conditions and chemical abundances from CELs and ORLs. We
also use the International Ultraviolet Explorer (IUE) spectra to
characterize the ionizing UV luminosity of the central star. This

paper is organized as follows: Section 2 describes the details of
the observations. Section 3 explains the emission line identification
and flux measurements. In Sections 4 and 5, we present the results
from our plasma diagnostics and abundance analysis, respectively,
followed by a discussion of stellar characteristics in Section 6. In
Section 7, we discuss the variability of emission lines in this PN.
Finally, our findings are summarized in Section 8.

2 OBSERVATIONS

The PN IC4997 was observed on July 7th, 2014 (PI: J.J. Diaz-
Luis; Program ID: DDT2014-044) using the Flbre-fed Echelle
Spectrograph (FIES; Telting et al. 2014) on the 2.56-m Nordic
Optical Telescope (NOT; Djupvik & Andersen 2010) at the Roque
de los Muchachos Observatory in La Palma, Spain. The observing
run was a part of a program detecting diffuse interstellar bands
and fullerene-based molecules in PNe (Diaz-Luis et al. 2016).
The observation log is presented in Table 1. The observations
were made using the bundle C (F3) medium-resolution mode
(R = 46000) with the 1.3” fibre located on the PN IC 4997,
covering the wavelength range 3640-7270 A. Exposure times of
180 and 1800 seconds were used, which yielded signal-to-noise
ratios of at least 30 towards the blue-end and more than 60 towards
the red-end of the spectrum. We combined all 8 observations
taken with an exposure time of 1800 seconds (see Table 1)
using the IRAF task scombine. Most of the bright lines were
saturated in the combined 1800-sec spectrum, so we employed
it for the measurements of faint lines. We utilized the 180-sec
spectrum to measure the bright lines. The Ha A6563 and [O 111]
A5007 emission lines were saturated in the exposure of 180
sec, so they could not be used for our study. The FIEStool*
Python package was employed to reduce the data. The data
reduction steps include bias subtraction, scattering subtraction, flat-
field correction, one-dimensional spectrum extraction, blaze-shape
correction, and wavelength calibration. The spectrophotometric
standard star BD+33°2642 (SP1550+330) was used to perform the
flux calibration using the IRAF standard functions. The averaged
NOT/FIES spectrum of this PN is presented in Figure 1, which
shows several ORLs.

L http://www.not.iac.es/instruments/fies/fiestool/
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Figure 1. The NOT/FIES spectrum of IC 4997 collected with the exposure time of 1800 seconds in the wavelength range of 3680-7270 A.

Table 2. International Ultraviolet Explorer Observations of IC 4997 (low-dispersion spectra).

Instrument ~ Obs. ID Program ID & PI Obs. Date Exposure (s) A(A)

SWP swp01732  PN2AB, Boggess 1978 June 7 1800 1150-1975
LWR Iwr01628  PN2AB, Boggess 1978 June 7 1200 1975-3300
SWP swp08578  NPCAB, Boggess 1980 March 28 2400 1150-1975
LWR Iwr07317 NPCAB, Boggess 1980 March 28 1800 1975-3300
SWP swpl4400  NPDWEF, Feibelman 1981 July 5 1800 1150-1975
LWR Iwrl11011 NPDWEFE, Feibelman 1981 July 5 1800 1975-3300
SWP swp31683  NPIGEF, Ferland 1987 Sept. 1 1800 1150-1975
LWP Iwp11540  NPJGF, Ferland 1987 Sept. 1 1800 1975-3300
SWP swp41945  PNNLA, Aller 1991 June 29 1500 1150-1975
LWP Iwp20705  PNNLA, Aller 1991 June 29 1800 1975-3300

The IUE UV spectra of 1C4997 were retrieved from the
Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST). An observational
journal of the IUE data is provided in Table 2. As we aimed to
estimate the UV luminosities from spectral continua, we searched
for low-dispersion spectroscopic observations of this object and
used the highest exposure spectrum when there were multiple
exposures in each observing program. The IUE spectra were taken
by the short-wavelength prime (SWP) and the long-wavelength
redundant (LWR) cameras, which cover the wavelength ranges of
1150-1975 A and 1975-3300 A, respectively. The TUE observed
IC 4997 in different epochs during 13 years, namely 1978, 1980,
1981, 1987, and 1991, when this object had very high variabilities
in the He1 A\4471 line flux and the [O111] A4363/A4959 flux ratio
due to possible outbursts (see § 7). The [O111] flux measurements
indicate that the stellar temperature was decreasing after 1973 until
itreached its lowest value in 1986, while it was gradually increasing
in the following years, so the /UE observations cover this period of
the remarkable shift in the stellar temperature.

MNRAS 000, 1-16 (2022)

3 EMISSION LINE MEASUREMENTS

We automatically identified and measured emission lines with the
IDL package MGFIT,? which applies the Levenberg-Marquardt
least-squares minimization (Markwardt 2009) to multiple Gaussian
functions, and optimizes the solutions using a genetic algorithm
(Wesson 2016) and a random walk technique. We manually verified
and removed any misidentified lines. To estimate the errors of
emission lines, the signal-dependent noise model of the Gaussian
fit (Landman et al. 1982; Lenz & Ayres 1992) was used to quantify
the RMS deviation of the continuum around each emission line.
Our bright line fluxes with respect to H measured from the NOT
observations are roughly similar to the fluxes in 2013 and 2015
observed by Arkhipova et al. (2020), though they might observe a
different region of the nebula.

We obtained the dust and ISM extinction at H3 from the 10
observed Balmer emission lines relative to HS listed in Table 3

2 https://github.com/mgfit/ MGFIT-idl
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Table 3. The extinction c¢(H/3) derived from the Balmer lines.

Line Mult ~ Weight  c(HB)

A3697.15  BI17 1 0.552+0-013
A3711.97  BIS 1 0.72270:0%0
A\373437  BI3 2 0.58610-919
A3750.15  BI2 3 0.480+0-917
A3770.63  Bl1 3 0.71015-00%
A3797.90 B0 5 0.747+0-908
2383539 B9 6 0.78377:908
23970.07  B7 14 0.534%9:906
10174 B6 2 0.622F5018
A434047  BS 40 0.674700%
Average 0.645t8:8£

Note. The weights calculated based on the He I theoretical predictions are
used for calculating the average extinction. The uncertainty of the average
extinction obtained from weighted-uncertainties using an MCMC-based
method at a confidence level of 90%.

using their theoretical predictions under the Case B assumption
(Storey & Hummer 1995) and the Galactic reddening functions
of Seaton (1979, A < 5465A) and Howarth (1983, A >
5465 A). The physical conditions for the extinction calculations
were numerically obtained by iterations seeking the convergence
of Ne([O 11]) and T ([N 11]) according to Ueta & Otsuka (2021)’s
prescriptions. The flux measurement errors in the Balmer emission
lines were also propagated into the extinction analysis without
taking into account the physical condition uncertainties. The
logarithmic extinctions c(H/f) estimated from different Balmer
emission lines were weighted based on their predicted intrinsic
intensities relative to HS for the derived physical condition. As a
result, ¢(Hp3) derived from weak Balmer lines has lower weights,
whereas ¢(Hf) derived from strong Balmer lines has higher
weights. The Ha A\6563 line was saturated, so we could not use
it for the extinction calculation.

To deredden the observed fluxes of the emission lines, we used
the weighted average c¢(HB) = 0.645. Our averaged extinction
agrees with previous values of ¢(HB) = 0.61 (O’Dell 1963),
whereas 0.8 (Hyung et al. 1994), 0.32 (Ruiz-Escobedo & Pefia
2022), and other values were also reported (Ahern 1978; Flower
1980; Zhang et al. 2004; Kostyakova & Arkhipova 2009; Burlak &
Esipov 2010; Arkhipova et al. 2020). Taking F(Ha)/F(HS) =
4.25 as measured in 2015 by Arkhipova et al. (2020), we get
c(HB) = 0.59 for the theoretical Ha/Hp prediction with our
physical conditions Ne([O 11]) and T¢([N 11]). The differences in
the extinction values measured by different observations can be
explained by the inhomogeneous distribution of the dust extinction
over the nebula, as seen in the radio 3.6-cm continuum map taken
in 1995 (Miranda et al. 1996). Spatial variations of the extinction
c¢(HpB) have been found in other PNe (see e.g. Monteiro et al.
2004, 2005; Lee & Kwok 2005; Akras et al. 2020; Otsuka 2022).
Moreover, the Galactic dust reddening and extinction service®

3 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/applications/DUST/

yields E(B — V) = 0.136 £ 0.006 (Schlegel et al. 1998) and
0.117 4+ 0.005 (Schlafly & Finkbeiner 2011) with a 10-arcmin
circular aperture centered on IC4997, which could correspond to
the line-of-sight Galactic extinction.

Dereddened emission line fluxes were calculated using the
formula I(\) = 10°MAD RS (X)), where F/()) is the observed
flux, I(X) is the dereddened flux, and f(\) is the extinction
function of the Galactic reddening law (Seaton 1979; Howarth
1983) with Ry = A(V)/E(B — V) = 3.1, normalized so
that f(\) = 0 at the HB wavelength (A = 4861.33A). In
Table Al (Supplementary Material), we list the identified emission
lines together with their measured fluxes and measurement errors.
Columns 1-12 show the laboratory wavelength at (Ajap), the ion
identification, the laboratory wavelength, the observed wavelength,
the observed flux with measurement errors (in percentage),
the dereddened flux with corresponding errors (in percentage),
multiplet number (with the prefix ‘H’ for hydrogen Balmer lines,
‘V’ for ORLs, and ‘F’ for CELSs), the lower and upper terms of the
transition, and the statistical weights of the lower and upper levels,
respectively. All flux values are given with respect to the HS flux,
on a scale where H3 = 100.

We derived a systemic heliocentric velocity of vhe =
—69.2kms ™! from the H3 emission line in the NOT spectrum
using the IDL task RVCORRECT. This systemic velocity is in
agreement with v,y = —66.2kms ™! (Durand et al. 1998) and
Vhel = —64.4km 7! (Kharchenko et al. 2007). Moreover, Frew
et al. (2016) obtained a distance of 4.85 £ 1.56 kpc using the
Ha surface brightness-radius relation, whereas Bailer-Jones et al.
(2018) estimated a distance of 4.32 kpc with a lower limit of
2.68 and an upper limit of 6.75 kpc. Considering the distance of
4.327 399 kpc, the hourglass shell of 2.7 x 1.4 arcsec? corresponds
to the angular diameter of 0.0570-0%5 x 0.0297 5012 parsec?. The
long-slit [N 11] kinematic observation of IC 4997 in October 2003
(Lopez et al. 2012) also suggests a maximum expansion velocity
of 6Of§6 kms™! with respect to the central star, assuming an
inclination of ¢ = 35° based on its hourglass morphology. Thus, the
deprojected outflows could reach a distance of 0.03575-512 parsec
relative to the central star. The nebula size is comparable to Hen 2-
142 with a [WC9] star and Pe 1-1 with a [WO4] star, but those
PNe depict higher outflow velocities of ~ 200 kms™~! (Danehkar
2022). For the [N 11] expansion velocity, we obtained a kinetic age
of about 5707235 years. However, the true age could be around 1.5
of the kinetic age (Dopita et al. 1996), so this PN could have a PN
age of around tage = 860J_rg(7)8 years.

4 PHYSICAL CONDITIONS

We carried out plasma diagnostics of the dereddened fluxes
of CELs using the IDL library proEQUIB (Danehkar 2018a).
To estimate errors, we employed an IDL implementation*
(idl_emcee) of the affine-invariant Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) hammer (Goodman & Weare 2010). In the MCMC
hammer, a confidence level of 90% and a uniform uncertainty
distribution were used to propagate flux errors into the plasma
diagnostics and abundance analysis. For the CEL calculations,
we mostly used the CHIANTI atomic data v7.0 (Landi et al.
2012) read from the IDL library AtomNeb (Danehkar 2019).
The references for atomic data are listed in Table 4, which

4 https://github.com/mcfit/idl_emcee
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Ton Transition probabilities

Collision strengths

N+ Bell et al. (1995)

00 Froese Fischer & Tachiev (2004)
o+t Landi et al. (2012)

02+ Storey & Zeippen (2000), Tachiev & Froese Fischer (2001)

Ne2®™  Daw et al. (2000), Landi & Bhatia (2005)

S+ Nahar (unpublished, 2001)
S2+ Tayal (1997), Huang (1985)

CI>t  Mendoza & Zeippen (1982)

Ar2t  Biémont & Hansen (1986)
Ar3t  Landi et al. (2012)

Fe2t Ercolano et al. (2008)

Stafford et al. (1994)

Zatsarinny & Tayal (2003), Bell et al. (1998)
Pradhan et al. (2006), McLaughlin & Bell (1994)
Lennon & Burke (1994), Bhatia & Kastner (1993)

McLaughlin & Bell (2000)

Ramsbottom et al. (1996)
Tayal (1997), Tayal & Gupta (1999)

Ramsbottom et al. (2001)

Galavis et al. (1995)
Ramsbottom et al. (1997), Ramsbottom & Bell (1997)

Ercolano et al. (2008)

Ton Effective recombination coefficients Case
HT Storey & Hummer (1995) B
He™t Porter et al. (2013) B
He?t  Storey & Hummer (1995) B
C2t  Davey et al. (2000) A,B
c3t Péquignot et al. (1991) A
N2+ Fang et al. (2011, 2013) B
N3+ Péquignot et al. (1991) A
0%t Storey et al. (2017) B

includes transition probabilities, collision strengths, and effective
recombination coefficients.

Table 5 lists the electron densities (/N.) and electron
temperatures (7c) derived from the available diagnostic CEL flux
ratios. Following Ueta & Otsuka (2021), we performed the CEL
plasma diagnostics iteratively to achieve the converged results for
a pair of coupled Te- and Ne.-diagnostics. We linked 7e([N11])
to Ne([O11]), and the [Ar11I] temperature to Ne([Cl11]). As the
[O111] temperature is higher than typical PN temperatures of <
25,000 K at densities below 2 x 10° cm ™%, we made a link between
Te([O111]) and Ne(Ariv). The [O11] density was also used to
calculate the [O 1] and [S 11] temperatures.

We also estimated the electron temperature 7 .c([NII])
using the A5755 auroral line corrected for the recombination
contamination according to the empirical formula of Liu et al.
(2000). To estimate the recombination contribution, we used the
ionic abundance N2T derived from the N 11 ORLs in § 5. The O3
ionic abundance estimated from O®**/HT = [(He/HT)?/® —
1] x (Ot /H* 4 0*"/H™) is negligible, so it is not necessary
to correct the [O111] A\4363 line flux for the recombination
contamination.

Figure 2 presents the N.—7. diagnostic diagram made from
the Ne-diagnostic CEL ratios of the [O 11], [Ar1V], and [Cl 111] ions,
and the Te-diagnostic CEL ratios of the [O1], [N 11], [S 11], [O111],
and [Ar 111] ions. The T%-diagnostic [N 11] curve shown in this figure
is based on the [N 11] flux ratio, which was not corrected for the
recombination contribution to its A5755 auroral line. It can be seen
that the electron temperatures derived from the [N11], [S11] and
[O111] flux ratios are very sensitive to the electron density, whereas
the [O1] and [Ar111] temperatures show less variability with Ne.
The [Ar1v] N.-diagnostics also have a noticeable dependence

MNRAS 000, 1-16 (2022)

on 7., whereas the electron densities derived from the [O11] and
[Cl111] flux ratios are less sensitive to the electron temperature.

It is important to consider the critical densities of
diagnostic lines when we interpret the results. We calculated
the critical densities for density-diagnostic low-excitation lines
at 7. =18,000K as follows: [S1I] AX6717,6731, N =2,290,
6,770cm™>; and [O 11] A\3726,3729, N, =4,930, 1,240cm ™2,
respectively;  whereas for  high-excitation  N.-diagnostic
lines: [ArIv] AM4711,4740, N, =20,480, 184,510cm™*
(Te =24,100K); and [ClII] AAS5518,5538, N.. =16,820,
36,980 cm > (T = 14,300 K), respectively. Although the [Ar1v]
density-diagnostic lines have the highest critical density, our
derived [Ar1Vv] density is highly uncertain, so the [Cl111] density-
diagnostic line ratio may be more reliable. Thus, we assumed the
[Cl111] density for the higher ionized ions (X**, i > 2) in our first
analysis in Section 5. To see the difference, we used the [Ar1v]
density for X** (i > 2) in our second abundance analysis.

We derived the critical densities for temperature-diagnostic
low-ionization lines at 7, =18,000K as follows: [NII]
AN6584,5755, Nex = 9.97 x 10%, 1.72 x 107cm™?; and
[S11] AN6717,6731,4069,4076 N, = 2,290, 6,770, 3.24 x 10°,
1.57 x 10° em™3; while for high-ionization T,-diagnostic lines:
[O111] AN959,4363, Ner = 8.91 x 10°, 3.61 x 10"cm™?
(T =24,100K); and [Ar111] AN7751,5192, Nx = 5.75 x 106,
4.58 x 10" em™ (T = 14,300 K), respectively. We see that the
[Ar111] lines have the highest critical density among them, so they
may be the most reliable lines in extremely dense ionized plasmas
(> 10° cm™2). The [N11] and [O 111] temperature-diagnostic lines
may not be suitable for densities higher than 9 x 10* and 8 x
10° cm ™3, respectively. Temperature-diagnostic lines emitted from
a region having densities higher than the critical densities of those
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Figure 2. Ne—T diagnostic diagram for CELs. The solid red lines correspond to 7e-diagnostic curves, and the dashed blue lines correspond to Ne-diagnostic
curves with emission lines listed in Table 5. The Te-diagnostic [N I1] curve is without the recombination correction.
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Figure 3. No—T. diagnostic diagrams based on O 11 and N 11 ORLs.

lines could yield a largely overestimated temperature, which can be
seen in the value we obtained for the [O 111] temperature. Assuming
the [O111] lines are emitted from extremely dense regions (> 5 X
10° cm™?), it could have a temperature below 20,000 K according
to our N.—1¢ diagnostic diagram shown in Figure 2. The [Ar111]
temperature, which has the highest critical density, is more suitable
for this dense PN, and therefore was used for higher ionized ions
(X**, i > 2) in our first abundance analysis in Section 5. In order
to see the difference, we additionally assumed 7c([O111]) for the
higher ionized ions (X™, 4 > 2) in our second analysis.

It can be seen that our physical conditions deduced from
CELs are in agreement with the previous results. Our derived
electron densities log N ([Cl111]) ~ 4.5 and log Ne([Ar1v]) ~
5.4 cm™* agree with log Ne([OT1]) ~ 4.5, log Ne(Siti]) ~ 5,

and log No(C1i]) ~ 6.2 (Hyung et al. 1994), and log No ~
5.6 (Aller & Liller 1966; Ahern 1978). Furthermore, the electron
temperatures Te v ([N 11]) = 17,260 K and 75 ([Ar111]) = 14,180 K
that we calculated agree with 7. = 18,000 K (Aller & Liller 1966),
15,700K (Ahern 1978), 14,700 K (Flower 1980), and 15,000 K
(Kiser & Daub 1982). Recently, Ruiz-Escobedo & Pefia (2022)
also obtained N. = 31, 70045%}:888 (low-excitation CELs) and
1.8702 x 10°cm™® (high-excitation CELs), as well as Te =
16, 20015 300 K.

Using the effective recombination coefficients (aeg) of
ions, we implemented a least-squares minimization technique
to determine the electron temperatures of heavy element ORLs
according to McNabb et al. (2013) and Storey & Sochi
(2013). Additionally, we weighted our least-squares with flux
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Table 5. Physical conditions derived from CELs and ORLs.

Lines Temperature Diagnostic Te(K)
[O1] CELs® 6300453547~$§33f3478 12910f328
[N11] CELs® 654810+ 6583.50 184807330
[N 11] CELs®* 6548451705~£§65083450 17990f338
[S11] CELs® PR T e 21260_ 4560
[Ar111] CELs® 7135804 7751.43 142601370
[0 111] CELsP 4958.91 240501570
He 1 ORLs 5875.66 110707 133°
O11 ORLs least-squares min. 7400fég380
N 11 ORLs least-squares min. 6700f§é88
ATLC Tinug — Thier 741071320
ATy, © Tiarm — Tou,Nu) 721073599
Lines Density Diagnostic Ne(em™3)
[0 11] CELs4 3728.82 30400%7332%0
[Clir] CELs — 3326015300
[Ar1v] CELsd a740.17 297380733750
O 11 ORLs® least-squares min. 2500f }%80
N 11 ORLsf least-squares min. 21007:12880

a Electron temperatures of low-excitation ions linked to Ne ([O 11]).

b T ([Ar 111]) linked with Ne([CI 111]), but T ([O 111]) with Ne ([Ar 1v])
since To([O 111]) > 25,000 K at Ne < 2 x 10° cm ™3 (see Figure 2).

¢ ATy the dichotomy between the [N1I1] and Hel temperatures, and
AT>5 between the [Ar111] temperature and the mean temperature of the
O 11 and N 11 ORLs.

4" N ([0 11]) coupled with Te ([N 11]), Ne([Cl 111]) with Te([Ar 111]), and
Ne([Ar 1v]) with T ([O 111]).

¢ O11 ORLs \4119.2, 4153.3, 4319.6, 4349.4, 4416.9, 4609.4, 4610.2,
4641.8, 4649.1, 4650.8, 4661.6, and 4676.2 A.

£ N1TORLSs M630.5, 5666.6, 5676.0, and 5679.6 A.

* Te,rc([N 11]) obtained using the [N11] A5755 line corrected for the
recombination contamination.

uncertainties, so highly uncertain ORLs have lower weights
in our least-squares minimization. We employed recombination
coefficient to predict the theoretical ORL fluxes Ipreqict in the
available temperature range and the ORL elemental abundances
from §5. We used the dereddened fluxes Iopserve and the
predicted fluxes Ipredict to calculate the weighted least-squares:

X2 = N w; (Lonserve (A7) — Tpredics (A7) ) in the full
temperature range. The electron temperature 7. and density Ne
are identified at the minimum value of the weighted least-squares
(see Figure 3). The weights are calculated using the absolute errors

of the dereddened fluxes, w; = 1/0?0bsewe( ) with the total

weight being wWsum = Zj\’: 1 wj. In the first iteration, we adopted
the [Ar 111] temperature, and we then iterated our calculations until
there was no change in 7 and N, identified at the minimum value
of least-squares x?.

The logarithmic least-square distributions (log x?) calculated
for O11 and N11 ORLs within the entire ranges of 7. and Ne
are shown in Figure 3, with the minimum x? located at the

MNRAS 000, 1-16 (2022)

Chemical Abundances of IC4997 1

crossing point of the two solid lines. Table 5 presents the electron
temperatures and densities derived from the O11 and N 11 ORLs
using the least-squares minimization method. The confidence levels
were obtained from the limits y2;, + 1 of the least-squares
normalized by x2,, similar to Storey & Sochi (2013). Although
our electron temperature 7.(O11) = 7400717800 determined
from the O 11 ORLs is highly uncertain, it may be more reliable
than T.(N1) = 670075400 derived from the N11 ORLs that
could be contaminated by fluorescence (Escalante & Morisset
2005; Escalante et al. 2012). Our least-squares minimization O I1
temperature, albeit with high uncertainties, agrees with 7 (O'11) =
7100 £ 100 found by Ruiz-Escobedo & Pefia (2022) using the
empirical relationship of Peimbert et al. (2014). It can be seen that
the ORL temperatures are much lower than those from the CELs.

Table 5 also lists the HeI temperature determined from the
AB876/A4472 flux ratio using the analytic method of Benjamin
et al. (1999) and the fitting parameters extended by Zhang et al.
(2005) to temperatures below 5000 K. It can be seen that the helium
temperature is below the [N1I] temperature, but higher than the
N 11 and O 11 temperatures. Our He 1 A5876/A4472 temperature of
110707 9:% K agrees with the Balmer Jump temperature T, (BJ) =
11300+£ 700 K derived by Ruiz-Escobedo & Pefia (2022) using Liu
etal. (2001)’s empirical method, as well as their He 1 A6678/\5875
temperature of 10500 £ 1100 K. However, Ruiz-Escobedo &
Pefia (2022) also obtained Tw(He1) = 89007 350" K from the
A7281/X6678 line ratio, which could be the most reliable He 1 line
ratio as argued by Zhang et al. (2005) and Otsuka et al. (2010).
However, the NOT observations used in our study did not cover the
He1 \7281 line.

5 CHEMICAL COMPOSITION

In the CEL analysis, we determined the ionic abundances of N,
O, Ne, S, Cl, Ar and Fe from the dereddened fluxes of CELs
and the physical conditions derived in § 4 using the IDL program
proEQUIB with the Einstein spontaneous transition probabilities
and the transition collision strengths listed in Table 4. In our
first approach, we assumed the temperature derived from the [O1]
flux ratio for O, the recombination-corrected [N IT] temperature
(Tere) for singly-ionized ions X, the [Ar1i1] temperature for
X't ions where i > 2, the density derived from the [O11] flux
ratio for neutral and singly-ionized ions, and the [Cl111] density
for X** where ¢ > 2. In our second approach, we adopted the
same physical conditions used in the first one, apart from the
[O111] temperature and the [Ar1v] density used for X+ where
¢ > 2. The ionic abundances derived from CELs are presented
in Table 6. In our first analysis, our aim is to adopt the physical
condition, Ne([Cl111]) = 3.33 X 10* em™3, for high-excitation
lines that is less affected by the associated critical density limits.
In our second analysis, No([Ariv]) = 2.97 x 10°cm™ can
lead to the same ionic abundance O** for the bright [O 111]A\4959
line and faint [O111]A4363 auroral line (see Table 6). In our
analyses, the IDL MCMC hammer was used for propagating flux
measurement errors, excluding physical condition uncertainties,
into our calculations to provide abundance uncertainties.

In the ORL analysis, ionic species of He, C, N, and O were
obtained from the dereddened fluxes of ORLs. The recombination
coefficient of each line was calculated by interpolating the given
physical conditions on the two-dimensional 7.—N. grids of
recombination atomic data listed in Table 4. We assumed the
He1 temperature and the [O11] density to calculate the ionic
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Table 6. Ionic abundances derived from CELs.

Ton Line Weight & Xit/Ht 2 Weight P Xit/Ht b

Nt [N 11] A5754.60 [1.07375:519 % 1076 - [1.07375:519 % 1076
Nt [N I1] A6548.10 1 104870558 x 106 1 1.04870 555 x 106
Nt [N 11] A6583.50 3 1.03979-026 » 106 3 1.03979-026 » 10-6
0° [0 1] A6300.34 3 3.13610:000 x 1076 3 3.13610:000 x 1076
o [O1] A6363.78 1 3.38470073 x 100 1 3.38470013 x 100
ot [O11] A3726.03 3 5.65710-29%7 x 10-6 3 5.65710-29% x 10~6
Ot [O1]A3728.82 1 5.660170 199 x 1076 1 5.660170 19 x 1076
0%t [0111] A4363.21 - [3.50175:558 » 10=4) - [3.507175:503 » 1075]
02t [O11] \4958.91 1 8.1401 0098 x 1075 1 3.5081 000 x 1075
Ne2T  [Nem] A3868.75 3 4.008T5-075 x 105 3 1.13170:02%  10-5
Ne?t  [Neli] A3967.46 1 3.82210-98% » 1075 1 107970023 x 1077
st [S 11] A4068.60 3 5.51470123 x 10~8 4 5.51470123 x 10~8
St [S 11] A4076.35 1 5.30170-208 x 10—® 1 5.39170-208 x 10—®
st [S11] A6716.44 1 7.98510383 x 1078 1 7.98510383 x 10~8
st [S 11] A6730.82 2 4.20170153 % 10-8 2 4.20170153 % 108
S2t  [S1I]A6312.10 1 1.21275-02% x 10-6 1 2.92610579 x 10~7
CI2+  [Clur] AS517.66 1 1.04375:02% x 108 1 2.24370°520 x 1078
CI2+  [Cl] A5537.60 3 104470538 x 1078 5 148770558 x 108
Ar2T [Armn] A5191.82 1 3.30075-973 x 107 1 6.758T5-1%8 x 108
Ar?t [Arin) A7135.80 58 3.30170:059 % 10-7 24 157670515 x 1077
AT [ArIv] A711.37 13 2.32970-071 x 10~8 2 2.56970-079 x 10~8
APt [Ar1v] A4740.17 36 543770050 x 1078 10 2.569700%5 x 1078
AT [Ar1v] A7237.26 1 2.97370-210 x 1077 1 3.665T5258 x 108
AT [ArIvI A7262.76 1 3.53470143 » 1077 1 4.35970178 x 1078
Fe?t  [Fel] \4701.62 2 6.84870 131 x 1077 1 2.22310537 x 10~7
Fe2*  [Fel] \733.91 1 4.7737023% % 1077 1 146775072 x 107
Fe?*  [Fellr] A\4769.40 5 9.47970-237 x 10~8 5 3.0777010% x 1078
Fe2t  [Fer] A5270.40 6 1.50270-06% 5 10-7 6 5.30370:232 x 108

& To([01]), Te,rc(INT1]), and Te([Ar111]) adopted for XO, XT and X** (i > 2), respectively; and Ne([O11]) and Ne([Cl111]) assumed for X'+ (i = 0, 1)

and Xt (i = 2), respectively.

b The same as the physical conditions used in the first approach (a), except for Te([O 111]) and Ne([Ar1V]) used for Xt (i > 2).

Note. The weights, which are calculated based on the predicted intrinsic fluxes, are used to calculate the average value of each ionic abundance presented
in Table 8. The average ionic abundances and their uncertainties are calculated according to the weights of the ionic abundances, and the values in square

brackets [ ] are not used for the average ionic abundances listed in Table 8.

abundance He™. The temperature derived from the [Ar111] lines
and the density from the [Cl111] lines were adopted with highly-
ionized ions Xt (i > 2) in our ORL calculations. We note that
the recombination atomic data of most ORLs have not yet been
computed at densities higher than 10° cm™®. The uncertainties
of our derived ionic abundances were estimated by propagating
the flux errors in the calculations with the MCMC hammer. The
ionic abundances derived from ORLs are presented in Table 7. It
can be seen that the average ionic abundances from the ORLs in
Table 8 are in reasonable agreement with the previous results. We
derived N(O*")/N(H") = 6.5 x 10™* that roughly agrees with
N(O*")/N(HT) = 10.0 x 10™* (case A) and N(O?*T)/N(H") =
7.1 x 107* (case B) by Hyung et al. (1994). However, we

obtained N(N*T)/N(H") = 1.0 x 10~* and N(C*")/N(HT) =
6.8 x 107", which are around two and four times lower than
N(N*T)/NHT) = 2.3 x 107* and N(C*T)/N(HT) = 2.4 x
10~* found by Hyung et al. (1994).

We determined elemental abundances from ionic abundances
using two different sets of the ionization correction factors (icf).
In our first (standard) icf approach, we employed the icf formulas
of Kingsburgh & Barlow (1994, KB94), the chlorine icf method
of Liu et al. (2000, L00), and the iron icf formula of Izotov
et al. (1994, ITL94) for the CEL abundance analysis, and the
icf formulas from Wang & Liu (2007, WLO7) for the ORL
abundance analysis. In our second icf approach, we obtained
elemental abundances using the schemes and uncertainty methods
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Table 7. Ionic abundances derived from ORLs.

Ton Line Weight Xit/HT 2

1.31810:040 o 19-2

Het  He1\4120.84 1 —0.041

He™  He1\4387.93 3 1.06375:019 x 10~1
Het  He1A4471.50 21 1.15570-006  10-1
He™  He1\5047.74 1 117475047 x 101

—0.054
9.76375-097 % 102
8.96570 159 x 1072
142775022 x 101
6.767T0 588 x 1070
1.60179-029 x 10—4

1.53375-079 x 1074

Het  He1 \5875.66 65
Het  Hel\6678.16 18
Het  He1\7065.25 22
C2t  C1A6151.43 1
C3t C i 4647.42 2
C3t  C 11 )4650.25

—

N2t N 11463054 3 1.71670:020 x 10—*
N2+ N11A5666.63 2 77170128 % 1075
N2t N11)A5676.02 1 5.659703%1 x 107°
N2t N11)A5679.56 5 7.34970-07% x 105
N3+ N 11 M640.64 1 3.97510120 x 1075
0%t 0nA119.22 7 6.96270 157 x 104
0%t 01415330 6 77T 28 x 1074
0%t 01 )4319.63 3 1.04075:032 x 1073
02T 011 )4349.43 9 7.60875178 x 10~4
0%t 0141697 4 717970485 x 1074
0%F  O11)4609.44 3 6.26170:125 x 104
0%t 011 A4610.20 1 1.01375:03% x 10-3
02t 01464181 20 771910758 x 1074
0%t 011)4649.13 36 468210073 x 1074
0%t 0112465084 9 511470397 x 10~4
02T 011 M4661.63 10 9.61779:9%0 x 104
0%t 011)M676.23 7 4.0667027% x 104

& Te(HeT)and Ne([O11]) adopted for Het; and Te([Ar111]) and Ne([CI111])
assumed for X*T (7 > 2).

Note. The weights calculated according to the theoretical fluxes are used
to obtain the average ionic abundances listed in Table 8. The average ionic
abundances and their uncertainties presented in Table 8 largely depend on
the ORLs with higher weights.

of Delgado-Inglada et al. (2014, DMS14). Table 8 presents the
elemental abundances based on the different icf formulas and the
two different assumptions of the physical conditions.

For the PN IC4997, we obtained the ORL/CEL abundance
discrepancy factors (ADFs=ORLs/CELs) of the weighted-
average ionic abundances O*' and N?* from the On and
N1 ORLs and the [O11] and [N11] CELs. The CEL N?t
ionic abundance is obtained using the general assumption of
N+ =N+ x 0*F/07 (Kingsburgh & Barlow 1994). From Table 8,
it can be seen that ADF(O*") > 8 and ADF(N*T) > 7. We
determined the CEL-ORL temperature dichotomy AT, between
the [N 11] and He I temperatures associated with the singly-ionized
ions Nt and He™, and AT,; between the [ArIII] temperature
and the mean temperature of O1I and N1I ORLs corresponding
to the doubly-ionized ions Ar*T, 0**, and N?*. Accordingly, the
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temperature dichotomies are AT, = T.([N1]) — Te(He1l) =
741011550 K, and ATey = To([Armi]) — To(OT,NII) =
721072590 K. Furthermore, Ruiz-Escobedo & Pefia (2022) derived
ADF(0?") ~ 5, while their plasma diagnostics also imply the
dichotomies 7¢.(CELs) — T.(BJ) = 4900K and 7.(CELs) —
T.(He17281/6678) = 7300 K where T.(CELs) = 16200 K.

Taking the oxygen abundance as a metallicity indicator, we see
that the PN IC 4997 is metal-poor with [O/H] = —0.75 (or —1.08)
from the CEL abundance analysis using the standard icf formulas
with the first (or second) assumptions of physical conditions. We
assumed the solar composition of Asplund et al. (2009). As sulfur,
argon, and chlorine also remain untouched in low- to intermediate-
mass stars, they may be reliable indicators of metallicity. From
our CEL abundance analyses, we found [S/H] = —0.77 in our
first approach (or —1.43 in our second one), [Ar/H] = —0.70
(or —1.08), [CVH] = —1.22 (or —1.07), and [Fe/H] = —0.85
(or —1.73) using Kingsburgh & Barlow’s icf methods (chlorine
using Liu et al. 2000). Although the nitrogen composition could
be affected by mixing processes prior to the AGB and during
the AGB phase, we get [N/H] = —0.63 (or —0.95). The [Cl111]
CELs are typically weak, so their corresponding metallicity may
not be accurate. Sulfur abundances in metal-poor stars are expected
to behave the same as metallicity (see Takada-Hidai et al. 2005;
Spite et al. 2011). However, the [S11] lines could be affected by
the shock-ionization (see e.g. Danehkar et al. 2018) when dense,
small-scale structures propagate through the previously ejected
material (Dopita et al. 2017; Ali & Dopita 2017). It is also well
known that sulfur abundance derived from optical emission lines
in PNe is typically lower than the expected metallicity, which is
known as the sulfur anomaly in PNe (Henry et al. 2012). We
also found [Ne/H] = —0.30 (or —0.82). AGB nucleosynthesis
may slightly increase the neon abundance (Karakas et al. 2009).
Thus, the metallicities deduced from argon and oxygen could
be more accurate than those derived from sulfur. chlorine, and
neon. Interestingly, we notice that the [O/H] and [Ar/H] values
are roughly the same, so the metallicity of IC4997 is associated
with [X/H] < —0.75. The CEL analysis implies that this PN likely
evolved from a metal-poor progenitor. However, we found that
[O/H] = 0.15 from the ORL abundance analysis, which is a little
higher than the solar composition.

Our CEL and ORL elemental results correspond to Z == 0.004
and Z ~ 0.012, respectively. The CEL elemental abundances
derived with the first physical conditions N(O)/N(H) = 8.7 x
107°, N(N)/N(H) = 1.6 x 107> and N(Ne)/N(H) = 4.2 x
10~° (by number) are roughly close to the AGB yield predictions
of the progenitor mass between 2.25 and 2.5M and the
metallicity between Z = 0.004 and 0.008 (Karakas & Lattanzio
2007). Furthermore, the CEL chemical abundances by mass,
X(0)/X (He) = 3.3 x 1073 (or 1.5 x 1072), X(N)/X (He) =
5.3 x 107 (or 2.51 x 10™*) and X (Ne)/X (He) = 2 x 1073
(or 6.1 x 10™*) are consistent with the wind predictions of the
AGB nucleosynthesis models with the progenitor mass within 1.9—
2.25M and the metallicity 0.004 < Z < 0.008 (Karakas 2010).

6 STELLAR CHARACTERISTICS

Table 9 lists the ionizing luminosities (Luyv) and effective
temperatures (T.g) of the central star derived from the UV [UE
archival data and the [O111] nebular fluxes for different epochs
during the 13 years from 1978 to 1991. We modeled the UV
continuum of each observing program using polynomial functions
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Table 8. Averaged ionic abundances and elemental abundances.

Ton Typ.  icfref. X/H? X/HP

Het/H ORL 10670008 x 101 1.067F] 508 x 10~!
He/H  ORL 106770008 x 1071 1.067F] 508 x 10~!
C2>t/H ORL 6.767T0338 x 1075 676770338 x 1075
C3t/H ORL 1.5787003% x 10=%  1.57870:03% x 10—4
iciC) ~ ORL  WLO7 107070502 116170008
C/H ORL WLO7 241275588 x 10=*  2.61970 093 x 104
iciC)  ORL DMSI4 166270329 160470399
CH ORL DMSI4 1.12575333 « 10-4 108570275 x 104
N2t/H  ORL 9.93870:99% «x 10-5  9.9387599% x 10-5
N3t/H ORL 3.97570180 x 1075 3.97570-120 » 10-5
icfiN) ~ ORL  WLO7 1.07075-002 1.16175-008
NH ORL  WL07 148870925 x10=* 1.61670 03] x 10~*
O%f/H ORL 6.48970 055 x 10=*  6.48970:09% x 10—*
iclO) ~ ORL  WLO7 1.07075-9:9 1.16175-013
OH ORL WL07  6.94075992 x 10-%  7.53670:123 x 10—*
N*/H  CEL 104175026 % 1076 1.04170 52 x 10-6
icfiN) ~ CEL KBY94 15.38875-523 7.201715-328
N/H CEL KB94  1.60270097 x 1075  7.4967039] x 10-6
iciN) ~ CEL DMSl4 61.037752-563 25.61673% 524
NH CEL DMSI4 6.35475780 x 1075 2.667F] 150 x 10~°
O%H  CEL 3.19870 039 x 1076 3.19870:0%9 x 10-°
Ot/H  CEL 5.6571T0155 x 1076 5.65710 135 x 1076
O**/H CEL 8.14070 693 x 1075 3.50870:030 x 1075
icfO) ~ CEL KBY% 1.00070 588 1.00070 599
OH CEL KB94 870670133 x 1075  4.0747]072 x 10~°
icf0) ~ CEL DMSI14 1.00070 555 1.00070 559
OH CEL DMSI4 870675552 x 1075 4.07470:1%5 x 1075

& Te([O1]), Te,re(IN11]), and Te ([Ar 111]) adopted for CEL X9, X+ and X*F (i > 2), respectively; Ne([O11]) and Ne([Cl 111]) assumed for CEL X*+ (i = 0, 1)
and X+ (i > 2), respectively; Tw(He 1]) and Ne([O 11]) adopted for He™; and Te([Ar 111]) and Ne([Cl111]) assumed for ORL Xt (i > 2).

b The same as the physical conditions used in the first approach (a), except for Te([O 111]) and Ne([Ar1V]) used for CEL Xt (1 > 2).

Note. The second column indicates that the ionic abundances were obtained from CELs or ORLs. The third column gives the reference of the icf methods used
for calculating elemental abundances. References are as follows: DMS14 — Delgado-Inglada et al. (2014); ITL94 — Izotov et al. (1994); KB94 — Kingsburgh

& Barlow (1994); L00 — Liu et al. (2000); WL07 — Wang & Liu (2007).

fitted to the combined SWP and LWR JUE spectra. We dereddened
the fitted continuum using ¢(HB) = 0.645 and the UV standard
extinction function of Seaton (1979) with Ry = 3.1, and then
obtained the integrated flux Fuv over the wavelength range 1250—
3000 A. The ionizing UV luminosity is then estimated as Luy =
47 D?* Fyy, where the distance is taken to be D = 4.32729% kpc
(Bailer-Jones et al. 2018). The effective temperature Teg of the
central star in each year was also estimated from the [O 111] A4959

flux measurement by Kostyakova & Arkhipova (2009) using the
empirical formulas of Dopita & Meatheringham (1990, 1991).

Figure 4 shows the evolutionary tracks of the LTP/VLTP
hydrogen-burning models calculated by Blocker (1995) for the
progenitor stars with zero-age main sequence masses of Miniz =
1M and 3Mg evolving to the degenerate cores with stellar
masses of M, = 0.524Mg and 0.625Mg, respectively (left
panel); as well as the evolutionary tracks of the hydrogen-burning
models computed by Miller Bertolami (2016) for the progenitor
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Table 8 — continued
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Ton Typ. icf ref. X/H?* X/HP
Ne2t/H CEL 3.96170051 x 107%  1.11875-051 x 10—
icf(Ne) CEL KB94 1.07010:029 116110027
Ne/H CEL KB94 423770139 x 1075  1.208%0 527 x 10~°
icf(Ne) CEL DMS14 1.55175-27 1.88970-519
Ne/H CEL DMS14  6.14271°376 x 1075 2.11170305 x 10~°
ST/H CEL 547470701 x 1078 547470157 x 1078
S2t/H CEL 121270028 x 1076 2.92670070 x 1077
icf(S) CEL KBY4 1.76315-928 1.4047 5037
SH CEL KB94 223470073 x 1076 4.87770133 x 1077
icf(S) CEL DMS14 173310352 1.34710298
S/H CEL DMSI4 219570518 x 1076 4.6807}953 x 10-7
CIt/H CEL 104370579 x 1078 1.61370 059 x 1078
icfiCl) CEL L00 1.84215-008 1.6667 5099
CIH CEL L00 192270037 x 1078 2.68870 125 x 1078
icf(Cl) CEL DMS14 1538875 408 7.20119498
CI/H CEL DMSI4  1.6067035¢ x 1077 1.16270399 x 1077
Ar?t/H CEL 3.30170193 x 1077 1.54270:0%0 < 1077
ArPt/H CEL 571370075 x 1078 2.81070035 x 1078
icflAr) CEL KB94 1.0707000% 116170019
Ar/H CEL KB94 414170122 x10-7  2.11675598 x 1077
icflA) CEL DMS14 1.530190%5 135679894
ArH CEL DMS14  5.05175 852 x 107 2.09175570 x 1077
Fe?t/H CEL 2.30170°929 x 1077 6.46970 145 x 1078
icf(Fe) CEL ITLY4 19.23510 853 9.00119-4%5
Fe/H CEL ITL94  4.42775380 x 1076 5.823703%) x 1077
adfiN>t)  ORL/CEL 6.63570 110 15.396 10950
adf(0?>t)  ORL/CEL 7.972%013% 18.4997 5335

11

masses of Minit = 0.9Mp, 1M, and 1.75Mg leading to the
degenerate stars with final masses of M, = 0.534M¢, 0.552M¢),
and 0.587M¢ (right panel). Typically, the bolometric luminosity
of a hot degenerate core (Teg =2 40kK) is mostly from the
UV ionizing luminosity, so Luv is roughly associated with the
stellar luminosity. In Figure 4, we plotted the locations of T.g
and Lyv listed in Table 9 on the Hertzsprung—Russell diagram.
It can be seen that the stellar parameters in four different epochs
(1978, 1981, 1987, and 1991) are between the progenitor stars with
Minit = 1Mg and 3Mg, so the initial mass is close to 2Mg as
suggested by the AGB models in § 5. We notice that the PN age of
tage = 8607390 years in § 3 is in agreement with the post-AGB
ages of the evolutionary track of the helium-burning model with
the progenitor mass of Minit = 3Me, whereas the nebula must be
much older in order to agree with the helium-burning model with

MNRAS 000, 1-16 (2022)

the progenitor mass of Minit = 1M and the hydrogen-burning
model with Minir = 0.9Mg.

7 NEBULAR VARIABILITY

The PN IC 4997 is well known for its variable brightness
and emission lines. Figure 5 shows the variability of different
spectrum elements over the period 1972-2019, which includes
1972-2002 from Kostyakova & Arkhipova (2009), 2003-2009
from Burlak & Esipov (2010), 2010-2019 from Arkhipova et al.
(2020), and the present study (2014): the [O111] A4959 flux,
the stellar temperature (7ug), the UV luminosity Luv (listed in
Table 9), the total integral V-magnitude, the integral continuum
V-magnitude, the [O 111] A4363/A\4959 flux ratio, the Hy A4340
flux, and the He 1 A\4471 flux. We estimated the integral continuum
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Figure 4. The stellar parameters of the central star of IC4997 (Tog and Ly listed in Table 9) in four different years (1978, 1981, 1987, and 1991) on
the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram of the LTP/VLTP helium-burning models (left panel) with (Minit, Myx) = (1M, 0.524M¢)) and (3M@), 0.625Mp)
calculated by Blocker (1995), and of the hydrogen-burning models (right panel) with (M, Mx) = (0.9M@,0.534M@), (1M@,0.552M¢ ), and
(1.75M g, 0.587M ) generated by Miller Bertolami (2016). The color bar displays the post-AGB ages (unit in 10 years).

Table 9. Stellar parameters from 1978 to 1991.

Year EC T (K) Fuv (Sifngl2) Luv (Lg)
1978 22 53000 3.92x 1079 22857209
1979 23 55,100 - _
1980 - - 4.04 x 1079 236012930
1981 24 55600 3.84x 1079 224072520
1986 1.6 45,800 - _
1987 2.1 52500 1.87x 1079 10907 5330
1989 1.8 48,000 - _
1991 2.0 50400  2.02x 107 118071550

Note. The excitation class (EC) derived from the [O111] 24959 flux
measurements using the formula of Dopita & Meatheringham (1990), the
effective temperature (7og) deduced from the EC using the empirical
relation (Dopita & Meatheringham 1991). The integrated flux (Fyv)
derived from the combined SWP and LWR [UE spectra dereddened with
c¢(HB) = 0.645 using the extinction function of Seaton (1979). The
ionizing UV luminosity (Lyyv) estimated at D = 4.32;*;"91)(; kpc (Bailer-
Jones et al. 2018).

V-magnitude by removing the total emission line fluxes presented
in the V-band using the available V-magnitudes and the line
flux measurements from Kostyakova & Arkhipova (2009) and
Arkhipova et al. (2020) (V-mag for 1967-2007 provided by
N. P. Ikonnikova), and assuming the Johnson-Cousins standard V'
bandpass (Bessell 2005). The integral continuum V-magnitude
contains both the stellar and nebular continua. As the stellar
temperature is relativity high (= 40kK), we expect to have a
significant nebular contribution to the V' magnitude, so we cannot
use it to calculate the absolute bolometric magnitude of the central
star.

It is known that the [O11I] AA4959,5007 doublet is an
indicator of the effective temperature (Z.g) of the central star
(Dopita & Meatheringham 1990, 1991; Reid & Parker 2010). As

the [O111] A5007 emission line might be saturated, we estimated
Teg from the [O111] A4959 emission line. We obtained the
excitation class using EC = 1.485 x I([O111]\4959) /1 (H/3). We
then estimated the stellar effective temperature from the excitation
class using the empirical relation of Dopita & Meatheringham
(1991). The continuum V magnitude might be an indicator of
the stellar luminosity, but it may be contaminated by the nebular
continuum. As seen in Fig. 5, the stellar temperature slightly
decreased from 62,000 K in 1973 to 46 K in 1986, but gradually
increased to 78 K by 2004. It dropped to 70K in 2005 and
roughly remained the same until 2014. It is seen in Fig. 5 that
the UV luminosity is lower in 1987-1991 compared to 1978—
1981. The continuum V' magnitude also decreased to its lowest
brightness in 1981-1883 but was then slightly increased after 1984,
and experienced some instant increases and decreases over 1986—
2005 and 2010-2019, which might be associated with multiple
outbursts. The 1980-81 UV luminosity was brighter when the
stellar temperature was around 55,000 K, whereas it was fainter in
1987-1991 after the stellar temperature reached its lowest value
of 45,800K in 1986. As seen in Figure 4, these changes in the
stellar luminosity and the stellar temperature over the period 1978—
1991 are consistent with the LTP/VLTP evolutionary tracks of the
helium-burning models of Blocker (1995). The figure also shows
the hydrogen-burning evolutionary tracks from Miller Bertolami
(2016), which do not seem to provide an acceptable match, apart
from the model with a progenitor mass of 0.9M, whose post-
AGB age does not agree with the nebular age. We also notice a
sharp increase in the He 1 A4471 flux in 1991, which was gradually
decreasing during 1992-1998, and some further declines until
2003. In our case, the star was likely returning from the PN stage
before 1980 to the AGB phase in 1985-1995, and then gradually
returned to the PN phase after 1995.

Figure 5 also depicts the variation of the [O 111] A4363/\4959
flux ratio, which is sensitive to the electron temperature and density.
If the electron density was known and below the critical density of
the density-diagnostic lines, we could accurately derive the electron
temperature 7 from this flux ratio. The nebula temperature may
have been very low in 1972, but gradually increased in 1981.

MNRAS 000, 1-16 (2022)
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Figure 5. Variation of the PN IC 4997 over the period 1972-2019. From
top to bottom, the [O I11] A4959 observed flux, the effective temperature
Tog(kK) of the central star based on the [O111] A4959 flux, the UV
luminosity Lyv(Le) at D = 4.321@‘3? kpc from the IUE observations
listed in Table 9, the total V-magnitude, the continuum (stellar+nebular)
V-magnitude estimated by removing emission line contributions to the V-
band, the [O 111] A4363/A4959 flux ratio, the Hy A4340 observed flux, and
the He1 A\4471 observed flux (where H5 = 100). The plot was compiled
using the 1972-2002 data from Kostyakova & Arkhipova (2009), 2003—
2009 from Burlak & Esipov (2010), 2014 from the present work, and 2010-
2019 from Arkhipova et al. (2020).
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Over the period 1983-2002, it was constantly very high, while
it was gradually decreasing from 2003 to 2019. In particular, the
He1 A\4471 emission line approximately follows the pattern of the
[O 111] A4363/2\4959 flux ratio. This could be related to an increase
in the electron temperature or/and helium elemental abundance.
A sudden increase in the helium abundance might be related to a
helium-shell flash, which should not typically occur in the post-
AGB phase. However, a (very) late helium-shell flash happens
in the VLTP/LTP born-again scenario (Werner & Herwig 2006),
which results in H-deficient post-AGB stars and can also eject
metal-rich material into the previously expelled H-rich nebula (Liu
2003; Liu et al. 2004b).

The observed Balmer A\4340 emission line has an average
value of 45, and slightly varies between 33 and 54 during 1972—
2019. We note that some parts of the nebula are heavily reddened
(Miranda et al. 1996, Fig. 1), so the variation in the Balmer A\4340
emission line can be explained by the ordinations and locations
of different slits used in the 1972-2019 observations. The [O 111]
A5007 (or A4959) emission line flux (relative to Hf3) has typically
little variation over the nebula (see e.g. Danehkar et al. 2018), so
the large variation in the [OI11] line is most likely associated with
thermal effects in different epochs. As this PN has the excitation
class of EC = 25703 (using the formula from Dopita &
Meatheringham 1990) and no strong HeII line, the He I emission
line should not have large variability. The large variation in the He I
emission line is most likely attributed to the physical conditions (7%
and N,) or/and the helium abundance because of an LTP/VLTP
event.

IC 4997 has a high galactic latitude (b = —10.98°) as well
as a high systemic velocity (vher = —66.2km sfl; Durand et al.
1998). Its low metallicity (Z ~ 0.004), high galactic latitude,
and high systemic velocity indicate that its initial main sequence
mass may be about twice the solar mass. The progenitor may
be an old disk population II star. In order to further understand
its evolution, it is important to derive light and heavy s-process
elemental abundances from high resolution spectra since LTP and
VLTP objects are typically expected to have overabundant s-
process elements (Lawlor & MacDonald 2003).

8 CONCLUSION

We have determined the physical and chemical properties of the
PN IC 4997 using the NOT/FIES observations collected in 2014.
The CELs and ORLs have been employed to conduct plasma
diagnostics. The temperatures derived from the [O1], [N11], and
[Ar 111] line ratios are ~ 12900, 18 000, and 14 300 K, respectively.
Moreover, the [O 111] temperature could be < 24 000K at densities
> 10°cm™3. A least-squares minimization method on the O11
and N'11 ORLs also pointed to temperatures of 74007 170°° and
670075599 K, respectively, which are lower than those from CELSs.
The [Clii] and [Ar1v] line ratios also imply relatively high
densities of ~ 3.3 x 10" and 2.97 x 10° cm™?, respectively.
We should also note large CEL-ORL temperature dichotomies
of 741071375 and 721077599 K deduced from low-excitation and
high-excitation lines, respectively.

We have obtained the ionic abundances and total abundances
of different elements using two different physical conditions and
two different sets of icf formulas (see Table 8). The elemental
abundances of oxygen and argon derived from the CELs using
Kingsburgh & Barlow (1994)’s icf methods suggest that the PN
was expelled from a metal-poor progenitor with [X/H] ~ —0.75
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(or —1.1 see Table 8). However, the oxygen elemental abundance
deduced from the O 11 ORLs with Wang & Liu (2007)’s icf formula
is associated with a metallicity of [O/H] ~ 0.15. The abundances
of the ions N?T and O** derived from the ORLs are greater
than those calculated from the CELs, corresponding to relatively
large ADFs: ADF(N*T) > 7 and ADF(O**) > 8. The bi-
abundance model, which has been proposed to solve the abundance
discrepancy problem (Liu 2003; Liu et al. 2004b), indicates that the
heavy element ORLs are mostly emitted from cool metal-rich small
structures. The applicability of the bi-abundance hypothesis has
been supported by photoionization models (Ercolano et al. 2003;
Yuan et al. 2011; Danehkar 2018b; Gémez-Llanos & Morisset
2020). Moreover, some observations suggest that most heavy-
element ORLs originate from a cold, dense component within the
nebulae (e.g., Richer et al. 2013, 2019).

The ORL abundances in IC 4997 may be related to the metal-
rich ejecta of a (very-) late thermal pulse event, i.e., the born-
again scenario. However, our derived ORL C/O abundance ratio
of ~ 0.35 (or 0.16) with icf formulas from Wang & Liu (2007)
(or Delgado-Inglada et al. 2014) is less than unity, which disagrees
with the theoretical yields of available born-again models (Herwig
2001; Althaus et al. 2005; Werner & Herwig 2006). Previously,
the C/O ratios in the H-deficient knots of the born-again PN Abell
30 (Wesson et al. 2003) and Abell 58 (Wesson et al. 2008) were
also found to be less than unity, which is in disagreement with the
born-again theoretical predictions. Moreover, about half of the 12
PNe with H-deficient central stars analyzed by Garcia-Rojas et al.
(2013) were found to have C/O < 1, which likely evolved from
progenitor masses of less than 20/ according to stellar evolution
models. Based on the AGB models (Karakas 2010), IC 4997 could
also be descended from a progenitor star with ~ 2M .

Alternatively, large abundance discrepancies in PNe could be
linked to binary central stars (Corradi et al. 2015; Jones et al. 2016;
Bautista & Ahmed 2018; Wesson et al. 2018; Jacoby et al. 2020;
Garcia-Rojas et al. 2022). In particular, Corradi et al. (2015) found
ADFs higher than 50 in the PNe Abell46 and Ou5 surrounding
post common-envelope binary stars. Moreover, Jones et al. (2016)
derived an ADF of ~ 20 in NGC 6778 around a short-period
binary. More recently, light curve monitoring of the central star
of the born-again PN Abell 30 shows ~ 1 day periodicity that
is highly indicative of a binary system (Jacoby et al. 2020).
Thus, the possibility of a binary central star in IC4997 should be
explored, which can explain its variable brightness and abundance
discrepancies.

In conclusion, the nebular and stellar variability in 1C 4997
as recorded since half a century ago may be an indicator of
some outbursts during the PN phase, such as an LTP/VLTP event
or the presence of a binary companion. It is possible that the
ORL abundances in this PN are mostly associated with metal-rich
knots ejected by recent outbursts via either LTP/VLTP or a binary
channel. In the next few decades, more in-depth studies of this
object will help us better understand how this PN and its central
star evolved over time.
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Table Al. Identified emission lines in the FIES Spectrum of the PN IC 4997.

Chemical Abundances of IC 4997

Alab Ton Aobs F(X) ep(a) (%) I(X\) er(n) (%) Mult Lower term Upper term gl 22
3697.15  H1 369613 0845 +0.6 1246 +1.6 HI7  2p+2p* 17d+2D 8 *
371197 Hi 371104 1084 +£2.4 1.593 +3.5 H15 2p+ 2P* 15d+2D *
372603  [O1] 372515 11379 +1.8 16.664 23 Fl 2p3 4S* 2p3 2D* 4 4
372882 [Ou] 372794 3.667 +£1.8 5.366 e Fl 2p3 45+ p320% 4 6
373437 H1 373333 1776 +0.4 2.595 +1.5 HI3 2p+ 2P* 13d+2D 8 *
375015 H1 3749.02 2391 +0.8 3.480 o HI2 2p+ 2P 12d+ 2D 8 *
377063 Hi 376959 2718 +0.3 3.934 +1.5 HIl 2p+ 2P* 1d+2D 8 *
379127 Om 379045 0228 +1.5 0.328 +2.4 V2 35 3P+ 3p3D 5005
379790 H1 379685 3567 +0.3 5.125 +1.5 HIO  2p+2P* l0d+2D 8 *
3819.62  Hel 381856 0892 £0.6 1.274 +1.7 v22 2p 3P+ 6d3D 9 15
3834.89  Hell 383432 0.768 +£1.6 1002 +2.6 418 4f+ 2F* 18426 32 *
383539 HO 383433 4872 +0.3 6.928 +1.5 HY 2p+ 2P* 9d+2D g
386875 [Newm]  3867.62  92.031 £0.6 129.616 +1.6 Fl 2p4 3P 2p4 1D 5005
3889.65 N1 3888.50  11.943 +£0.4 16.718 +1.4 V52 3p4p* 3d4P 2 2
392654 Hel 392539 0.105 +£2.9 0.145 +4.0 V58 2p 1P* 8d 1D 30
396746 [Nem] 396631  27.238 +1.0 37.243 s Fl 2p4 3P 2p4 1D 30
397007 H7 3968.96  12.538 +0.1 17.129 +1.2 H7 2p+ 2P* 7d+2D 8 98
400926  Hel 400817 0.158 +0.9 0213 +1.6 Vss 2p 1P* 7d 1D 3

406860 [Su] 4067.50 1198 +£1.4 1.586 +2.1 Fl 2p3 45+ p32P% 4 4
407635 [Su] 407568 0.403 +£2.4 0.532 +3.3 Fl 2p3 45+ p320% 2 4
410174 H6 410061 20347 +0.6 26.652 +1.2 H6 2p+ 2P* 6d+2D 8 7
411078 On 410951 0011 +£5.2 0.014 +6.8 V20 3pap* 3d4D 4 2
411922 on 411808 0.047 £2.0 0.061 +2.7 V20 3pap* 3d4D 6 8
412084 Hel 411974 0028 +£3.3 0.036 +4.2 V16 2p 3p* 5538 9 3
414376 Hel 414251 0167 £0.9 0216 +1.4 V53 2p 1p* 6d 1D 305
415330 On 415194 0.047 +4.2 0.061 +5.4 V19 3pap* 3d4p 4 6
425386 On 425276 0.074 +£2.4 0.092 +3.1 V101 342G 4251 10 10
431714 On 431590 0073 +1.2 0.089 +1.6 V2 3s4P 3pdp* 2 4
431963 On 431845 0.034 +£5.3 0.041 +6.6 V2 3s4P 3pap* 4 6
434047 HS 433941 39.021 +0.8 47.109 +1.1 HS 2p+ 2P* 5d+2D 8 50
434943 On 434824 0.069 +£2.6 0.083 +3.2 V2 3s4P 3pap* 6 6
435881 [Fen] 435823 0015 +£13.4 0.018 +16.1 F7 3d6 3D 3d6 3P1 2 4
436321 [Om] 436187 45308 £1.0 54.263 +1.3 2 2p2 1D 2218 501
438793 Hel 438671 0.600 £0.9 0.712 +1.2 V51 2p 1P* 5d 1D 305
441697 On 441570 0.028 +6.7 0.033 e \& 352P 3p2D* 2 4
443094  Neun 442947 0.049 +3.2 0.057 e Véla 3d2D 4f 2[41* 6 8
445237 On 445100 0.023 +£3.9 0.027 +4.6 Vs 352P 3p 2D* 4 4
47150 Hel 447026 5327 +0.3 6.138 +0.6 vi4 2p 3P+ 443D 9 15
451091 Nm 450976 0.009 +£11.9 0.010 +14.1 V3 N 3p 4D 2 4
451486 N 451302 0013 +5.3 0.015 +6.5 \E 35" 4P 3p’ 4D 6 8
453041 Nu 452869 0.043 +2.7 0.049 +3.3 V58b 3d 1F* 4r 2[5 709
453086 N 452899 0.165 £1.0 0.186 +1.2 V3 N 3p 4D 4 2
456260  Mgi  4561.02  0.153 +1.6 0.171 e 3218 33p3pr 15
457110 Mgrl 456987 0.083 +4.2 0.092 +5.0 3218 33p3PF 1 3
450097 On 4580.66  0.034 +£2.5 0.038 +3.1 V15 352D 3p’ 2F* 6 8
459618 On 459775 0132 +1.2 0.145 +1.4 V15 352D 3p’ 2F* 4 6
460944 On 4608.16  0.025 +2.5 0.027 2 V92a 3d2D 4f F4 6 8
461020  Oun 460892 0.012 +5.2 0.013 e V92¢ 3d2D 4fF2* 4 6
463054 Nu 463290 0.036 +£1.4 0.039 +1.6 \5 3s3P* 3p3P 5005
463414 Nm 463517 0.106 +£2.9 0.115 +3.4 V2 3p 2P+ 3d2D 2 4
464064 N 463894 0.140 +4.3 0.152 e V2 3p 2P+ 3d2D 4 6
464181 On 463932 0.183 +2.5 0.198 28 4 3s4P 3p 4D+ 4 6
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Table A1 — continued

Alab Ton Aobs F(X) ep(xn) (%) I(N) er(n) (%) Mult Lower term Upper term gl 22
464742 Cm 4646.13 0.100 +2.0 0.108 +2.3 Vi 3538 3p 3P* 305
4649.13  Oun 4647.84 0.201 +1.7 0217 e V1 3s4P 3p 4D+ 6
465025  Cum 4648.96 0.057 +6.0 0.062 e V1 3538 3p 3P+ 3003
465084  Omn 4647.77 0.052 +5.1 0.056 e Vi 354P 3p 4D* 2 2
465864 C1v 4656.92 0.303 +1.7 0.326 £2.0 \E 5t 2F* 622G 1418
466163 On 4660.53 0.110 +1.1 0.118 +1.3 Vi 35 4P 3p4D* 4 4
467814 Nu 4677.42 0.142 +0.6 0.152 0.7 V61b 3d 1P* 4r2[2] 300s
470162 [Fem] 470031 0.156 +1.5 0.165 +£1.7 F3 3d6 5D 3d63F2 77
471137 [Arv] 471021 0.103 +2.1 0.109 +2.4 FI 3p3 45 p32D* 4 6
473391 [Fem] 473270 0.070 +3.5 0.073 +£4.0 F3 3d6 5D 3d63F2 55
474017 [Ariv]  4738.89 0.662 +0.7 0.692 +0.8 Fl 3p3 45+ p32D* 4 4
476940  [Fem]  4768.23 0.076 +2.2 0.079 +2.5 F3

467624 On 2338120 0.034 +7.5 0.036 £9.0 Vi 35 4P 3p4D* 6 6
486133 H4 486001 100.000 +0.2 100.002 +£0.2 H4 2p+ 2P* 4d+2D 8 32
495891 [Om] 495772 229.307 +0.7 221290 +0.9 FI 2p2 3P 2p2 1D 300s
5047.74  Hel 5046.49 0.324 +4.8 0.303 +5.8 V47 2p 1P* 4518 3001
5191.82  [Arm]  5187.55 0.149 +1.4 0.132 £1.9 F3 2p4 1D 2p4 18 5001
527040 [Fem] — 5269.14 0.172 +2.8 0.148 +£3.6 FI 3d6 5D 3d63P2 75
541152 Hen 5410.78 0.023 +4.0 0.019 ol 47 4f+ 2F* 7g+2G 32 98
5517.66  [Clui] 551629 0.078 +1.3 0.062 e Fl 2p3 45 p320% 4 6
5537.60  [Clur] 553638 0.239 +£0.9 0.189 £1.6 Fl 2p3 45 2p32D% 4
557734 [O1] 5575.80 0.117 +2.3 0.092 2 F3 2p4 1D 2p4 1S 5 1
566663 N1 5665.05 0.020 +1.8 0.015 +£2.6 \E 35 3P* 3p3D 300s
567602 Nu 5674.71 0.006 +4.7 0.005 +£5.7 V3 35 3P+ 3p3D 13
5679.56 N 5677.99 0.040 +0.8 0.031 £1.6 V3 35 3P+ 3p3D 5007
575460 [Nl 5753.16 1558 +0.6 1167 +1.5 F3 2p2 1D 2218 501
580151 Crv 5799.40 0.081 +1.6 0.060 +£2.6 Vi 3528 3p 2P* 2 4
581214 Civ 581425 0.148 +1.4 0.109 +£2.5 Vi 3528 3p 2P* 2 2
587566  Hel 587405 22.369 0.2 16.262 +£1.4 Vil 2p 3P+ 3d3D 9 15
5941.65 N 5945.92 0.136 +0.6 0.097 +£1.7 V28 3p3P 3d3D* 5007
597897  Sui 597733 0.048 +2.4 0.034 e V4

6074.10  Henl 6072.48 0.230 +0.8 0.159 £1.9 5.20 5¢+2G 20n+2H* S0
6101.83  [KIV]  6099.88 0.017 +3.7 0.012 +£4.6 FI 3p4 3P 3d4 1D 5005
615143 Cu 6149.79 0.005 +5.3 0.003 +£6.5 V16.04 4d2D 6f 2F* 10 14
630034 [O1] 6298.70 6.098 +0.3 4013 +£1.8 FI 2p4 3P 2p4 1D 5005
631210 [Sm]  6310.33 3.162 +0.6 2,075 £1.9 F3 2p2 1D 2218 5001
636378 [O1] 6362.16 2.134 +0.3 1.385 +£1.8 Fl 2p4 3P 2p4 1D ER
637138 S 6369.56 0.096 +1.3 0.062 +2.5 V2 4528 4p 2P+ 2 2
6548.10  [N11] 6546.44 8.179 +0.8 5.099 22 F1 2p2 3P 2p2 ID 3 5
6583.50  [Nu]  6581.80 24956 +0.7 15.442 =2 Fl 2p2 3P 2p2 1D 5005
6678.16  Hel 667631 6.856 +0.2 4159 e V46 2p 1P 3d 1D 305
671644 [Su] 6715.18 1124 +2.0 0.677 +£3.4 2 2p3 45 p320% 4 6
673082 [S1] 6729.17 1407 +1.1 0.844 +£2.6 2 2p3 45+ p320% 4 4
706525 Hel 706324 14.607 +0.3 8.214 +2.3 V10 2p 3P+ 3538 9 3
713580 [Arm] 713389 13.598 +0.5 7.547 +£2.5 Fl 3p4 3P 3p4 ID 5005
723642 Cul 7235.65 0277 +2.3 0.151 a2 V3 3p 2P* 3d2D 4 6
7237.17  Cu 723522 0.113 +4.2 0.062 o8 V3 3p 2P+ 3d2D 4 4
723726 [Arv] 723545 0.197 +3.9 0.107 +£5.9 F2 3p3 2D* 3p3 2P* 6 4
725438 O1 7252.49 0.207 +2.6 0.112 +4.5 V20 3p3P 5538+ 3003
726276 [Ariv]  7260.63 0.256 +1.4 0.139 +£3.3 1) 3p3 2D* 3p3 2P* 4 2

Note. Measured fluxes F'(A) and dereddened fluxes I (\) with respect to H/3 on a scale where H/3 = 100. The first column presents the laboratory wavelength

Alab, While the third column presents the observed wavelength Agps.
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