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A B ST R A C T

W e present a detailed study ofthe evolution ofm assive starsofm asses 15,
20,25 and 30 M � assum ing solar-like initialchem icalcom position. The stellar
sequences were evolved through the advanced burning phases up to the end of
coreoxygen burning.W epresentacarefulanalysisofthephysicalcharacteristics
ofthestellarm odels.In particular,weinvestigatethee� ectofthestillunsettled
reaction 12C(�,
)16O on theadvanced evolution by using recentcom pilationsof
thisrate.W e� nd thatthisratehasasigni� cantim pacton theevolution notonly
during the core helium burning phase,butalso during the late burning phases,
especially theshellcarbon-burning.W ehavealso considered thee� ectofdi� er-
enttreatm entofconvective instability based on the Ledoux criterion in regions
ofvarying m olecular weight gradient during the hydrogen and helium burning
phases. W e com pare our results with other investigations whenever available.
Finally,ourpresentstudy constitutesthe basisofanalyzing thenucleosynthesis
processesin m assive stars. In particularwe willpresenta detailanalysisofthe
s-processin a forthcom ing paper.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Study oftheevolution ofm assivestarsthrough theadvanced burning phasesup to the
collapse ofthe iron core is an active and com plex � eld ofresearch in stellar astrophysics.
However,this does not m ean thatthe early hydrogen and helium burning phases are less
im portant. M odeling stars is an initialvalue problem ,and as we shallsee in this paper,
theseearly phasesdeterm inein a crucialway theinitialconditionsforthefollowing burning
phases,and the resulting stellar nucleosynthesis. Therefore,despite severalrecent works
dealing with the late evolution ofm assive stars (e.g. Chie� et al.1998;Lim ongiet al.
2000;W oosley etal.2002;Im brianietal.2001)an up-to-date,system atic study thatalso
em phasizesthe e� ectofthe early stellarphaseson the lateronesseem susefulaswellasa
discussion ofuncertaintiesin key assum ptionsin them odels.

The m ain em phasis ofthis paper,then,is an exploration ofthe physicalconditions
during thelaterburning phasesofm assivestars,how they aresetby earlierburning stages,
and how they area� ected by uncertaintiesthatrem ain in theinputtothem odels.A proper
understanding ofthese issues isim portantnotonly forclarifying the evolution ofm assive
starsbutalso foran accurateaccounting ofthestellarnucleosynthesis.

In thiswork,wepresentasystem aticdiscussion oftheevolution ofm assivestarsthrough
theH,He,C,Ne,and O burning phases.W ehave m adesom e e� ortto study thein
 uence
ofuncertain physicalassum ptionson theevolution.In x2,wegivea briefdescription ofthe
stellarevolution codewehaveused in thepresentcalculations.Section 3and itssubsections
contain a detailed discussion ofthe characteristicsofthe burning phasesm entioned above.
In x4,wecom pareourresultswith thoseofotherworks.Section 5 containsourconclusions.

2. ST ELLA R EV O LU T IO N C O D E

Thestellarevolution codeused in thiswork isgenerally described in Theetal.(2000).
As in our previous work,the nuclear reaction network in the code contains 632 nuclear
species,which allows us to follow m ost stellar nucleosynthesis processes,including the s-
processnucleosynthesis,in detail.Forthepresentversion ofthecode,wehaveupdated the
nucleardata.W e now use nuclearm assesfrom com pilation ofAudi& W apstra (1995)and
therm onuclearreaction ratesfrom thecom pilation ofthe\NACRE" European collaboration
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(Angulo etal.1999),and the\Non-Sm oker" com pilation ofRauscher& Thielem ann (2000).

In various stellar sequences described in x3,we have used di� erent reaction rates for
the reaction 12C(�;
)16O,which is stillunsettled. The latest com pilation is due to Kunz
etal.(2002). Asstated in thatwork,the crosssection ofthisreaction isextrem ely sm all
(10� 17 barn)atthe energiesrelevantto core helium burning;therefore,one hasto rely on
m easurem ents at higher energies to obtain the S-factor at the relevant stellar energies by
extrapolation.

Kunzetal.(2002).seem to havesucceeded in reducing theuncertaintiesin theevalua-
tion ofthecrosssection atstellartem peratures.Fig.1showsclearly adi� erenttem perature
dependence ofthe rate obtained by Kunz et al.(2002) com pared to other com pilations.
Norm alized to the rate ofCaughlan & Fowler(1988)(hereafterCF88),we see thatwe are
dealing with a di� erentrate in the rangeofhelium burning (1.3-3.7�108 K)and ofcarbon
burning in the vicinity ofT9 = 1. The im plication ofthisnew rate willbe discussed in x3
and 4.

3. C H A R A C T ER IST IC S O F T H E B U R N IN G PH A SES

W epresentevolutionarysequencesforstarsofm asses15,20,25,and30M � havingsolar-
like initialchem icalcom position (Anders& Grevesse 1989).Alltheevolutionary sequences
havebeen evolved up to theend ofcentraloxygen burning.M ostm odelsincluded m assloss
by stellarwind accordingtothesem iem piricalrelation by deJageretal.(1988)and used the
Schwarzschild criterion forconvection throughoutthe star. In orderto study the e� ectsof
m assloss,the treatm entofconvective m ixing in chem ically inhom ogeneouslayers,and the
uncertainty in the 12C(�,
)16O reaction rate,we calculated severalevolutionary sequences
with di� erentinputphysicsassum m arized in Table1.Theonly sequencecalculated without
m asslossisforthe25 M � star(referred to as25NM )in Table1.Thecase25N isthesam e
as25NM ,butm asslossisincluded here. The case 25L isidenticalto 25N exceptthatthe
Ledoux criterion forconvection wasadopted in the region ofthe H-burning shell(see x3.1
fordetails).In thesequence 25K,therateforthereaction 12C(�,
)16O wasused according
to Kunzetal.(2002),instead oftheNACRE rateused in 25N.

Fig.2a showstheHR diagram forourfourevolutionary sequences15,20,25N,and 30
M � .Physicalcharacteristicsofthesetracksaredescribed in x3.1 with help ofFigs.2b and
3.

Figs. 4-10 show the change ofthe internalstructure ofthe stellar m odels at a given
tim eforallsequenceslisted in Table1.In these� gureswehavelabeled allconvectivezones
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accordingtotheirphysicalorigin,whetherduetonuclearburningin acoreorin shellregion,
orin a star’senvelope,orin an interm ediateconvection zone(referred to asICZ)form ed in
the outerstellarlayersabove the receding convective core during core H-burning. W e will
use these � guresto describe the globalcharacteristicsofsuccessive burning phasesasthey
occurin ourevolutionarym odels.NotethattheICZ in Figs.4-10contain thesem iconvective
and convectiveregionsthatm ovein tim edueto thegradientin hydrogen m assfraction and
opacities.In ourcalculationswedonotincludesem iconvectivem ixing butapply theLedoux
criterion in orderto avoid introducing anotherparam eterin ourcalculationswhich isso far
needed fordescribing sem iconvective m ixing.

3.1. H ydrogen and H elium B urning Phases

It is wellknown that signi� cant changes ofthe evolutionary tracks occur during the
hydrogen and helium burning phases ofm assive stars;therefore,we show in Fig. 2a the
evolutionary tracks in the HR-diagram for the stars under consideration. In allm odels,
we adopt the Schwarzchild criterion for convection to determ ine the convective regions in
a stellarm odelata given tim e,exceptcase 25L described below. The evolutionary tracks
in Fig. 2a evolve nearly at constant lum inosity after the m ain sequence phase untilthey
� nally reach the red giant branch (RGB).However,this evolution at constant lum inosity
and,m ore im portantly,the tim ing to reach the RGB depend crucially on m asslossand on
how convective m ixing istreated in the stellarlayersofvariable m olecularweightgradient
(orsim ply �-gradient)leftbehind the shrinking hydrogen convective core during the m ain
sequence evolution.

To understand theseissues,wem ay com paredi� erentevolutionary sequencesasshown
in Figs.2b and 3.Fig.2b showsthe evolutionary trackswhen m asslossisneglected asin
ourcase 25NM ,orwhen the convection treatm ent isdi� erent asin case 25L.These cases
arediscussed below.Fig.3 showsthee� ectivetem peratureTeff asa function ofthecentral
helium m assfraction X(4He)and dem onstratesclearly how theevolution ofthe starto the
RGB isin
 uenced by m assloss. In the case ofno m assloss,the starrem ainsin the blue
region oftheHR diagram during m ostofitscoreHe-burning.Ifm asslossisincluded,then
them orem assivethestar,thestrongeristhem asslossand theearlieristhetransition tothe
RGB.In otherwords,thistransition occursathighercentralhelium m assfraction X(4He)
(seeFig.3)

To explain the behavior ofthe evolutionary tracks further,we com pare in detailthe
evolution ofthe 25 M � starwith and withoutm assloss. AsFig. 2b shows,the sequence
25NM (without m ass loss) has higher lum inosity during core hydrogen burning. This is
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sim ply a consequenceofthehigherm assin thiscase.During corehelium burning,however,
the explanation ism ore com plicated since now two energy sourcesare available in the star
thatcontributetothelum inosity:acentralsourceand shellsource.W hy isthelum inosity of
thesequence with m asslosslower?.W eanswerthisquestion with thehelp ofFigs.6 and 9
showingthechangeofinternalstructurein thecourseofevolution forthesequences25N and
25NM ,respectively.In theearly evolution through thehydrogen and helium burningphases,
these� guresshow a rem arkably di� erentbehavioroftheconvective zonesthatform sabove
the hydrogen-burning shell. In the sequence 25NM ,thisconvective zone ism ore extended
in m assand laststhroughoutthewholecorehelium burning phase.In contrast,in sequence
25N,calculated with m ass loss,the convective zone is narrower in m ass and disappears
beforehelium exhaustion in thecore(atX(4He)’ 0.1).Theim plication ofthisisthatthe
H-burning shellin case25NM isstrongerbecauseitissupplied by m orefuel.

ThestrongerH-burning shellhasseveralconsequenceson theensuing evolution:

1.Itleadsto a higherlum inosity ofthe starduring core helium burning (see the tracks
forthe25 M � starin Fig.2b.

2.Itdelaystheevolution to theRGB.Thestarrem ainsasabluesupergiantduring m ost
ofitscorehelium burning phase(case25NM in Fig.3).

3.Itprolongstheduration ofthecorehelium burning owing to theslightly lowercentral
tem peraturein thecasewithoutm assloss(seeTable3).

4.Itleadsto a largerm assofthe hydrogen exhausted core (orsim ply helium core)M �

= 7.62 M � in case25NM com pared to M � = 7.51 M � in case25N (seeTable3).

W epointoutthatallthesefeatureshavebeen recognized by severalauthors(seeChiosi
& M aeder(1986),fora review). W e refresh thisissue,because itisrelevantto ourpresent
discussion.

A m ore pronounced change ofthe structure ofthe convective zone form ed above the
H-burningshellisfound when thee� ectofthem ean m olecularweight(orsim ply �-gradient)
istaken into accountto determ ine the extentofthisconvective zone. Itiswellknown (for
a basic discussion see Kippenhahn & W eigert1990,x6)thatthe �-gradientactsto inhibit
convection.In thiscase,convection isnolongeradynam icalinstability,ratheronedealswith
sem iconvection,which isa consequence oftherm alinstability. The criterion forconvection
thatshould beapplied in thiscaseisthe\Ledoux criterion":

r rad > r ad +
’

�
r � (1)
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wherether ’sarelogarithm icgradientsand thequantities’ and �arederivativesobtained
from theequation ofstate(seeKippenhahn & W eigert1990).Thesecond term r � isalways
positive and consequently inhibitsconvection. W e willdescribe in the following the results
we have obtained for an evolutionary sequence ofthe 25 M � star (labeled 25L in Table
1),where we have applied the Ledoux criterion only in the region ofvarying �-gradient,
in which the H-burning shellis is e� ective. Elsewhere in the stellar m odel,we have used
theSchwarzschild criterion forconvection.W eem phasizethatourtreatm entm axim izesthe
choking e� ectofthe�-gradienton convection.

Asm entioned above,layersofvarying�-gradientaresem iconvective.Thereisnogeneral
theory that describes the e� ciency ofthis process. W hen sem iconvection is treated as a
di� usion process(e.g.,Langeretal.1983,1985;ElEid 1995;W oosley etal.2002forarecent
discussion),then a param eterization ofthe di� usion coe� cient forsem iconvection isused.
Forourpresentinvestigation,we avoided using thiskind ofparam eterization by including
the whole e� ect ofthe �-gradient. W e adopt the Ledoux criterion in regions ofvarying
�-gradientin case 25L and otherwise use the Schwarzschild criterion. A sim ilar approach
hasbeen doneby Stothers& Chin (1992).

In the following,we sum m arize the di� erentfeaturesin the evolution ofthe sequence
25L as com pared to the case 25K during core helium burning. The choking e� ect ofthe
�-gradienton convection inhibitsthe form ation ofa convection zone above the H-burning
shell(com pare Figs. 8 and 6). There are two key consequences ofthis. First the H-shell
sourceisweakerin 25L than in 25K,which explainstheim m ediateevolution to theRGB as
seen in Fig.2b.Secondly,owing to the weakerH-burning shell,the m assofthe convective
coreduringcorehelium burningbecom eslargerin ordertosupply thelum inosity ofthestar.
In 25K,them axim um convective helium corem assis5.32 M � whilein thecaseof25L itis
6.16 M � .ThereforetheH-shellislocated fartheroutin m assin 25L.Thehelium corem ass
isM � = 7.54 M � for25K,but8.33 M � for25L.

In addition to the above e� ects,there are two other consequences ofthe weaker H-
shell.First,thelargerm assoftheconvectivecoreleadsto a shorterduration ofcorehelium
burning dueto thehighercentraltem perature:6.88�105 yrsfor25L com pared to 7.49�105

yrsfor25K.Second,in thecaseofa weakerH-shell,theHe-shellburning occursin a region
M r = 6.184 -8.108 M � ,whilein case25K thisregion com prisesM r = 5.393 -7.290 M � .In
otherwords,when the Ledoux criterion isused in the H-shellregion,the He-burning shell
m igrates farther out by about 0.8 M � com pared to the case with Schwarzschild criterion
everywhere in thestellarm odel.

Itisinteresting to notethatoursequence 25L hasm any sim ilaritieswith thesequence
ofthe 25 M � starcalculated by W oosley etal.(2002)(hereafterW HW ).W e obtain close
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agreem entwith theseauthorsconcerning thedepth oftheouterconvectiveenvelopeand the
He-burningshell.W eachievegood agreem entconcerningthehighertotalm asslostfrom this
star,becausein both calculationsthestellarsequencesevolvedirectly to theRGB,afterthe
m ain sequencephase,wherem asslossincreasessigni� cantly.Finally,wealso� nd agreem ent
forthem assofthehelium core(seeTable6 form oredetails).

Sum m ing up this discussion,then,the treatm ent ofconvective m ixing in the region
ofvarying �-gradientwhere the H-burning shellis active a� ects m any physicalquantities
relevantto theevolution pastcorehelium burning.

In connection with the early evolution phases,we m ay also com m enton the e� ectsof
m asslossand envelope convection on thesurfaceabundances,which arem odi� ed when the
stellarsequencesreach theRGB and develop convective envelopes,such thattheprocessed
m aterialis m ixed to the surface (the well-known "� rst dredge up"). Table 2 shows the
surfaceabundancesasthey resultafterthe� rstdredgeup forthestarsunderconsideration.
The ratio of12C/13C decreaseswith increasing stellarm ass(15,20,25N,and 30)owing to
the largerproduction of13C by the CNO cycle in m ore m assive stars. W hen m ass lossis
neglected asin case25NM ,thisratio becom eslarger.

Theratio 14N/15N increasesstrongly with thestellarm assm ainly duetothedestruction
of15N by the (p,�)reaction in the CNO cycle. Atconstantm ass, 15N isstrongly reduced
becauseconvective m ixing extendsovera largerm assoftheenvelope.Eventually,theratio
14N/15N m ay beused asindicatorofm assloss.

The ratio 16O/18O isan increasing function ofthe stellarm ass. Itsbehaviorissim ilar
to 14N/15N,although itsvariation isnotso strong.

Incontrasttothebehaviordiscussed above,theratio16O/17O doesnothaveam onotonic
dependence on the stellarm ass. This isbecause the production and destruction of17O is
rathersensitivetotem peraturevariationsin
 uencing thereaction17O(p,�)14N in particular.
The e� ect ofm ass loss leads to a slight decrease ofthisratio. The enrichm ent ofsodium
com pared to solar([Na/Fe]in Table2)isan increasing function ofthestellarm assowing to
them oree� cientNe-M g cyclein m orem assive stars.

Itm ay bealsointeresting tocom parethesurfaceisotopicratiosofthethesequence25L
with thoseof25N.Asshown inTable2,asigni� cantdi� erenceisfoundfortheratios14N/15N,
16O/18O and [Na/Fe].Theisotopicratiosofthesequence25N representtheproductsofshell
hydrogen-burning which wasoperating athighertem peratures(by a factorofabouttwo at
the bottom ofthe shell)than in case 25L.Thisisclearly seen by the higherenrichm entof
Na,and thehigh destruction of15N and 18O.Theseproductsarem ixed to thesurfacefrom
deeperstellarlayersin case of25N,where the convective envelope penetratesdown to 7.6
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M � com pared to 8.7 M � in case25L.W eobserve thatthesurfaceisotopicratio in m assive
starsm ay depend on how convection is treated in the layer where shellhydrogen burning
proceeds.

Table 3 presents a few m ore details aboutthe stellarsequences listed in Table 1. As
m ay be seen,the � nalm assesofthe helium cores,M� ofthe starsunderconsideration are
3.85 M � forthe 15 M � ,5.70 M � forthe 20 M � ,7.53 M � forthe 25 M � with m assloss,
and 9.54 M � forthe30 M � .AsTable3,indicates,M � ceasesto changeattheend ofcore
carbon burning. Our values above are in close agreem ent with the results by Nom oto &
Hashim oto (1988)and Arnett(1996).However,wethink thatourresultsarem oreaccurate
becausethoseauthorsfollowed theevolution ofhelium coresonly,thatiswithoutincluding
the H-burning shellin theircalculations. W e m ake anothercom parison with otherauthors
in Table6 (seex4).

W e conclude thissection by discussing a very im portantphysicalquantity determ ined
attheend ofofcoreHe-burning,nam ely,thecentralm assfraction ofcarbon ,X(12C).Table
4showsthatusingtheKunzetal.(2002)reaction ratefor12C(�,
)16O leavesalargerX(12C)
than using theNACRE rate.AsFig.1 shows,theKunzetal.(2002)rateislowerthan the
NACRE rateforT9 < 0:4,which explainswhy theform errateallowsforlessdestruction of
12C during thelatestagesofcorehelium burning.Interestingly,am ong the25 M � m odels,
thelowestvalueofX(12C){0.193{isobtained forthe25NM .Thisisduetothehighercentral
tem perature encountered in thiscase which leadsto m ore e� cientdestruction of12C.The
centralX(12C) strongly a� ects the subsequent evolution ofthe star (W oosley et al.1993;
Im brianietal.2001).

3.2. C arbon B urning Phase

In this section, we present som e details about core and shellcarbon burning. The
evolution ofthecentersofthestarsofm asses15 to 30 M � in a TC � �C diagram isshown
in Fig. 11 where the ignition tem peraturesofthe calculated burning phasesare indicated
by thedashed lines(seeentry 5 in Table3).Corecarbon burning occursin thetem perature
range(0.32-1.2)�109 K wherethelowestvaluebelongstothe15 M � starwhilethehighest
valuebelongsto the30 M � star.

Corecarbon burning in the15 M � staroccursin a convectivecorewhosem assreaches
a m axim um valueof0.55 M � .Theduration ofcorecarbon burning is6760 yrs.W hen the
carbon isexhausted in the core,shell-carbon burning m ediates the evolution toward neon
burning;in contrastto thehelium -burning shellthathasitslocation in m assradius� xed at
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alltim es(see Figs.4 -10),carbon burning in a shellexhibitscom plicated behavior.In the
15 M � m odel,two episodes ofconvective shellC-burning occursbefore Ne-ignition where
theshelladvancesin m ass(seeFig.4).

Corecarbon burningin the20 M � staroccursin aconvectivecorewhosem assreachesa
m axim um of0.49 M � .Theduration ofthisphaseis3300yrs.TheshellC-burning proceeds
here also in two convective episodes. W e note that during the second episode,a broader
convective zoneisform ed than in the15 M � m odel(seeFig.5).

In the25 M � m odel(case25N),corecarbon burning occursin a convectivecorewhose
m assreachesa m axim um of0.35 M � .In thiscase,therearethreesubsequentcarbon shells.
The lastofthese hasa rangeof(2.26 -4.54)M � and persiststo the end ofthecalculation.
How theshellC-burning proceedsdepend crucially on thecarbon pro� lecreated in thestar
aftercoreC-burning.Fig.12a and 12b show cleardi� erencein such pro� le.

Itisinteresting to com parethee� ectofdi� erentratesforthereaction12C(�,
)16O on
carbon burning in the 25 M � m odels. Com parison ofFigs. 6 and 7 shows the structural
evolution ofthestellarsequences25N and 25K asobtained from theSchwarzschild criterion
forconvection and thedi� erentratesof12C(�,
)16O asin Table1.Aswesaw previously in
Table4,X(12C)=0.236isleftattheend ofcorehelium burningwhen therateof12C(�,
)16O
accordingtoNACRE isused,butX(12C)= 0.280accordingtoKunzetal.(2002).Thelarger
X(12C)atthe end ofcore helium burning allows 25K to develop a convective core with a
m axim um m assof0.47 M � in contrastto 0.36 M � for25N.

It seem s that the higher the value of 12C,the larger is the m ass of the convective
core during core C-burning. This is due to the well-known interplay between the energy
generation rate and neutrino lossrate (Arnett1972;W oosley & W eaver1986;Chie� etal.
1998;Lim ongietal.2000).A convectivecoreform sonlywhen thee� ectiveenergygeneration
rate (nuclearm inusneutrino)ispositive. The di� erence in the m assofthe convective core
hasa consequenceon theduration ofcoreC-burning:itlasts3500yrsin case25K,but1600
yrsin case25N.

Itisalso interesting to com pare 25N to oursequence withoutm asslossdesignated as
25NM in Table1 and Fig.9.Attheend ofcoreHe-burning,X(12C)= 0.193.Thelow value
ofX(12C)leadsto a m axim um m assof0.23 forthe convective core during core C-burning
in 25NM ,buta duration forthisphase of1860 yrs,longerthan in 25N.W hile the m assof
the convective core during core C-burning iscorrelated to X(12C)atthe beginning ofthis
burningphase,thelifetim eofthisphasehasnosim plerelation toX(12C),becauseitdepends
also sensitively on how thecenterofthestarsevolve in a TC -�C plane.Fig.13a showsthis
kind ofevolution is rather com plicated,which a� ects the nuclear energy generation rates
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and theneutrino lossratesleading to thevariation ofthelifetim efound above.

From Fig. 10 and Table 3,we see that the 30 M � m odelhas a m axim um carbon-
convective core m ass of0.39 M � . This m ass is som ewhat larger than that in 25N,even
though them assfraction of12C islargerin 25N than the30 M � m odel,an exception to the
generalrulethatm orecarbon givesa largerconvective carbon core.On theotherhand,we
notethatatthetim eofcorecarbon burning,the30 M � starhasin facta lowerm assthan
that of25N.This and the com plicated interplay between energy generation and neutrino
energy lossobscurea directrelation between theconvective corem assand X(12C).

W enow focusin m oredetailon shellC-burning,and considerin particularthe25 M �

sequences. As seen in Figs. 6 and 7,the shellC-burning starts in a � rst phase near the
edgeoftheform erconvective corewith a convective zoneform ed abovetheshell.A second
convectivephaseofthisshellburningcom prisesm orem assin thesequence25K than in 25N.
How C-shellburning proceedsdependscrucially on the carbon pro� le leftin the starafter
coreC-burning.

Fig. 12a and 12b help to illustrate this point. They show the com position pro� le of
m ajorelem entsattheend ofcoreNeburning.Thepro� leofcarbon atthisstageisclearly
di� erent. In the sequence 25K,the second convective phase ofC-shellburning com prises
m ore m asscom pared to thatofthe sequence 25N.Consequently,C-shellburning in 25K is
strongerand leadsto a signi� cantly reduced carbon abundance in the m assrange 1.5 -4.0
M � (seeFig.12aascom pared to Fig.12b.Clearly,therateof12C(�,
)16O hasa signi� cant
e� ecton thepropertiesoftheshellC-burning.

Tocom pletethediscussion,wepointoutthataconvectivecoreof0.55 M � isform ed (see
Fig.12b)in the15 M � sequence during coreC-burning and thatshellC-burning proceeds
in two convective episodes priorto Ne ignition. By contrast,in the 30 M � sequence,the
m assofthe convective core is0.39 M � (see Fig. 10)and C-shellburning constitutesonly
onesingleconvective episode.

W hen the coreC-burning endsand the starscontracttoward core Ne-ignition,a third
convective C-shellepisode startsin allourcasesexceptin the 30 M � sequence. Thisthird
convective C-shelllastsallthe tim e asfaraswe have carried outcalculationsbeyond core
O-burning.Indeed thislastphaseofC-shellburning seem sto survive tillcorecollapseasit
isseen in the calculationscarried to the collapse phase (Chie� etal.1998;Lim ongietal.
2000;W oosley etal.2002).
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3.3. N eon B urning Phase

For the stars under consideration,core Ne-burning occurs in the tem perature range
(1.2 -1.9)�109K (see entry 7 in Table 3). A characteristic ofthisburning phase isthata
convectivecoreisalwaysform ed in them assrangeof0.6-0.75 M � ,butitexistsonly during
a shorttim e intervalduring which the e� ective energy generation rate (nuclear-neutrino)
ispositive;thus,core Ne-burning ispartially radiative and ofshortduration (3.13 yrsfor
the15 M � ,1.21 yrsforthe20 M � ,0.33 yrsforthe30 M � ).

Thee� ectoftherateforthereaction12C(�,
)16O isalsoencountered duringthisphase.
Com paringthesequences25K and 25N,we� nd thattheconvectivecoreattainsam axim um
m assof0.61 M � for25N,but0.75 M � for25K.The lifetim e ofcore Ne-burning israther
di� erent:0.294 yrsfor25N,but3.28 yrsfor25K.

The shorter lifetim e ofthe sequence 25N is not only a consequence ofthe relatively
sm allerm assofitsconvectivecore,butitcan alsobetraced backtothee� ectof12C(�,
)16O.
Sequence25K achievesalargercentralm assfraction ofNeattheend ofcorecarbon burning
(0.384,see Table 4). As Figs. 13a and 13b show,this larger Ne m ass fraction allows the
sequence 25K to evolve atrelatively lowercentraltem peraturesbuthigherdensitiesduring
core Ne-burning than the sequence 25N.It also results in a pronounced expansion phase
during core Neburning,asseen in Fig.13a,The longerlifetim e ofcoreNe-burning in 25K
than in 25N isthusduetofactthat25K hasm oreNetoburn and doesso atrelatively lower
tem peratures.

In the25 M � m odels,thethird convective phaseofC-shellburning occursduring core
Ne-burning. A signi� cant di� erence exists in this phase between 25K and 25N.In 25K,
the convective zone above the C-shellisquite narrow in m ass. Thisisdue to the factthat
them assfraction of12C isrelatively high throughoutthehelium exhausted core;therefore,
when carbon burningoccursduringthesecond convectivephaseoftheC-shell,theburningis
vigorous,whichgivesanextended second carbonconvectiveshellandlargelydepletesthe12C.
Thism akeslesscarbon available forthe third convective carbon shell,which,consequently
weaker and narrower. It is interesting to see that the e� ect ofthe rate for12C(�,
)16O
propagatesso e� ectively into theadvanced burning phasesofm assive stars.

3.4. O xygen B urning Phase

Forourstars,core oxygen burning (orO-burning)startsin the tem perature range of
(1.5 -2.6)�109 K (see entry 9 in Table 3). One com m on characteristic ofourstars when
they evolve to thisstageisthatthey develop convective coresofm assin therangeof(0.77
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-1.20) M � ascan beseen in Table3.Theserelatively high m assesresultfrom thefactthat
alloursequenceshavehigh centralm assfractionsof16O aftercom pleting coreNeburning.
Consequently the e� ective energy generation rate (nuclear -neutrino) is strongly positive
throughoutthisburning phaseand proceedsin a convective core(seeFigs.4 to 10).

W e observe from Table 3 (entry 10)thatthe lifetim e ofcore oxygen burning generally
decreasesm onotonically with stellarm ass.Higherm assstarstypically burn athighercentral
tem peratures forwhich the 16O + 16O reaction isfaster. This also explains the di� erence
in lifetim esofcore oxygen burning in 25K and 25N.W e see from Table 3 thatthe form er
m odelhasa longercoreoxygen burning lifetim e.Thisisbecause itevolvesatlowercentral
tem peratureduring theearly phaseofcoreoxygen burning (seeFig.13a ).Again,wetrace
back thee� ectofdi� erentratesfor12C(�,
)16O in thesecases.

Aftercore oxygen burning,ourm odelstypically show a briefshellneon burning phase
followed by a shelloxygen phase. Both ofthese shellsare relatively narrow in extent. Our
calculationswerenotcarried beyond shelloxygen-burning.

Finally,weshow in Fig.14 thedensity and tem peraturepro� lesinside ourstarsasfar
aswe have evolved them ,m ainly beyond core oxygen burning. The jum psin density seen
in Fig.14a indicate clearly thedi� erentcoresofthestar,wherethem ain fuelofa burning
phase isexhausted. OurFig. 14a is rathersim ilarto Fig. 12 obtained by Lim ongietal.
(2000).

4. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER IN V EST IG AT IO N S

Itisworthwhiletocom pareourresultswith thoseobtained byothergroupswith theaim
to � nd outwhere a close agreem entcan be achieved and underwhich physicalconditions.
Thiswillhelpinunderstandingthecom plexnatureoftheadvancedburningphasesofm assive
stars and the role ofkey physicalassum ptions in the stellar m odels. Such a com parison,
which we present in Tables 5 and 6,is laboriousowing to the m any param eters involved.
Nevertheless, it allows us to consider in detailthe three im portant param eters we have
investigated:m assloss,treatm entofconvection in layersofvarying �-gradient,and therate
of12C(�,
)16O.

The m ass fraction of12C left over atthe end ofcore helium burning depends on the
12C(�,
)16O rate and the treatm ent ofthe convection. W hen com paring our results to
those obtained by Lim ongietal.(2000)(hereafterLSC)in Table 5 & 6,we note thatthey
haveevolved theirstarsatconstantm ass,used therateofCaughlan etal.(1985)(hereafter
CFHZ85)for12C(�,
)16O,and treated convection on thebasisoftheSchwarzschild criterion.
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Forthe 15 M � star,Table 5 showsthatourresultsare generally in reasonable agreem ent
with theirswhereboth m odelsapply thesam ecriterion forconvection.Thereisa di� erence
in the centralm assfraction ofcarbon X(12C)in Table 5 & 6)leftoveratthe end ofcore
helium burning:0.285 in ourcase com pared to 0.195 according to LSC.Thereason forour
highervaluesisdue to the lowerrateof12C(�,
)16O we have used (NACRE’scom pilation,
see Fig. 1). The higher value ofX(12C) in our case is also responsible for the di� erence
in the lifetim e ofcore C-burning and to the higher m ass ofthe convective core we � nd.
Also the di� erence in the location and extension ofthe C-burning shellin ourcase isalso
attributableto thehighervalueofX(12C)which determ inesthecarbon pro� lein theregion
oftheC-shell.A closeagreem entisfound fortheNe-burning phase.ForthecoreO-burning
we� nd a slightly longerlifetim eforour15 M� sequence.

Ourcom parison with theresultsofW HW in Table5 & 6 revealsthatwecan presenta
sim ilarcom parison to whatwehavedoneforLSC.W enote,however,thatW HW haveused
the rate of12C(�,
)16O obtained by Buchm ann (1996)butm ultiplied by a factorof1.2 in
theircalculations. In Fig. 1,we see thatthisiscom parable to the rate due to Kunz etal.
(2002),which islowerthan theNACRE ratewehave used in the15 M � starforT9 < 0.4.
W HW also usea relatively largesem iconvective di� usion coe� cientim plying overshooting,
sem iconvection,and rotation-induced m ixing. Therefore,we think that the relatively low
valueX(12C)= 0.219obtained by W HW forthe15 M � attheend ofcoreHe-burning isdue
to the com bined e� ectofboth the12C(�,
)16O and the treatm entofconvection. W e m ay
also relatethedi� erencesforthelocation and extentoftheC-burning shellcom pared with
W HW to the low value ofX(12C)in theirm odel. Thisalso explainsthe di� erencesduring
coreNe-burning.Closeagreem entisfound forthecoreO-burning.

In the case ofthe 25 M � sequence,ourcom parison ispresented in Table 6 including
fourofoursequences(25K,25N,25NM ,25L).In thiscase,m asslossby stellarwind ism uch
higherthan in thecaseofthe15 M � sequence,asm ay beseen in thesecond colum n ofTable
3. Ourcom parison with the resultsby LSC willbe done with 25NM ,which,like the LSC
m odel,wasevolved atconstantm ass. On the otherhand,oursequence 25N evolved with
thesam einputphysicsbutincluded m asslossshould revealthee� ectofthatparam eteron
theevolution.

W e � nd close agreem entbetween oursequence 25NM and thatby LSC during the H-
burning and He-burning phases.A slightdi� erenceisfound forthem assofthehelium core
and thedepth oftheconvectiveenvelope.Thequantitieslisted in Table6forcoreHe-burning
arein good agreem entwith thoseby LSC,includingtheX(12C).Asexpected,thedi� erences
arem oresigni� cantwhen wecom parewith oursequencewith m assloss(25N).Signi� cantly,
thevalueofX(12C)= 0.193 in 25NM islowerthan 0.236 in 25N.Thereason forthisisthat,
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toward the end ofcore He-burning,or,m ore precisely,when X(4He) � 0.10,the star has
evolved to the red giantbranch where m asslossincreasessigni� cantly,asseen in Fig.15).
Asa consequence,the starevolves atlower centraltem perature because itisnow a lower
m assstar.Thenetresultisthehigh valueofX(12C)m entioned above.

Im brianietal.(2001)havestudied thein
 uenceofdi� erentratesof12C(�,
)16O reaction
in m assive stars. They used the rate ofCF88 and that ofCFHZ85,which is higher by a
factorof’2.7. The CF88 rate led to a centralm assfraction ofcarbon X(12C)= 0.424 at
the end ofcore He-burning,while the second rate led to X(12C)= 0.20. Aswe have seen,
however,when we com pare ourresultsforoursequence 25NM with those ofLSC,we � nd
close agreem entin X(12C)(0.19 in ourcase to 0.18 in theircase). The slightdi� erence is
m ainly due to the fact that the rate ofCFHZ85 for 12C(�,
)16O used by LSC is abouta
factorof1.4� largerthan theNACRE ratewehaveused in 25NM .

W e obtain a longerlifetim e forthe carbon core phase in 25NM than in LSC’s25 M �

m odelbecausein 25NM itoccurspartlyin aconvectivecoreof0.23 M � ,which isnotpresent
in thecaseofLSC.During corecarbon burning phase,itisknown thattheneutrino energy
lossesin
 uencessigni� cantly theevolution ofthecentraltem peratureand density ofm assive
stars. Perhaps the di� erence in the neutrino loss prescription is partly the cause ofthe
di� erenceinthecarboncoreevolution.Ourneutrinoenergylossesduetopair,photo,plasm a,
brem sstrahlung,and recom bination processes are taken from the analyticalapproxim ation
ofItoh et al.(1996). LSC adopted the photo,pair,and plasm a neutrino energy losses of
M unakata et al.(1985) and M unakata et al.(1986),while their brem sstrahlung neutrino
energy loss is taken following Dicus et al.(1976) and Richardson et al.(1982) and their
recom bination neutrinoenergylossfollowstheprescription ofBeaudetetal.(1967).Another
contributing factoristhelargervalueofX(12C)attheend ofcorehelium burning in 25NM
than ofLSC’s25 M � m odelwhich isduetothesm allerratefor12C(�;
)16O used in 25NM .
The presence ofa convective core in ourcase in
 uences strongly the characteristics ofthe
ensuing shellcarbon-burning.In thecaseof25NM ,our� rstconvectivecarbon-burning shell
islocated deeperin the starascom pared with LSC (see Table 6). The reason isthatthe
presenceofa convectivecorein ourcaseleadsto totheform ation ofa steep carbon gradient
neartoitsedge,such thatthehigh carbon abundancesdrivesconvection.Notethatwehave
closeagreem entwith LSC concerning thelocationsoftheconvectivecarbon-burning shellin
thecaseofthe15 M � starwherea convective coreisfound in both calculations.

Am ong our 25 M � m odels,it is m ost usefulto com pare 25K to the 25 M � m odel
ofW HW .Thisisbecause W HW include m asslossand because we have used the rate for
12C(�,
)16O forthissequencethatisclosesttotherateused byW HW (based on Buchm ann’s
com pilation asm entioned above)in thetem peraturerangeofcorehelium burning (seeFig.
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1).

The rem arkable di� erences are: the lifetim e ofcore H-burning and the m ass ofthe
He-corearelargerin W HW ’ssequence.The� rstindicatesa certain degreeofovershooting
in theprescription ofconvection and thesecond isdueto sem iconvection being used in the
region oftheH-burningshell.In x3.1,wehavedescribed thisissueand found closeagreem ent
between the calculationsby W HW and ourresultsforthe sequence 25L.W e recallthatin
thissequencetheinhibiting e� ectofthe�-gradienton convection wastaken into accountin
theregion ofH-burning shell.

W e em phasize that the convective He-burning shellin our sequence 25L (see Fig. 8)
hasa sim ilarlocation to thatin thecalculationsofW HW fortheir25 M � star.Com pared
to oursequence 25K,thiszone isshifted by 0.8 M � outward.Thisisa consequence ofthe
largerconvective core during helium burning. W e note thatwe stillhave a highervalue of
X(12C) at the end ofcore helium burning than obtained by W HW for sim ilar reasons as
explained in thecaseofthe15 M � above.

During thecoreC-burning,ourcalculationsshow thata convectivecoreisform ed with
m axim um m assthatincreaseswith increasing value ofX(12C).There isno convective core
form ed in thecalculationsby W HW ,and thisexplainstheshorterlifetim eofC-burningthey
have obtained ascom pared with ours. W hethera convective core isform ed ornotduring
coreC-burning iscrucially dependenton thebalancebetween thenuclearenergy generation
rate and the neutrino loss rate. It is clear that the form er is very sensitive to the value
ofX(12C) retained at the end ofcore He-burning. The m anner in which core C-burning
proceedswillofcoursedeterm inehow carbon-shellburningproceedslater.Thisexplainsthe
di� erentlocationsand extension oftheC-burning shellin ourcalculations.Indeed,ifwego
back to the15 M � sequence in Table5 and com pareourresultsfortheC-shellburning,we
� nd reasonableagreem entwith others,becauseallthecalculationspresented in Table5have
a convective core during core C-burning. The fact thatthe m ore m assive star such as25
M � which hashighervaluesoftem perature and density,and lowerdegeneracy than the15
M � starm ake the e� ectofneutrino energy lossesm orepronounce.Therefore,the di� erent
prescription oftheneutrino energy lossesm akesthecarbon coreevolution di� erencesofthe
25 M � m odelsm oreevident.

Theexistence orabsence ofa convective coreduring coreC-burning willalso in
 uence
the propertiesofthe Ne-burning phase. Itisinteresting thatthe oxygen-burning phase is
m ore robust,such thata reasonable agreem entisachieved am ong di� erentcalculationsas
seen in Table5 and 6.Thisislikely dueto thedom inanceofthenuclearenergy production
overtheneutrino lossesduring thecoreO-burning phase.
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Sum m ing up this discussion, it is clear that the evolution ofm assive stars through
the advanced burning phases (core C-burning and beyond)isquite sensitive to the earlier
evolution.This,in turn,m eansthatthenatureoftheburningin them odelsin theadvanced
phasesdependsstrongly on the the e� ectsofm assloss,on the treatm entofconvection in
inhom ogeneousstellarlayers,and on thecentralcarbon m assfraction retained attheend of
coreHe-burning.

5. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork,wehaveevolved m odelsofstarsofm ass15 -30 M � through m ostoftheir
burning phases. W e have analyzed the e� ects ofthree im portant physicalingredients on
the structures ofthe stellarm odels,viz.,m asslossby stellarwind,the recently suggested
ratesforthe12C(�,
)16O reaction,and thetreatm entofconvection in inhom ogeneousstellar
layers on the basis ofthe Ledoux criterion in contrast to the Schwarzschild criterion. W e
sum m arizethem ain resultsasfollows:

� M asslosshasa strong e� ecton stellarevolution through advanced phases.Thelarger
the starisinitially,the m ore m asslosswilldecrease the stellarm ass. Then the star,
having lowerm ass,willevolve atlowercentraltem peraturesand densities,such that
lesscarbon would bedestroyed by 12C(�,
)16O during coreHeburning.On theother
hand,Figs.3 and 15 show thatm asslossincreasesstrongly when thestarreachesthe
red giantbranch (RGB).

� Ourdiscussion ofthesequence25L in x3.1hasem phasized thatm asslossdependssen-
sitively on thebehaviorofthehydrogen-burning shellduring coreHe-burning.W hen
convection isinhibited in the hydrogen shellregion by including the chocking e� ecdt
ofthe �-gradient,then thestarevolvesdirectly to the RGB,such thatitloosesm ore
m ass. The e� ectofthisconvection treatm entwasalso thatthe helium burning shell
and thehydrogen-burning shellm igrateoutward in m assand burn atrelatively lower
tem peratures.

� Ourevolutionary sequences25K,25N,and 25NM indicatethatthecentralm assfrac-
tion ofcarbon,X(12C) left after core helium burning determ ines the physicalchar-
acteristics ofthe ensuing core carbon burning and shellcarbon burning. The larger
X(12C) is,the larger is the m ass ofthe convective core during core carbon burning.
Theform ation ofsuch a corein ourcalculationsleadsto a steep gradientofcarbon at
the edge ofthe core such thatshellcarbon-burning occurs� rstin a convective zone
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located deeperin the starcom pared to othercalculation in which no convective core
isform ed (seeTable6).

� Core Ne-burning is also in
 uenced by the characteristics ofthe preceding burning
phasesasdescribed in x3.3.

� Core oxygen burning is found to be less sensitive to the preceding burning phases,
because the oxygen centralm ass fraction at the end ofcore neon-burning is always
high. This leads to the dom inance ofthe nuclear energy production over neutrino
energy losses,such thata generalagreem entisfound am ong di� erentcalculations(see
Table5 and 6)

From thiswork,weseethecom plex sensitivity ofthestructureand evolution ofm assive
starsto m assloss,convection,and the 12C(�;
)16O rate.An exacttreatm entofthesethree
key ingredientsto them odelsisnotyetavailable;therefore,onem ustrem ain awareoftheir
e� ectson stellarm odels.Thisbecom esespeciallyim portantwhen oneconsiderstheresulting
nucleosynthesis,aswewilldo in subsequentwork.
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Table1. ListofStellarSequencesStudied

StarM ass(M � ) M assloss 12C(�,
)16O 22Ne(�,n)25M g

15 yes NACREa NACRE
20 yes NACRE NACRE
25K yes Kunzb NACRE
25Lc yes Kunz NACRE
25N yes NACRE NACRE
25NM no NACRE NACRE
30 yes NACRE NACRE

aRatesaccording to Angulo etal.(1999).

bRatesaccording to Kunzetal.(2002).
cThissequenceisobtainedbyadoptingtheLedouxcriterion

forconvection in theregionsoftheH-burningshell(seeChap.
3.1)
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Table2. SurfaceAbundanceRatios(by num bers)

15 20 25N 25NM 25L 30 InitialValue

12C/13C 18.2 17.8 15.6 28.9 17.49 7.94 90.0
18.4 16.4 8.63 � � � � � � � � �

93 91 � � � 90 � � � � � �

14N/15N 2489 3416 7140 3334 2469 20681 271
� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �

2132 2702 � � � 2977 � � � � � �

16O/17O 930 1054 1022 1366 1309 699 2622
1231 1433 1159 � � � � � � � � �

881 919 � � � 1052 � � � � � �

16O/18O 686 705 846 691 614 1976 498
579 650 1227 � � � � � � � � �

565 574 � � � 572 � � � � � �

[Na/Fe] 0.271 0.361 0.494 0.451 0.302 0.617 0
M bottom /M � 3.8 5.8 7.6 7.8 8.7 9.9

4.28 6.15 � � � 8.27 � � � � � �

1FirstRow:PresentW ork,25N with m assloss,25M withoutm assloss.

2Second Row:Schalleretal.(1992).

3Third Row:LSC (2000).

4M bottom isthem axim um depth reached by theconvectiveenvelope.Values
ofSchalleretal.arenotavailable.

5[Na/Fe]= log(23Na/Fe)star -log(23Na/Fe)�
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Table3. CHARACTERISTICS OF EVOLUTIONARY M ODELS

stage M ass Evol.Tim e log(L/L� ) log(Te�) T a
c �

b
c M c

� M d
co M e

O N eM g
M

m ax f
cc

(M � ) (yrs) (K ) (108 K ) (g cm � 3) (M � ) (M � ) (M � ) (M � )

15 M �

1 15.00 0.00 4.277 4.487 0.342 6.28� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.66

2 14.77 + 1.04� 107 4.617 4.412 0.622 6.33� 101 2.22 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 14.76 + 3.40� 104 4.641 4.237 1.28 1.34� 103 2.61 0.00 0.00 2.22

4 13.90 + 1.66� 106 4.690 3.568 3.15 6.53� 103 3.85 1.82 0.00 0.00

5 13.84 + 2.96� 104 4.830 3.553 5.67 1.25� 105 3.85 2.06 0.00 0.55

6 13.82 + 6.76� 103 4.859 3.550 9.95 4.87� 106 3.85 2.18 0.44 0.00

7 13.82 + 8.63� 100 4.859 3.550 12.06 8.45� 106 3.85 2.19 0.88 0.70

8 13.82 + 3.13� 100 4.859 3.550 15.13 6.50� 106 3.85 2.19 2.01 0.00

9 13.82 + 9.82� 10� 2 4.859 3.550 15.01 6.73� 106 3.85 2.19 2.01 0.00

10 13.82 + 3.71� 100 4.857 3.550 19.37 2.13� 107 3.85 2.19 2.01 0.77

20 M �

1 20.00 0.00 4.625 4.539 0.359 4.87� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.72

2 19.45 + 7.40� 106 4.965 4.447 0.729 5.71� 101 3.90 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 19.44 + 1.45� 104 4.991 4.291 1.35 6.59� 102 4.21 0.00 0.00 3.70

4 17.34 + 1.01� 106 5.017 3.557 3.46 5.40� 103 5.69 3.35 0.00 0.00

5 17.25 + 1.42� 104 5.111 3.547 5.80 4.83� 104 5.70 3.34 0.00 0.49

6 17.22 + 3.30� 103 5.135 3.544 10.830 2.77� 106 5.70 3.52 0.53 0.00

7 17.22 + 1.13� 101 5.134 3.544 12.168 6.01� 106 5.70 3.52 0.80 0.73

8 17.22 + 1.21� 100 5.134 3.544 16.263 4.16� 106 5.70 3.52 1.16 0.00

9 17.22 + 4.88� 10� 3 5.134 3.544 16.218 4.23� 106 5.70 3.52 1.16 0.97

10 17.22 + 8.86� 10� 1 5.134 3.544 24.022 1.10� 107 5.70 3.54 1.77 0.00
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Table3| Continued

stage M ass Evol.Tim e log(L/L� ) log(Te�) T a
c �

b
c M c

� M d
co M e

O N eM g
M

m ax f
cc

(M � ) (yrs) (K ) (108 K ) (g cm � 3) (M � ) (M � ) (M � ) (M � )

25 M � (25C)

1 25.00 0.00 4.871 4.542 0.325 2.72� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.6

2 23.94 + 6.01� 106 5.227 4.396 1.06 1.59� 102 5.88 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 23.94 + 4.60� 103 5.238 4.308 1.40 4.20� 102 6.00 0.00 0.00 5.35

4 18.49 + 7.47� 105 5.236 3.550 3.62 4.59� 103 7.57 4.66 0.00 0.00

5 18.47 + 9.70� 103 5.309 3.542 6.14 3.71� 104 7.58 4.86 0.00 0.42

6 18.30 + 1.54� 103 5.351 3.529 11.58 2.91� 106 7.58 5.04 0.59 0.00

7 18.30 + 5.27� 10� 1 5.319 3.521 12.41 3.64� 106 7.58 5.04 0.59 0.72

8 18.30 + 5.83� 10� 1 5.257 3.526 17.94 3.73� 106 7.58 5.08 1.53 0.00

9 18.30 + 9.58� 10� 3 5.253 3.525 18.10 4.17� 106 7.58 5.08 1.53 1.08

10 18.30 + 1.81� 10� 1 5.233 3.529 24.65 1.70� 107 7.58 5.12 1.80 0.00

25 M � (25K )

1 25.00 0.00 4.876 4.575 0.371 4.06� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.8

2 23.95 + 6.00� 106 5.223 4.397 1.06 1.61� 102 5.88 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 23.94 + 4.40� 103 5.237 4.311 1.39 4.12� 102 6.00 0.00 0.00 5.31

4 18.60 + 7.49� 105 5.231 3.550 3.62 4.62� 103 7.53 4.67 0.00 0.00

5 18.47 + 7.90� 103 5.280 3.545 5.51 2.19� 104 7.54 4.79 0.00 0.47

6 18.41 + 3.50� 103 5.322 3.540 10.98 2.03� 106 7.54 5.01 0.45 0.00

7 18.41 + 6.93� 100 5.329 3.541 11.90 4.10� 106 7.54 5.01 1.09 0.75

8 18.41 + 3.28� 100 5.337 3.538 16.66 4.09� 106 7.54 5.01 1.09 0.00

9 18.41 + 0.00� 100 5.337 3.538 16.64 4.16� 106 7.54 5.01 1.09 1.06

10 18.41 + 5.10� 10� 1 5.319 3.529 22.75 1.72� 107 7.54 5.03 2.09 0.00
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Table3| Continued

stage M ass Evol.Tim e log(L/L� ) log(Te�) T a
c �

b
c M c

� M d
co M e

O N eM g
M

m ax f
cc

(M � ) (yrs) (K ) (108 K ) (g cm � 3) (M � ) (M � ) (M � ) (M � )

25 M � (25N)

1 25.00 0.00 4.877 4.575 0.371 4.06� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.8

2 23.94 + 5.96� 106 5.226 4.397 1.053 1.57� 102 5.88 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 23.94 + 4.30� 103 5.237 4.318 1.362 3.86� 102 6.00 0.00 0.00 5.32

4 18.67 + 7.54� 105 5.232 3.551 3.624 4.63� 103 7.51 4.65 0.00 0.00

5 18.52 + 9.60� 103 5.304 3.542 6.103 3.61� 104 7.54 4.85 0.00 0.36

6 18.49 + 1.60� 103 5.321 3.540 12.11 1.80� 106 7.54 5.02 0.36 0.00

7 18.49 + 1.22� 10� 1 5.320 3.540 12.70 2.11� 106 7.54 5.02 0.59 0.61

8 18.49 + 2.94� 10� 1 5.320 3.540 17.00 2.35� 106 7.53 5.03 1.46 0.00

9 18.49 + 9.14� 10� 4 5.320 3.540 17.00 2.35� 106 7.53 5.03 1.46 0.95

10 18.49 + 3.31� 10� 1 5.320 3.540 22.59 9.82� 106 7.53 5.05 1.96 0.00

25 M � (25NM )

1 25.00 0.00 4.877 4.575 0.371 4.06� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.8

2 25.00 + 5.93� 106 5.260 4.402 1.06 1.60� 102 6.07 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 25.00 + 4.30� 103 5.272 4.324 1.39 4.07� 102 6.20 0.00 0.00 5.20

4 25.00 + 7.90� 105 5.222 3.564 3.65 4.71� 103 7.62 4.79 0.00 0.00

5 25.00 + 1.01� 104 5.305 3.555 6.00 3.42� 104 7.63 4.86 0.00 0.23

6 25.00 + 1.86� 103 5.322 3.553 11.49 1.83� 106 7.63 4.92 0.49 0.00

7 25.00 + 1.02� 100 5.322 3.552 12.59 2.71� 106 7.63 4.92 0.70 0.64

8 25.00 + 3.48� 10� 1 5.323 3.552 17.88 3.26� 106 7.63 4.92 1.59 0.00

9 25.00 + 4.12� 10� 3 5.323 3.552 17.95 3.38� 106 7.63 4.92 1.59 1.19

10 25.00 + 1.67� 10� 1 5.321 3.552 25.24 5.59� 106 7.63 4.95 2.35 0.00
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Table3| Continued

stage M ass Evol.Tim e log(L/L� ) log(Te�) T a
c �

b
c M c

� M d
co M e

O N eM g
M

m ax f
cc

(M � ) (yrs) (K ) (108 K ) (g cm � 3) (M � ) (M � ) (M � ) (M � )

25 M � (25L)

1 25.00 0.00 4.873 4.572 0.371 4.06� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.8

2 23.95 + 6.02� 106 5.166 4.453 0.79 5.28� 101 5.61 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 23.95 + 9.90� 103 5.167 4.222 1.40 4.60� 102 5.75 0.00 0.00 6.16

4 13.86 + 6.88� 105 5.336 3.522 3.56 3.94� 103 8.34 5.53 0.00 0.00

5 13.66 + 7.70� 103 5.382 3.522 5.99 2.66� 104 8.36 5.61 0.00 0.47

6 13.61 + 1.88� 103 5.382 3.522 11.18 1.94� 106 8.36 5.69 0.48 0.00

7 13.61 + 4.35� 100 5.382 3.522 12.05 3.63� 106 8.36 5.72 0.74 0.77

8 13.61 + 2.30� 100 5.382 3.522 17.25 3.65� 106 8.36 5.72 1.10 0.00

9 13.61 + 8.24� 10� 3 5.382 3.522 17.27 3.72� 106 8.36 5.72 1.10 1.15

10 13.61 + 4.72� 10� 1 5.382 3.522 22.95 1.82� 107 8.36 5.75 2.29 0.00

30 M �

1 30.00 0.00 5.069 4.601 0.381 3.54� 100 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.10

2 28.25 + 5.09� 106 5.409 4.355 1.25 1.98� 102 7.90 0.00 0.00 0.00

3 28.25 + 1.80� 103 5.415 4.303 1.44 3.13� 102 7.98 0.00 0.00 7.17

4 17.07 + 6.29� 105 5.408 3.542 3.74 4.07� 103 9.49 6.38 0.00 0.00

5 16.84 + 7.00� 103 5.463 3.537 6.27 2.84� 104 9.54 6.50 0.00 0.39

6 15.24 + 1.01� 103 5.463 3.537 11.92 1.76� 106 9.54 6.72 0.67 0.00

7 15.24 + 7.13� 10� 1 5.463 3.537 12.44 2.37� 106 9.54 6.75 0.80 0.67

8 15.24 + 3.34� 10� 1 5.463 3.537 18.70 3.06� 106 9.54 6.75 1.69 0.00

9 15.24 + 4.58� 10� 3 5.463 3.537 18.21 2.68� 106 9.54 6.75 1.78 1.20

10 15.24 + 1.02� 10� 1 5.463 3.537 26.02 4.68� 106 9.54 6.89 2.80 0.00
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Table3| Continued

stage M ass Evol.Tim e log(L/L� ) log(Te�) T a
c �

b
c M c

� M d
co M e

O N eM g
M

m ax f
cc

(M � ) (yrs) (K ) (108 K ) (g cm � 3) (M � ) (M � ) (M � ) (M � )

� � �

� � �

� � �

aTC isthecentraltem perature.

b
�C isthecentraldensity.

cM � isthem asssize ofhelium core.

dM co isthem asssize ofC/O core.

eM O N eM g isthe m asssize ofO /Ne/M g core.

fM m ax
cc isthe m axim um convective core m assofthatburning phase.

�Stages 1 to 10 correspond to the evolutionary tim e of1) Zero Age M ain sequence, 2) centralhydrogen

exhaustion, 3) central helium ignition, 4) central helium exhaustion, 5) central carbon ignition, 6) central

carbon exhaustion,and 7) centralneon ignition,8) centralneon exhaustion,9) centraloxygen ignition,10)

centraloxygen exhaustion,respectively.
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Table4. Central12C and 20NeM assFractionsatCentralCoreHelium and atCentral
CoreNeon Exhaustions,16O M assFractionsatCentralCoreHelium ,atCentralCore

Carbon,and atCentralCoreNeon Exhaustions

M ass X (12C) X (20Ne) X (16O )

(M � ) End Helium End Helium End Carbon End Helium End Carbon End Neon

15 0.285 0.0028 0.371 0.688 0.548 0.738

20 0.258 0.0041 0.349 0.713 0.579 0.758

25K 0.280 0.0052 0.384 0.689 0.541 0.737

25L 0.274 0.0054 0.379 0.695 0.549 0.740

25N 0.236 0.0052 0.329 0.733 0.606 0.795

25NM 0.193 0.0067 0.275 0.774 0.669 0.806

30 0.221 0.0070 0.316 0.745 0.624 0.786
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Table5. Com parison of15 M � M odels

PhysicalQuantity PW a LSCb W HW c

H-Burning
�H (106 yr) 10.4 10.7 11.1
M cc (M � ) 5.66 6.11 5.7
M final

C � envelope 3.94 4.28 4.5
M �

core 3.85 4.10 4.15

He-Burning
�H e (106 yr) 1.66 1.40 1.97
M cc (M � ) 2.22 2.33 2.60
M core (M � ) 2.27 2.39 2.80
X(12C)/X(16O) 0.285/0.688 0.195/0.777 0.216/-
� M (He-shell)(M � ) 2.3-3.1 2.43-3.54 2.8-4.2

C-Burning
�C (103 yr) 6.76 2.60 2.03
M cc (M � ) 0.55 0.41 0.50
M core (M � ) 2.01 2.44 1.85
� M (C-shell)(M � ) 0.50-1.21 0.39-0.80 0.59-1.20

0.99-1.76 0.80-1.18 1.20-2.30
1.38-1.91 1.20-1.77 1.90-2.61

1.56-1.67
1.64-2.18

Ne-Burning
�N e (yr) 1.98 2.00 0.73
M cc (M � ) 0.70 0.66 0.70
X(16O)/X(24M g) 0.74/0.09 0.81/0.05 {

O-Burning
�O (yr) 3.71 2.47 2.58
M cc (M � ) 0.77 0.94 0.80

�M core m eans in thisand the following Table the region in
which thefueloftheburning phasehasbeen exhausted.
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Table6. Com parison of25 M � M odels

PhysicalQ uantity 25K 25N 25NM LSC 25L W HW

H-Burning

�H (10
6 yr) 6.00 6.00 5.93 5.93 6.02 6.70

M cc (M � ) 12.8 12.8 12.8 12.8 12.8 12.5

M core 7.54 7.53 7.63 8.01 8.36 8.43

M
final
conv:� env: 7.60 7.60 7.89 8.27 8.71 8.60

He-Burning

�H e (10
6 yr) 0.749 0.754 0.79 0.68 0.688 0.839

M cc (M � ) 5.31 5.32 5.20 5.23 6.16 6.50

M C =O � core (M � ) 5.03 5.05 4.95 4.90 6.09 6.45

X(12C)/X(16O ) 0.28/0.69 0.24/0.73 0.19/0.77 0.18/0.79 0.27/0.70 0.19/-

�M (He-shell)(M � ) 5.30-6.30 5.30-6.30 5.25-7.35 5.30-7.68a 6.28-8.07 6.5-8.1

C-Burning

�C (yr) 3500 1600 1860 970 1880 522

M cc (M � ) 0.47 0.36 0.23 radiative 0.47 radiative

M �
core (M � ) 2.50 1.96 2.63 2.40 2.61 2.45

�M (C-shell)(M � ) 0.50-1.19 0.38-0.97 0.865-1.16 1.48-2.43 0.52-1.30 1.60-5.60

1.30-4.54 1.04-2.19 1.21 -3.12 2.28-4.61 1.33-5.15 3.20-5.70

2.26-4.94 2.76 -3.50

Ne-Burning

�N e (yr) 3.28 0.294 0.348 0.77 4.35 0.89

M cc (M � ) 0.75 0.61 0.64 0.50 0.77 1.0

M core (M � ) 1.80 1.96 2.16 2.29 2.05 2.20

X(16O )/X(24M g) 0.74/0.10 0.80/0.09 0.81/0.07 0.83/0.05 0.74/0.10 -

O -Burning

�O (yr) 0.510 0.33 0.547 0.33 0.47 0.40

M cc (M � ) 1.06 0.95 1.19 1.15 1.15 1.25

�The de�nition ofM core issom ewhatam biguous,one should see the carbon pro�le form ore

detail.

aW e took the second broad convective He-shellobtained by Lim ongiet al. (2000) which

resem blesours.
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Fig. 1.| Com parison ofthe 12C(�,
)16O reaction ratesam ong di� erentcom pilations. See
textforreferences. Notethatcore helium burning occursin the rangeT9 = 0.13 -0.40 for
thestarsunderinvestigationsin thispaper(seeTable3).
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Fig. 2.| Hertzsprung-Russelldiagram forthe starsstudied in thiswork (a). See Table 1
form ore inform ation aboutthese tracks. The Hertzsprung-Russelldiagram forthe 25 M �

starevolved with di� erentassum ptions(b).A signi� cantdi� erence between these tracksis
clearly seen.



{ 33 {

Fig.3.| Evolution ofthestarsunderconsideration in a Teff -X(4He)plane,whereX(4He)
isthecentralm assfraction ofhelium .Notethedi� erenttim ing ofthetransition to thered
giantbranch during core He-burning in particularthe im m ediate evolution of25L to that
stage.
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Fig. 4.| The change ofthe internalstructure asa function oftim e ofthe 15 M � starof
initialsolar-like com position. The starisevolved with m ass loss by stellarwind from the
m ain sequencetilloxygen shell-burning.Each verticallinecorrespondsto a stellarm odelat
a given tim e. Convective regionsare labeled according to theirphysicalorigin,see textfor
details.Notethatthe tf isthetim e ofthelaststellarcalculated and the tisthe evolution
tim e.Forexam plecorehydrogen burning in thisdiagram startsatlog(tf -t)=7.02,or107:02

yearsfrom thetim eofthelastm odel.
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Fig.5.| Sam easFig.4 forthe20 M � star.
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Fig.6.| Sam easFig.4fora25 M � star(sequence25N),(seeTable1form oreinform ation).
NotethattheconvectivezoneabovetheH-burning shelldiesoutbeforetheend ofcoreHe-
burning in contrastto Fig.9 withoutm assloss.
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Fig.7.| Sam easFig.4 forthesequence 25K (SeeTable1 form oreinform ation).
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Fig.8.| Sam easFig.4 forthesequence 25L (SeeTable1 form oreinform ation).
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Fig.9.| Sam easFig.4 forthesequence 25NM (SeeTable1 form oreinform ation).
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Fig.10.| Sam easFig.4 forthestarof30 M � .
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Fig.11.| CentralTem peratureTC versuscentraldensity �C forthestarsofm asses15 M �

to 30 M � .The linesm arking H,He,C,Ne,and O indicate atwhich TC and �C a burning
phasestarts.



{ 42 {

Fig. 12.| Com position pro� le forthe sequence 25K (a)and the sequence 25N (b)versus
interiorm assattheend ofcoreNe-burning.
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Fig.13.| (a)Sim ilarto Fig.11 showing only theevolution ofthecenterofthe25 M � star
underdi� erentassum ptions(See Table 1). (b)CentralTem perature TC versusthe central
m assfraction of20Ne,X(20Ne).Thecurvesillustratehow TC evolvesdi� erently through the
coreNe-burning phaseunderdi� erentassum ptions(see3.3 fordetails).
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Fig. 14.| Density (a)and tem perature (b)versusinteriorm assforthe starsofm asses15
M � to 30 M � asthey evolved pastcoreoxygen burning.
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Fig. 15.| Stellarm assversuscentralm assfraction ofHelium ,X(4He)forthe 25 M � star
with and withoutm assloss. Notice the sharp decrease ofthe stellarm assduring the late
phaseofcoreHe-burning (X(4He)� 0.1).


