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ABSTRACT

W e present a detailed study of the evolution of m assive stars of m asses 15,
20,25 and 30 M assum ing solarlke Iniial chem ical com position. The stellar
sequences were evolved through the advanced buming phases up to the end of
core oxygen buming. W e present a careful analysis of the physical characteristics
of the stellarm odels. In particular, we nvestigate the e ect of the stillunsettled
reaction *2C (, ) °0 on the advanced evolution by using recent com pilations of
thisrate. W e ndthatthisratehasa signi cant in pact on the evolution not only
during the core heliim buming phase, but also during the late buming phases,
egoecially the shell carbon-buming. W e have also considered the e ect ofdi er-
ent treatm ent of convective instability based on the Ledoux criterion In regions
of varying m olecular weight gradient during the hydrogen and helim buming
phases. W e com pare our results w ith other investigations whenever available.
F inally, our present study constitutes the basis of analyzing the nuckosynthesis
processes In m assive stars. In particular we w ill present a detail analysis of the
sPprocess in a orthoom Ing paper.
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1. NTRODUCTION

Study of the evolution ofm assive stars through the advanced buming phases up to the
collapse of the iron core is an active and complx eld of ressarch In stellar astrophysics.
However, this does not m ean that the early hydrogen and heliim buming phases are lss
In portant. M odeling stars is an initial value problem , and as we shall see In this paper,
these early phases determ Ine in a crucialway the niial conditions for the follow ng buming
phases, and the resulting stellar nuclkosynthesis. Therefore, despite several recent works
dealing with the late evolution of m assive stars eg. Chie et al 1998; Linongiet al.
2000; W oosky et al. 2002; Inbrianiet al. 2001) an up-to-date, systam atic study that also
am phasizes the e ect of the early stellar phases on the later ones seem s ussfil aswellas a
discussion of uncertainties in key assum ptions in the m odels.

The m ain emn phasis of this paper, then, is an exploration of the physical conditions
during the later buming phases ofm assive stars, how they are set by earlier buming stages,
and how they area ected by uncertainties that ram ain in the nput to them odels. A proper
understanding of these issues is in portant not only for clarifying the evolution of m assive
stars but also for an accurate accounting of the stellar nuckosynthesis.

In thiswork, we present a system atic discussion ofthe evolution ofm assive stars through
theH,He, C,Neg, and O buming phases. W e have m ade some e ort to study the in uence
of uncertain physical assum ptions on the evolution. In x2, we give a brief description of the
stellar evolution code we have used in the present calculations. Section 3 and its subsections
contain a detailed discussion of the characteristics of the buming phases m entioned above.
In x4, we com pare our results w ith those of other works. Section 5 contains our conclusions.

2. STELLAR EVOLUTION CODE

T he stellar evolution code used in this work is generally descrioed in The et al. (2000).
A s In our previous work, the nuckar reaction network In the code contains 632 nuclear
goecies, which allow s us to follow m ost stellar nuckosynthesis processes, lncluding the s—
process nuckosynthesis, In detail. For the present version of the code, we have updated the
nuclear data. W e now use nuclarm asses from ocom pilation of Audi& W apstra (1995) and
thermm onuclear reaction rates from the com pilation ofthe \NACRE " European collaboration
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Angulo et al. 1999), and the \N on-Sm oker" com pilation ofR auscher & Thielm ann (2000).

In various stellar sequences describbed In x3, we have used di erent reaction rates for
the reaction ?C (; ) °0, which is still unsettled. The latest com pilation is due to Kunz
et al. 2002). A s stated In that work, the cross section of this reaction is extrem ely sm all
(10 " bam) at the energies relevant to core heliim buming; therefore, one has to rely on
m easuram ents at higher energies to cbtain the S-factor at the relevant stellar energies by
extrapolation.

Kunz et al. (2002). seem to have sucoeeded in reducing the uncertainties in the evalua-
tion ofthe cross section at stellar tem peratures. Fig. 1 show sclarly a di erent tem perature
dependence of the rate ocbtained by Kunz et al. (2002) com pared to other com pilations.
N om alized to the rate of Caughlan & Fow ler (1988) (ereafter CF88), we see that we are
dealing with a di erent rate in the range of heliim buming (1.3-3.7 16 K) and of carbon
buming in the vichity of Tg = 1. The in plication of this new rate will be discussed in x3
and 4.

3. CHARACTERISTICSOF THE BURNING PHASES

W epresent evolutionary sequences for starsofm asses 15,20, 25,and 30M having solar-
like Initial chem ical com position A nders & G revesse 1989). A 1l the evolutionary sequences
have been evolved up to the end of central oxygen buming. M ost m odels lncluded m ass loss
by stellarw ind according to the sam iem pirical relation by de Jageret al. (1988) and used the
Schw arzschild criterion for convection throughout the star. In order to study the e ects of
m ass loss, the treatm ent of convective m ixing in chem ically inhom ogeneous layers, and the
uncertainty in the '2C (, ) '*0 reaction rate, we calculated several evolutionary sequences
with di erent input physics as summ arized in Tabl 1. The only sequence calculated w ithout
mass ossisforthe 25 M star (eferred to as25NM ) n Tablk 1. The case 25N isthe same
as 25NM , but m ass loss is included here. The case 25L is identical to 25N except that the
Ledoux crterion for convection was adopted in the region of the H bouming shell (see x3.1
or details). In the sequence 25K , the rate fr the reaction *C (, ) *0 wasused according
to Kunz et al. (2002), Instead ofthe NACRE mate used In 25N .

Fig. 2a shows the HR diagram for our four evolutionary sequences 15, 20, 25N, and 30
M . Physical characteristics of these tracks are describbed In x3.1 w ith help of F igs. 2b and
3.

Figs. 4-10 show the change of the intemal structure of the stellar m odels at a given
tin e for all ssquences listed In Tablk 1. In these gures we have labeled all convective zones
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acoording to their physical origin, whether due to nuckarbuming In a core or n shell region,
or In a star’s envelope, or in an Interm ediate convection zone (referred to as ICZ) form ed in
the outer stellar layers above the receding convective core during core H-buming. W e will
use these gures to describe the global characteristics of successive buming phases as they
occur in our evolutionary m odels. N ote that the ICZ in F igs. 4-10 contain the sam iconvective
and convective regions that m ove In tin e due to the gradient in hydrogen m ass fraction and
opacities. In our calculations we do not lnclude sam iconvective m ixing but apply the Ledoux
criterion In order to avoid introducing another param eter in our calculations which is so far
needed for describbing sem iconvective m ixing.

3.1. Hydrogen and H elium Burning P hases

It is well known that signi cant changes of the evolutionary tracks occur during the
hydrogen and helum buming phases of m assive stars; therefore, we show In Fig. 2a the
evolutionary tracks in the HRdiagram for the stars under consideration. In all m odels,
we adopt the Schwarzchild criterion for convection to detem Ine the convective regions in
a stellarm odel at a given tin e, except case 25L described below . T he evolutionary tracks
In Fig. 2a evolve nearly at constant lum nosity affer the m ain sequence phase until they

nally reach the red giant branch RGB). However, this evolution at constant lum inosity
and, m ore in portantly, the tim Ing to reach the RGB depend crucially on m ass loss and on
how convective m ixing is treated in the stellar layers of varable m olecular weight gradient
(or sinply -gradient) kft behind the shrinking hydrogen convective core during the m ain
sequence evolution.

To understand these issues, wem ay com pare di erent evolutionary sequences as shown
In Figs. 2b and 3. Fig. 2b show s the evolutionary tracks when m ass loss is neglected as in
our case 25NM , or when the convection treatm ent is di erent as in case 25L. These cases
are discussed below . Fig. 3 showsthe e ective tam perature Lrr as a function ofthe central
heliim m ass fraction X (*He) and dem onstrates clearly how the evolution of the star to the
RGB isin uenced by mass loss. In the case of no m ass loss, the star ram ains in the blue
region ofthe HR diagram during m ost of its core H ebuming. Ifm ass loss is included, then
them orem assive the star, the stronger is them ass loss and the earlier is the transition to the
RGB . In other words, this transition occurs at higher central heliim m ass fraction X (*He)
(sse Fig. 3)

To explain the behavior of the evolutionary tracks further, we com pare In detail the
evolution ofthe 25 M star with and without mass loss. AsFig. 2b shows, the sequence
25NM (W ihout m ass loss) has higher lum nosity during core hydrogen buming. This is
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sin ply a consequence of the higherm ass In this case. D uring core heliim buming, however,
the explanation ism ore com plicated since now two energy sources are availabl In the star
that contribute to the lum inosity : a central source and shell source. W hy is the lum inosity of
the sequence w ith m ass loss Iower?. W e answer this question w ith the help ofFigs. 6 and 9
show ing the change of Intemal structure In the course of evolution for the sequences 25N and
25NM , respectively. In the early evolution through the hydrogen and heliim buming phases,
these gures show a rem arkably di erent behavior of the convective zones that form s above
the hydrogen-buming shell. In the sequence 25NM , this convective zone is m ore extended
In m ass and lasts throughout the whole core heliim buming phase. In contrast, in sequence
25N, calculated with mass loss, the convective zone is narrower in m ass and disappears
before heliim exhaustion in the core @t X ¢He) / 0.1). The in plication of this is that the
H-buming shell In case 25NM is stronger because it is supplied by m ore fuel

T he stronger H buming shell has several consequences on the ensuing evolution:

1. It keads to a higher lum inosity of the star during core helim buming (see the tracks
forthe25M starin Fig. 2b.

2. It delays the evolution to the RG B . T he star ram ains as a blue supergiant during m ost
of its core helim buming phase (case 25NM in Fig. 3).

3. k prolongs the duration of the core helim buming ow ing to the slightly lower central
tem perature in the case w thout m ass loss (see Tablk 3).

4. It leads to a Jargerm ass of the hydrogen exhausted core (or sim ply heluim core) M
= 762M Incae25NM cmparrdtoM = 751M in case 25N (see Tabk 3).

W e point out that all these features have been recognized by several authors (see Chiosi
& M aeder (1986), fora review ). W e refresh this issue, because it is relevant to our present
discussion.

A m ore pronounced change of the structure of the convective zone form ed above the
Hbuming shell is found when thee ect ofthem ean m olecularweight (orsim ply -gradient)
is taken into acoount to detemm ine the extent of this convective zone. It iswellknown (for
a basic discussion see K Pppenhahn & W eigert 1990, x6) that the -gradient acts to inhibit
convection. In this case, convection isno longera dynam ical nstability, rather one dealsw ith
sem ioonvection, which is a consequence of them al instability. T he crterion for convection
that should be applied in this case is the \Ledoux criterion":
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where the r ’s are logarithm ic gradients and the quantities’ and are derivatives obtained

from the equation of state (see K Jppenhahn & W eigert 1990). The second term r  isalways
positive and consequently inhibits convection. W e w ill describe in the follow ng the resuls
we have obtained for an evolutionary sequence of the 25 M star (labeled 25L in Tablk
1), where we have applied the Ledoux criterion only in the region of varying -gradient,

In which the H-buming shell is is e ective. Elsswhere in the stellar m odel, we have used
the Schwarzschild criterion for convection. W e em phasize that our treatm ent m axin izes the
choking e ect ofthe -gradient on convection.

A sm entioned above, layers ofvarying -gradient are sam iconvective. T here isno general
theory that describes the e ciency of this process. W hen sam iconvection is treated as a
di usion process (eg. Langeret al. 1983, 1985; E1E id 1995; W oosky et al. 2002 fora recent
discussion), then a param eterization of the di usion coe cient for sam iconvection is used.
For our present investigation, we avoided using this kind of param eterization by incliding
the whole e ect of the -gradient. W e adopt the Ledoux criterion In regions of varying

gradient In case 25L and otherw ise use the Schwarzschild crterion. A sin ilar approach
hasbeen done by Stothers & Chin (1992).

In the Pollow Ing, we sum m arize the di erent features In the evolution of the sequence
25L as com pared to the case 25K during core heliim buming. The choking e ect of the
-gradient on convection inhiits the form ation of a convection zone above the H-buming
shell (compare Figs. 8 and 6). There are two key consequences of this. F irst the H -shell
source isweaker in 25L than in 25K , which explains the In m ediate evolution to the RGB as
seen In Fig. 2b. Secondly, ow ing to the weaker H -buming shell, the m ass of the convective
core during core heliim buming becom es Jarger in order to supply the lum inosity ofthe star.
In 25K , them axinum convective heliim coremassis 532 M while in the case 0of 25L it is
616 M . Therefore the H -shell is Iocated farther out n m ass in 25L.The heliim corem ass

isM =754 M Or25K,but833 M for25L.

In addition to the above e ects, there are two other consequences of the weaker H -
shell. F irst, the Jargerm ass of the convective core Jeads to a shorter duration of core heliim
buming due to the higher central tem perature: 6.88 10° yrs for 25L com pared to 749 10°
yrs for 25K . Second, in the case of a weaker H —shell, the Heshellbuming occurs In a region
M,= 6184-8.108 M ,whik in case 25K this region com prisesM , = 5393 -7290 M .In
other words, when the Ledoux criterion is used in the H-shell region, the Hebuming shell
m grates farther out by about 0.8 M com pared to the case wih Schwarzschild criterion
everyw here in the stellarm odel.

It is Interesting to note that our sequence 25L hasm any sin ilarities w ith the sequence
ofthe 25 M star calculated by W ocosky et al. 2002) hereaffer W HW ). W e cbtain close
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agream ent w ith these authors conceming the depth of the outer convective envelope and the
Hebuming shell. W e achieve good agream ent conceming the higher totalm ass lost from this
star, because in both calculations the stellar sequences evolve directly to the RG B, after the
m ain sequence phase, wherem ass loss Increases signi cantly. Finally, we also nd agreem ent
for the m ass of the helium core (see Table 6 form ore details).

Summ ing up this discussion, then, the treatm ent of convective m ixing in the region
of varying -gradient where the H-buming shell is active a ects m any physical quantities
relevant to the evolution past core heliim buming.

In connection w ith the early evolution phases, we m ay also comm ent on the e ects of
m ass loss and envelope convection on the surface abundances, which arem odi ed when the
stellar sequences reach the RGB and develop convective envelopes, such that the processed
m aterial is m ixed to the surface (the wellkknown " st dredge up"). Tablk 2 shows the
surface abundances as they result afterthe rst dredge up for the stars under consideration.
The ratio of 2C /*3C decreases w ith increasing stellarm ass (15, 20, 25N, and 30) ow ing to
the larger production of 1°C by the CNO cycle in m ore m assive stars. W hen m ass loss is
neglcted as in case 25NM , this ratio becom es Jarger.

T he ratio **N /*°N increases strongly w ith the stellarm assm ainly due to the destruction
of 1N by the (o, ) reaction in the CNO cycle. At constant m ass, °N is strongly reduced
because convective m ixing extends over a Jarger m ass of the envelope. Eventually, the ratio
YN /N m ay be used as indicator of m ass loss.

The ratio *°0 /*®0 is an increasing function of the stellarm ass. Tts behavior is sim ilar
to 1N /1N, although its variation is not so strong.

In contrast to the behavior discussed above, the ratio 1°0 /70 doesnot have am onotonic
dependence on the stellar m ass. This is because the production and destruction of 1’0 is
rather sensitive to tem perature variations in  uencing the reaction'’0 (o, ) '*N i particular.
The e ect ofmass loss kads to a slight decrease of this ratio. The enrichm ent of sodim
ocom pared to solar (Na/Fe] in Tablk 2) is an increasing function of the stellarm ass ow ing to
themore e cient NeM g cycle in m ore m assive stars.

tm ay be also Interesting to com pare the surface isotopic ratios of the the sequence 25L
w ith those of 25N .A sshown in Tablk 2, a signi cantdi erence is ound forthe ratios*N /1°N,
10 /180 and Na/Fel. T he isotopic ratios of the sequence 25N represent the products of shell
hydrogen-buming which was operating at higher tem peratures by a factor of about two at
the bottom of the shell) than in case 25L. This is clearly seen by the higher enrichm ent of
N a, and the high destruction of1°N and *#0 . These products are m ixed to the surface from
desper stellar layers In case of 25N, where the convective envelope penetrates down to 7.6
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M compared to 8.7 M 1n case 25L.W e cbserve that the surface isotopic ratio in m assive
stars m ay depend on how convection is treated in the layer where shell hydrogen buming
proceeds.

Tablk 3 presents a f&w m ore details about the stellar sequences listed In Tabk 1. As
may be seen, the nalm asses of the heliim cores, M of the stars under consideration are
385 M fPrthel5M ,50M forthe20M ,753 M forthe25 M with mass loss,
and 954 M forthe30 M .AsTabl 3, ndicates, M oeases to change at the end of core
carbon buming. Our values above are In close agreem ent w ith the results by Nom oto &
Hashin oto (1988) and A mett (1996). H owever, we think that our resuls are m ore accurate
because those authors ollowed the evolution ofheliim cores only, that is w ithout including
the H -buming shell In their calculations. W e m ake another com parison w ith other authors
In Table 6 (see x4).

W e conclude this section by discussing a very in portant physical quantity determ ined
at the end of of core H ebuming, nam ely, the centralm ass fraction of carbon , X (?C).Tabk
4 show s that using theK unz et al. (2002) reaction rate for?C (, ) °0 leavesa largerX (?C)
than using the NACRE rate. AsFig. 1 shows, the Kunz et al. (2002) rate is lower than the
NACRE rate or Tg < 04, which explains why the form er rate allow s for less destruction of
12C during the late stages of core heliim buming. Interestingly, am ong the 25 M m odels,
the lowest value of X (*C){0.193{is obtained forthe 25NM . T his is due to the higher central
tem perature encountered in this case which Jeads to more e cient destruction of 12C . The
central X (?C) strongly a ects the subsequent evolution of the star W oosky et al. 1993;
Imbraniet al. 2001).

32. Carbon Buming P hase

In this section, we present som e details about core and shell carbon buming. The
evolution of the centers ofthe starsofmasses15to 30 M ina T¢ ¢ diagram is shown
In Fig. 11 where the ignion tem peratures of the calculated buming phases are Indicated
by the dashed lines (see entry 5 in Tabk 3). C ore carbon buming occurs in the tem perature
range (032 -12) 10° K where the Iowest valuebelongsto the 15 M  starwhile the highest
value belongsto the 30 M star.

Core carbon buming in the 15 M star occurs In a convective core whose m ass reaches
amaxinum value of055 M . The duration of core carbon buming is 6760 yrs. W hen the
carbon is exhausted In the core, shellcarbon buming m ediates the evolution toward neon
buming; in contrast to the helium -buming shell that has its Jocation n m ass radius xed at
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alltines (see Figs. 4 —10), carbon buming in a shell exhibits com plicated behavior. In the
15 M model, two episodes of convective shell C-buming occurs before N e=ignition where
the shell advances in m ass (see Fig. 4).

Core carbon buming in the20 M  staroccurs In a convective core whosem ass reaches a
maxinum 0of049 M . The duration ofthisphase is 3300 yrs. T he shell C -buming proceeds
here also In two convective episodes. W e note that during the sscond episode, a broader
convective zone is form ed than in the 15 M model (sse Fig. 5).

Inthe25 M model (case 25N ), core carbon buming occurs In a convective core whose
massreachesamaxinum of035 M . In this case, there are three subsequent carbon shells.
The last of these hasa range of 226 —454)M and persists to the end of the calculation.
How the shell C -buming proceeds depend crucially on the carbon pro Il created in the star
after core C buming. Fig. 12a and 12b show clkardi erence In such pro l.

It is interesting to com pare the e ect of di erent rates for the reaction'?C (, ) *°0 on
carboon buming in the 25 M models. Com parison of Figs. 6 and 7 show s the structural
evolution of the stellar sequences 25N and 25K as obtained from the Schwarzschild criterion
for convection and the di erent rates of*C (, ) 10 asin Tablk 1. Aswe saw previously in
Table 4, X (2C)= 0236 is Jkeft at the end of core heliim buming when the rate ofC (, ) 10
according toNACRE isused, but X #?C) = 0280 according to K unz et al. (2002). T he larger
X (2C) at the end of core heliim buming allow s 25K to develop a convective core with a
maxinum massof047 M In contrastto 036 M for25N.

It seem s that the higher the value of '2C, the larger is the m ass of the convective
core during core C-buming. This is due to the welkknown interplay between the energy
generation rate and neutrino loss rate @A mett 1972; W ocosky & W eaver 1986; Chie etal
1998; Lin ongiet al.2000) . A convective core form sonly when thee ective energy generation
rate (huckar m Inus neutrino) is positive. The di erence in the m ass of the convective core
has a consequence on the duration of core C -buming: it lasts 3500 yrs in case 25K , but 1600
yrs In case 25N .

It is also interesting to com pare 25N to our sequence w ithout m ass loss designated as
25NM in Tabl 1 and Fig. 9. At the end of core Hebuming, X (?C) = 0.193. The Iow value
of X 2C) leads to a maxinum m ass of 023 for the convective core during core C-buming
in 25NM , but a duration for this phase of 1860 yrs, longer than in 25N . W hilke the m ass of
the convective core during core C -buming is correlated to X ¢?C) at the beginning of this
buming phase, the lifetin e of this phase hasno sin ple relation to X (?C), because it depends
also sensitively on how the center ofthe starsevolve in a T — ¢ plane. Fig. 13a show s this
kind of evolution is rather com plicated, which a ects the nuckar energy generation rates
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and the neutrino loss rates keading to the varation of the lifetin e found above.

From Fig. 10 and Tablk 3, we see that the 30 M model has a m axinum caroon—
convective coremass of 039 M . Thismass is som ewhat Jarger than that in 25N, even
though them ass fraction of 12C is Jarger in 25N than the 30 M m odel, an exception to the
general rule that m ore carbon gives a larger convective caroon core. O n the other hand, we
note that at the tim e of core carbon buming, the 30 M starhas In fact a lowerm ass than
that of 25N . This and the com plicated interplay between energy generation and neutrino
energy loss obscure a direct relation between the convective core m ass and X (¢?C).

W e now focus in m ore detail on shell C buming, and consider in particular the 25 M
sequences. As seen In Figs. 6 and 7, the shell Cbuming starts n a rst phase near the
edge of the fom er convective core w ith a convective zone form ed above the shell. A second
convective phase ofthis shellbuming com prisesm orem ass In the sequence 25K than in 25N .
How C-shellbuming proceeds depends crucially on the carbon pro X kft in the star after
core C -buming.

Fig. 12a and 12b help to illustrate this point. They show the com position pro Il of
m a pr elem ents at the end of core Ne buming. The pro I of carbon at this stage is clearly
di erent. In the sequence 25K, the second convective phase of C-shell buming com prises
m ore m ass com pared to that of the sequence 25N . C onsequently, C-shellbuming in 25K is
stronger and lads to a signi cantly reduced carbon abundance in themass range 1.5 -4 .0
M (seeFig. 12a as com pared to Fig. 12b. C Jlearly, the rate of 12C (, ) °0 hasa signi cant
e ect on the properties of the shell C buming.

T o com plete the discussion, we point out that a convective core0of055 M isform ed (see
Fig. 12b) In the 15 M sequence during core C-buming and that shell C -buming prooseds
In two convective episodes prior to Ne ignition. By contrast, in the 30 M sequence, the
m ass of the convective core s 039 M (see Fig. 10) and C-shell buming constitutes only
one single convective episode.

W hen the core C-buming ends and the stars contract toward core N e=ignition, a third
convective C -shell episode starts in all our cases exospt In the 30 M sequence. This third
convective C-shell lasts all the tin e as far as we have carried out calculations beyond core
O buming. Indeed this Jast phase of C -shellbuming seam s to survive till core collapse as it
is seen In the calculations carried to the collapse phase Chie et al 1998; Linongiet al
2000; W oosky et al. 2002).
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3.3. Neon Buming P hase

For the stars under consideration, core Nebuming occurs in the tem perature range
12 -19) 10°K (s=e entry 7 In Tablk 3). A characteristic of this buming phase is that a
convective core isaways form ed in them assrangeof0.6 —-0.75 M , but i exists only during
a short tin e interval during which the e ective energy generation rate (huclkar —neutrino)
is positive; thus, core Nebuming is partially radiative and of short duration (313 yrs for
thel5 M ,12lyrsforthe20M ,033yrsforthe30 M ).

Thee ectofthe rate forthe reaction'?C (, ) '°0 isalso encountered during thisphase.
C om paring the sequences 25K and 25N ,we nd that the convective core attains a m axin um
massof 061 M for25N,but 0.75 M for 25K . The lifetin e of core Nebuming is rather
di erent: 0294 yrs for 25N, but 328 yrs for 25K .

The shorter lifetin e of the sequence 25N is not only a consequence of the relhtively
an allerm ass of its convective core, but it can also be traced back to thee ectof?C (, ) *°0.
Sequence 25K adchieves a lJarger centralm ass fraction ofN e at the end of core carbon buming
(0384, == Tablk 4). AsFigs. 13a and 13b show, this lJarger Ne m ass fraction allow s the
sequence 25K to evolve at relatively lower central tem peratures but higher densities during
core Nebuming than the sequence 25N . Tt also results in a pronounced expansion phase
during core Ne buming, as seen In Fig. 13a, T he longer lifetin e of core Nebuming In 25K
than In 25N isthusdue to fact that 25K hasm ore N e to bum and does so at relatively lower
tem peratures.

In the 25 M m odels, the third convective phase of C -shell buming occurs during core
Nebuming. A signi cant di erence exists in this phase between 25K and 25N . In 25K,
the convective zone above the C-shell is quite narrow iIn mass. This is due to the fact that
the m ass fraction of 12C is relatively high throughout the helium exhausted core; therefore,
w hen carbon buming occurs during the second convective phase ofthe C —shell, thebuming is
vigorous, w hich gives an extended second carbon convective shelland largely depletesthe *2C .
This m akes lss carbon availabl for the third convective caroon shell, which, consequently
weaker and narrower. It is interesting to see that the e ect of the rate for'?C (, ) 0
propagates so e ectively into the advanced buming phases of m assive stars.

34. Oxygen Burning P hase

For our stars, core oxygen buming (or O -buming) starts in the tem perature range of
(1l5-26) 10°K (see entry 9 In Tabk 3). One comm on characteristic of our stars when
they evolve to this stage is that they develop convective cores ofm ass in the range of (0.77
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—-120) M ascan be sen in Tablk 3. These relatively high m asses result from the fact that
all our sequences have high centralm ass fractions of 1°0 after com plkting core N e buming.
Consequently the e ective energy generation rate (nuclkar —neutrino) is strongly positive
throughout this buming phase and proceeds In a convective core (see Figs. 4 to 10).

W e observe from Tabl 3 (entry 10) that the lifetin e of core oxygen buming generally
decreasesm onotonically w ith stellarm ass. H igherm ass stars typically bum at higher central
tem peratures r which the 1°0 + %0 reaction is faster. This also explains the di erence
In lifetim es of core oxygen buming in 25K and 25N . W e see from Tablk 3 that the former
m odel has a Jonger core oxygen buming lifetim e. This isbecause it evolves at lower central
tem perature during the early phase of core oxygen buming (see Fig. 13a ). Again, we trace
back the e ect ofdi erent rates ©r°C (, ) *°0 i these cases.

A fter core oxygen buming, our m odels typically show a brief shell neon buming phase
followed by a shell oxygen phase. Both of these shells are relatively narrow in extent. Our
calculations were not carried beyond shell oxygen-buming.

Finally, we show In Fig. 14 the density and tem perature pro les Inside our stars as far
as we have evolved them , m ainly beyond core oxygen buming. The jum ps in density seen
In Fig. 14a Indicate clarly the di erent cores of the star, where the m ain fiel of a buming
phase is exhausted. Our Fig. 1l4a is rather sim ilar to Fig. 12 obtained by Linongiet al
(2000) .

4. COMPARISON W ITH OTHER INVESTIGATIONS

It isworthw hile to com pare our resultsw ith those obtained by other groupsw ith the ain
to nd out where a close agreem ent can be achieved and under which physical conditions.
T hisw illhelp in understanding the com plex nature ofthe advanced buming phases ofm assive
stars and the rok of key physical assum ptions In the stellar m odels. Sudh a com parison,
which we present in Tabls 5 and 6, is laborious ow ing to the m any param eters involved.
N evertheless, it allows us to consider in detail the three in portant param eters we have
Investigated: m ass loss, treatm ent of convection in layers of varying -gradient, and the rate
of'?*C (, ) *f0.

The m ass fraction of 12C left over at the end of core helium buming depends on the
2c(, ) **0 rate and the treatm ent of the convection. W hen com paring our results to
those obtained by Lin ongiet al. 2000) hereafter LSC) In Tabk 5 & 6, we note that they
have evolved their stars at constant m ass, used the rate of Caughlan et al. (1985) (ereafter
CFHZ85) or'?C (, ) 0, and treated convection on the basis ofthe Schw arzschild criterion.
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Forthe 15 M star, Tabk 5 show s that our results are generally In reasonable agreem ent
w ith theirs w here both m odels apply the sam e criterion for convection. There isa di erence
in the centralm ass fraction of carbon X *?C) in Tablk 5 & 6) Jft over at the end of core
heliim buming: 0285 In our case com pared to 0195 according to LSC . T he reason for our
higher values is due to the lower rate of 12C (, ) 10 we have used NACRE ’s com pilation,
see Fig. 1). The higher value of X ?C) in our case is also responsbl for the di erence
iIn the lifetin e of core C-buming and to the higher m ass of the convective core we nd.
Also the di erence In the location and extension of the C buming shell n our case is also
attrbutable to the higher value of X *?C) which detem ines the carbon pro Il in the region
ofthe Cshell. A close agreem ent is found for the N ebuming phase. For the core O -buming
we nd a slightly longer lifetin e forour 15 M sequence.

O ur com parison w ith the resultsofW HW In Tablk 5 & 6 reveals that we can present a
sim ilar com parison to what we have done for LSC . W e note, however, that W HW have used
the rate of 12C (, ) '*0 dbtained by Buchm ann (1996) but multiplied by a factor of 1.2 in
their calculations. In Fig. 1, we see that this is com parable to the rate due to Kunz et al.
(2002), which is ower than the NACRE mtewe haveussd in thel15 M starforTg, < 04.
W HW also use a relatively large sam iconvective di usion coe cient in plying overshooting,
sem dconvection, and rotation-induced m ixing. Therefore, we think that the relatively low
valieX (?C) = 0219 ocbtained by W HW forthel5 M atthe end of core Hebuming is due
to the combined e ect ofboth the'?C (, ) 10 and the treatm ent of convection. W e m ay
also relate the di erences for the location and extent of the C buming shell com pared w ith
W HW to the ow value of X (3C) in theirm odel. This also explains the di erences during
core Nebuming. C lose agreem ent is found for the core O -buming.

In the case of the 25 M sequence, our com parison is presented In Tablk 6 including
four of our sequences (25K , 25N, 25N M , 25L) . In this case, m ass lossby stellarw ind ismuch
higherthan In the case ofthe 15 M sequence, asm ay be seen in the second colum n of Table
3. Our com parison w ith the results by LSC willbe done w ith 25NM , whidch, lke the LSC
m odel, was evolved at constant m ass. On the other hand, our ssquence 25N evolved w ith
the sam e Input physics but nclided m ass loss should revealthe e ect of that param eter on
the evolution.

W e nd close agreem ent between our sequence 25NM and that by LSC during the H-
buming and Hebuming phases. A slight di erence is found for the m ass of the heliim core
and the depth ofthe convective envelope. T he quantities listed in Tabl 6 for core H ebuming
are in good agreem ent w ith those by LSC, including the X ¢?C).A sexpected, thedi erences
arem ore signi cant when we com pare w ith our sequence w ith m ass loss (25N ).Signi cantly,
the value of X *C) = 0.193 in 25NM is lower than 0236 in 25N . The reason for this is that,
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toward the end of core Hebuming, or, m ore precisely, when X (*He) 010, the star has
evolved to the red giant branch where m ass loss increases signi cantly, as seen in Fig. 15).
A s a consequence, the star evolves at lower central tem perature because it isnow a lower
m ass star. The net resul is the high value of X *?C) m entioned above.

Inbrianiet al. (2001) have studied thein uenceofdi erent rateso¥C (, ) '°0 reaction
In m assive stars. They used the rate of CF 88 and that of CFH Z85, which is higher by a
factor of ’ 2.7. The CF 88 rate led to a centralm ass fraction of catbon X #?C) = 0424 at
the end of core Hebuming, while the second rate led to X #?C) = 020. Aswe have seen,
however, when we com pare our resuls for our sequence 25NM w ith those of LSC, we nd
close agreem ent .n X (?C) (019 in our case to 0.18 in their case). The slight di erence is
m ainly due to the fact that the rate of CFHZ85 for *2C (, ) °0 used by LSC is about a
factorofl14 Jlargerthan the NACRE rate we have used In 25NM .

W e obtain a longer lifetin e for the carbon core phase In 25NM than in LSC's 25 M
m odelbecause In 25NM it occurspartly n a convective coreof 023 M, which isnot present
in the case of LSC . D uring core carbon buming phase, it is known that the neutrino energy
losses In uences signi cantly the evolution ofthe central tem perature and density ofm assive
stars. Perhaps the di erence in the neutrino loss prescription is partly the cause of the
di erence in the carbon core evolution. O urneutrino energy losses due to pair, photo, plagm a,
brem sstrahling, and recom bination processes are taken from the analytical approxin ation
of Ttoh et al. (1996). LSC adopted the photo, pair, and plasn a neutrino energy losses of
M unakata et al. (1985) and M unakata et al. (1986), whilk their bram sstrahling neutrino
energy loss is taken follow ing D icus et al. (1976) and R ichardson et al. (1982) and their
recom bination neutrino energy loss follow s the prescription ofBeaudet et al. (1967) . Another
contrbuting factor is the larger value of X #2C) at the end of core heliim buming in 25NM
than of LSC’s25 M modelwhich is due to the sn aller rate for 2C (; ) '°0 used in 25NM .
T he presence of a convective core In our case In  uences strongly the characteristics of the
ensuing shell carbon-buming. In the case 0of25NM , our rst convective carbon-buming shell
is Jocated deeper in the star as com pared wih LSC (see Tabl 6). The reason is that the
presence of a convective core In our case leads to to the form ation ofa stesp carbon gradient
near to itsedge, such that the high carbon abundances drives convection. N ote that we have
close agreem ent w ith LSC conceming the locations of the convective carbon-buming shell in
the case ofthe 15 M  star where a convective core is found in both calculations.

Among our 25 M models, i is m ost useful to com pare 25K to the 25 M m odel
of W HW .This isbecause W HW inclide m ass loss and because we have used the rate for
2¢c (, ) **0 Porthis sequence that isclosest to the rateused by W HW  (pased on Buchm ann’s
com pilation asm entioned above) In the tam perature range of core heliim buming (see F ig.
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1).

The ram arkable di erences are: the lifetin e of core H-buming and the m ass of the
Hecore are hrger in W HW ’'s sequence. The rst indicates a certain degree of overshooting
In the prescription of convection and the second is due to sam iconvection being used In the
region ofthe H buming shell. Th x3.1, we have described this issue and found close agream ent
between the calculationsby W HW and our results for the sequence 25L.W e recall that in
this sequence the inhbiting e ect ofthe -gradient on convection was taken into acoount in
the region of H buming shell.

W e an phasize that the convective Hebuming shell In our ssquence 25L (see Fig. 8)
has a sin ilar Jocation to that in the calculations of W HW fortheir25 M star. C om pared
to our sequence 25K, this zone is shifted by 0.8 M outward. This is a consequence of the
larger convective core during heliim buming. W e note that we still have a higher value of
X (2C) at the end of core heliim buming than obtained by W HW for sin ilar reasons as
explained In the case ofthe 15 M  above.

D uring the core C-buming, our calculations show that a convective core is form ed w ith
m axinum m ass that increases w ith increasing value of X (*C). There is no convective core
form ed in the calculationsby W HW , and this explains the shorter lifetin e of C -buming they
have obtained as com pared w ith ours. W hether a convective core is fomm ed or not during
core C -buming is crucially dependent on the balance between the nuclear energy generation
rate and the neutrino loss rate. It is clear that the fomm er is very sensitive to the value
of X (*C) retained at the end of core Hebuming. The manner in which core C-buming
proceads w ill of course determ Ine how carbon-shellbuming prooeeds later. T his explains the
di erent locations and extension of the C -buming shell In our calculations. Indeed, ifwe go
back tothe 15 M sequence In Tablk 5 and com pare our resuls for the C shellbuming, we
nd reasonable agreem ent w ith others, because all the calculations presented in Tablk 5 have
a convective core during core C-buming. The fact that the m ore m assive star such as 25
M  which has higher values of tem perature and density, and lower degeneracy than the 15
M starm ake the e ect of neutrino energy losses m ore pronounce. T herefore, the di erent
prescription of the neutrino energy lossesm akes the carbbon core evolution di erences of the
25 M modelsm ore evident.

T he existence or absence of a convective core during core C-buming willalso In  uence
the properties of the Nebuming phase. It is nteresting that the oxygen-buming phase is
m ore robust, such that a reasonabl agreem ent is achieved am ong di erent calculations as
seen In Tabl 5 and 6. This is Ikely due to the dom inance of the nuclear energy production
over the neutrino losses during the core O buming phase.
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Summ Ing up this discussion, it is clear that the evolution of m assive stars through
the advanced buming phases (core C-buming and beyond) is quite sensitive to the earlier
evolution. T his, in tum, m eans that the nature ofthe buming in them odels In the advanced
phases depends strongly on the the e ects ofm ass loss, on the treatm ent of convection in
Inhom ogeneous stellar layers, and on the central carbon m ass fraction retained at the end of
core Hebuming.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In thiswork, we have evolved m odels of starsofm ass 15 -30 M through m ost of their
buming phases. W e have analyzed the e ects of three in portant physical ngredients on
the structures of the stellar m odels, viz., m ass loss by stellar w ind, the recently suggested
rates forthe *2C (, ) '*0 reaction, and the treatm ent of convection in inhom ogeneous stellar
layers on the basis of the Ledoux crterion in contrast to the Schwarzschild criterion. W e
summ arize the m ain resuls as follow s:

M ass Joss has a strong e ect on stellar evolution through advanced phases. T he larger
the star is initially, the m ore m ass loss w ill decrease the stellarm ass. Then the star,
having lower m ass, w ill evolve at lower central tem peratures and densities, such that
Jess carbon would be destroyed by *C (, ) 1°0 during core He buming. O n the other
hand, Figs. 3 and 15 show thatm ass loss increases strongly when the star reaches the
red giant branch RGB).

O ur discussion ofthe sequence 25L in x3.1 has em phasized that m ass loss depends sen—
sitively on the behavior of the hydrogen-buming shell during core Hebuming. W hen
convection is inhbited in the hydrogen shell region by ncluding the chocking e ecdt
ofthe -gradient, then the star evolves directly to the RGB, such that it Jooses m ore
mass. The e ect of this convection treatm ent was also that the heliim buming shell
and the hydrogen-buming shellm igrate outward in m ass and bum at relatively lower
tem peratures.

O ur evolutionary sequences 25K, 25N, and 25NM indicate that the centralm ass frac—
tion of carbon, X *?C) left after core heliim buming detem ines the physical char-
acteristics of the ensuing core carbon buming and shell carbon buming. The larger
X (2C) is, the larger is the m ass of the convective core during core carbon buming.
T he form ation of such a core in our calculations leads to a stesp gradient of carbon at
the edge of the core such that shell carbon-buming occurs rst In a convective zone
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Jocated deeper in the star com pared to other calculation in which no convective core
is fom ed (see Tabk 6).

Core Nebuming is also In uenced by the characteristics of the preceding buming
phases as descrbed In x3.3.

Core oxygen buming is found to be lss sensitive to the preceding buming phases,
because the oxygen centralm ass fraction at the end of core neon-buming is always
high. This leads to the dom inance of the nuclear energy production over neutrino
energy losses, such that a general agreem ent is found am ong di erent calculations (see
Tablk 5 and 6)

From thiswork, we see the com plex sensitivity ofthe structure and evolution ofm assive
stars to m ass loss, convection, and the *°C (; ) '°0 rate. An exact treatm ent of these three
key ingredients to the m odels is not yet available; therefore, one m ust ram ain aware of their
e ectson stellarm odels. T hisbecom esegpecially In portant when one considers the resulting
nuclkosynthesis, aswe willdo in subsequent work.
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Tablk 1. List of Stellar Sequences Studied

StarMass M ) Masslss *2C(, )0 2%Ne(,n)*®Mg

15 yes NACRE® NACRE
20 yes NACRE NACRE
25K yes Kunz® NACRE
25L° yes Kunz NACRE
25N yes NACRE NACRE
25N M no NACRE NACRE
30 yes NACRE NACRE

°R ates acocording to Angulo et al. (1999).

PR ates acocording to K unz et al. (2002).

°T his sequence is obtained by adopting the Ledoux criterion
for convection in the regions ofthe H buming shell (see Chap.
3.1)
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Tablk 2. Surface Abundance R atios (oy num bers)
15 20 25N  25NM  25L 30 Initial Valie
L2c /B¢ 182 178 156 289 1749 7.94 90.0
184 164 863
93 91 90
1N /PN 2489 3416 7140 3334 2469 20681 271
2132 2702 2977
%0 /0 930 1054 1022 1366 1309 699 2622
1231 1433 1159
881 919 1052
160 /180 686 705 846 691 614 1976 498
579 650 1227
565 574 572
Na/Fe] 0271 0361 0494 0451 0302 0.617 0
M potton /M 38 58 7.6 78 8.7 9.9
428 615 827

First Row : P resent W ork, 25N w ith m ass Joss, 25M w ithout m ass loss.

2Second Row : Schaller et al. (1992).

3Third Row : LSC (2000).

M otrom IS them axinum depth reached by the convective envelope. Valies
of Schaller et al. are not available.

*Na/Fel= log@Na/Fe)s., —logNa/Fe)



Tabk 3. CHARACTERISTICS OF EVOLUTIONARY MODELS

stage Mass Evol Tine bg@L/L ) lbgT.) T2 2 M°® MI MSiag p mexf
™) (vrs) ®) 10°K) @am ) ™) M) M) ™
15M
1 15.00 0.00 4277 4 487 0342 628 10° 000 0.0 0.00 5.66
2 1477 +1.04 10’ 4617 4412 0622 633 108 222 000 0.00 0.00
3 1476 +3.40 10° 4 641 4237 128 134 10° 261 0.0 0.00 222
4 1390 +1.66 10° 4690 3.568 3.15 653 10° 385 182 0.00 0.00
5 1384 +296 10° 4830 3.553 5.67 125 10° 385 206 0.00 0.55
6 1382 +6.76 10° 4 859 3.550 9.95 487 10° 385 218 0.44 0.00
7 1382 +8.63 10° 4 859 3550 1206 845 10° 385 219 0.8 0.70
8 1382 +313 10° 4 859 3550 1513 650 10° 385 219 201 0.00
9 1382 +982 10 ? 4 859 3550 1501 6.73 10° 385 219 201 0.00
10 1382 +3.71 10° 4 857 3550 1937 213 107 385 219 201 0.77
20 M
1 20.00 0.00 4 625 4 539 0359 487 10° 000 0.0 0.00 8.72
2 1945 +7.40 10° 4.965 4447 0729 571 108 390 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 1944 +145 10° 4991 4291 135 659 10° 421 000 0.00 3.70
4 1734 +101 10° 5.017 3557 346 540 10° 569 335 0.00 0.00
5 1725 +142 104 5111 3.547 5.80 483 10* 570 334 0.00 0.49
6 1722 +330 10° 5135 3.544 10830 2.7 10° 570 352 053 0.00
7 1722 +113 10* 5.134 3.544 12168 601 10° 570 352 0.80 0.73
8 1722 +121 10° 5134 3.544 16263 416 10° 570 352 1.16 0.00
9 1722 +488 10 3 5.134 3.544 16218 423 10° 570 352 1.16 0.97
10 1722 +886 10 1! 5134 3.544 24022 110 10" 570 354 1.77 0.00

b zz )



Table 3| Continued

stage Mass Evol Tine bg@L/L ) bgT.) T2 i3 M M Mag MET

™~ ) (yrs) ®) 0*K) @am 3 ™ ) ™ ) ™~ ) ™M o)

25M  (25C)
1 25.00 0.00 4871 4 542 0325 272 10° 000 0.0 0.00 126
2 2394 +601 10° 5227 4396 106 159 10° 588 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 2394 +460 10° 5238 4308 140 420 10° 6.00 0.0 0.00 5235
4 1849 +747 10° 5236 3.550 3.62 459 10° 757 466 0.00 0.00
5 1847 +9.70 103 5.309 3.542 6.14 371 10* 758 4386 0.00 042
6 1830 +1.54 10° 5351 3.529 1158 291 10° 758 504 059 0.00
7 1830 +527 10 ! 5319 3521 1241 364 10° 758 504 059 0.72
8 1830 +583 10 ‘! 5257 3526 1794 373 10° 758 508 153 0.00
9 1830 +958 10 3 5253 3525 1810 417 10° 758 508 153 1.08
10 1830 +181 101! 5233 3529 2465 170 107 758 512 1.80 0.00
25M  (25K)

1 25.00 0.00 4876 4575 0371 406 10° 000 0.0 0.00 128
2 2395 +600 10° 5223 4 397 106 161 10° 588 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 2394 +440 10° 5237 4311 1.39 412 10° 600 0.0 0.00 531
4 18,60 +749 10° 5231 3.550 3.62 462 10° 753 467 0.00 0.00
5 1847 +7.90 10° 5280 3.545 551 219 10* 754 4.9 0.00 047
6 1841 +350 10° 5322 3.540 1098 203 10° 754 501 045 0.00
7 1841 +6.93 10° 5329 3.541 1190 410 10° 754 501 1.09 0.75
8 1841 +328 10° 5.337 3,538 1666 409 10° 754 501 1.09 0.00
9 1841 +0.00 10° 5.337 3538 1664 416 10° 754 501 1.09 1.06
10 1841 +510 10 ‘! 5319 3.529 22775 172 107 754 503 2.09 0.00

ez}



Table 3| Continued

stage Mass Evol Tine lbg@/L ) bgT.) T2 i MCS MI M, METS
™ ) (yrs) ®) ®*K) @am %) ™ ) ™M ) ™ ) ™)
25M  (25N)
1 25.00 0.00 4877 4575 0371 406 10° 000 0.0 0.00 128
2 2394 +596 10° 5226 4397 1053 157 10° 588 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 2394 +430 10° 5237 4318 1362 386 10> 600 0.0 0.00 5232
4 1867 +754 10° 5232 3.551 3.624 463 10° 751 465 0.00 0.00
5 1852 +9.60 10° 5.304 3.542 6103 361 10°* 754 485 0.00 036
6 1849 +1.60 10° 5321 3.540 1211 180 10° 754 502 036 0.00
7 1849 +122 10 ! 5.320 3.540 1270 211 10° 754 502 059 0.61
8 1849 +294 10 ! 5320 3.540 1700 235 10° 753 503 146 0.00
9 1849 +914 10 ¢ 5320 3.540 1700 235 10° 753 503 146 0.95
10 1849 +331 10 ‘! 5320 3.540 2259 982 10° 753 505 1.96 0.00
25M (25NM )

1 25.00 0.00 4877 4575 0371 406 10° 000 0.0 0.00 128
2 2500 +5.93 10° 5260 4 402 106 160 10° 607 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 2500 +430 10° 5272 4324 1.39 407 10° 620 0.0 0.00 520
4 2500 +7.90 10° 5222 3.564 3.65 471 10° 7.2 4.9 0.00 0.00
5 2500 +101 10° 5305 3.555 6.00 342 10* 7.63 4386 0.00 023
6 2500 +1.86 10° 5322 3553 1149 183 10° 7.63 492 049 0.00
7 2500 +1.02 10° 5322 3552 1259 271 10° 7.63 492 0.70 0.64
8 2500 +348 10! 5323 3552 1788 326 10° 7.63 492 159 0.00
9 2500 +412 10 3 5.323 3552 1795 338 10° 7.3 4.92 159 119
10 2500 +1.67 101! 5321 3552 2524 559 10° 7.63 4.95 2235 0.00

}ve}



Table 3| Continued

stage Mass Evol Tine lbg@/L ) bgT.) T2 i MCS ME M, MES
™M ) (yrs) ®) 0®K) @am *) ™ ) ™ ) ™ ) ™ )
25M  (25L)
1 25.00 0.00 4873 4572 0371 406 10° 000 0.0 0.00 128
2 2395 +6.02 10° 5.166 4 453 079 528 10' 561 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 2395 +990 10° 5.167 4222 1.40 460 10° 5.5 0.0 0.00 6.16
4 1386 +6.88 10° 5336 3522 356 394 10° 834 553 0.00 0.00
5 1366 +7.0 103 5382 3522 5.99 266 10 836 561 0.00 047
6 1361 +188 10° 5382 3522 1118 194 10° 836 5.9 0.48 0.00
7 1361 +435 10° 5382 3522 1205 363 10° 836 5.2 0.74 0.77
8 1361 +230 10° 5.382 3522 1725 365 10° 836 5.72 1.10 0.00
9 1361 +824 10 3 52382 3.522 1727 372 10° 836 5.2 1.10 115
10 1361 +4.72 101 5.382 3.522 2295 182 107 836 5.75 229 0.00
30 M
1 30.00 0.00 5.069 4.601 0381 354 10° 000 0.0 0.00 16.10
2 2825 +509 10° 5.409 4355 125 198 10° 7.0 0.0 0.00 0.00
3 2825 +180 10° 5415 4303 1.44 313 10° 7.98 0.0 0.00 717
4 1707 +629 10° 5.408 3.542 3.74 407 10° 949 638 0.00 0.00
5 1684 +700 10° 5463 3.537 627 284 10* 954 650 0.00 039
6 1524 +101 10° 5463 3.537 1192 1.6 10° 954  6.72 0.67 0.00
7 1524 +713 10 *! 5463 3.537 1244 237 10° 954 6.75 0.80 0.67
8 1524 +334 10 ! 5463 3537 18770 306 10° 954 6.75 1.69 0.00
9 1524 +458 10 3 5463 3537 1821 2.68 10° 954 6.5 1.78 120
1

5463 3.537 26.02 468 10° 954 6.89 2.80 0.00

=
(@]

1524 +1.02 10

} ez}



Table 3| Continued

stage Mass Evol Tine bg@L/L ) lbgT.) T2 b MCS MI M, MET
™~ ) (yrs) ®) 0®K) @amn %) ™ ) ™ ) ™ ) ™~ )

4T is the central tem perature.

b . isthe central density.

°M isthem ass size ofhelum core.

dM , is the m ass size of C /O core.

®M on em g is them ass size of O /Ne/M g core.

fMMaX jsthem axinum convective core m ass of that buming phase.

Stages 1 to 10 correspond to the evolutionary tine of 1) Zero Age M aln sequence, 2) central hydrogen
exhaustion, 3) central helim ignition, 4) central helium exhaustion, 5) central carbon ignition, 6) central

carbon exhaustion, and 7) central neon ignition, 8) central neon exhaustion, 9) central oxygen ignition, 10)
central oxygen exhaustion, respectively.

} oz}



Tabk 4. Central'?’C and *°NeM ass Fractions at Central Core Helim and at Central
Core Neon Exhaustions, '°0 M ass Fractions at Central C ore Helium , at C entral C ore
C arbon, and at Central C ore N eon E xhaustions

M ass X ?c) X Ne) X (°0)
(M ) EndHelim EndHelum EndCaroon EndHeliim End Carbon End Neon

15 0285 0.0028 0371 0.688 0.548 0.738
20 0258 0.0041 0.349 0.713 0579 0.758
25K 0280 0.0052 0.384 0.689 0.541 0.737
25L 0274 0.0054 0379 0.695 0.549 0.740
25N 0236 0.0052 0.329 0.733 0.606 0.795
25N M 0.193 0.0067 0275 0.774 0.669 0.806
30 0221 0.0070 0.316 0.745 0.624 0.786

Lz}
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Tabk 5. Comparison of15M M odels

P hysical Q uantity PW 2 Lsck WHW ©
H-Buming
5 (10° y1) 104 10.7 111
Me ™M ) 5.66 611 5.7
M3 e 3.94 428 45
M. 385 410 415
HeBuming
ne (10° yr) 1.66 1.40 1.97
Me ™ ) 222 233 2.60
More M ) 227 239 2.80
X 2C)/x ¢°0) 0285/0.688 0.195/0.777 0216/-
M Hesthell) M ) 2331 243354 2842
C-Buming
c (10° yn) 6.76 2.60 203
Me M ) 055 041 050
More ™M ) 2.01 2.44 1.85
M (C-chell) M ) 0.50-1 21 039080 059120

0.991.76 080118 120230
138191 1201.77 1.90=261

156-1.67
1.64-2.18
NeBuming
Ne (VYY) 1.98 2.00 0.73
Me M) 0.70 0.66 0.70
X (0 )/X ¢*M g) 0.74/0.09 0.81/0.05 {
O Buming
o 1 3.1 247 2.58
Me M) 0.77 0.94 0.80

M core M eans in this and the follow ing Table the region in
which the fuel of the buming phase has been exhausted.
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Tabk 6. Comparison of25M M odels

P hysical Q uantity 25K 25N 25N M LSC 25L WHW
H-Buming
u (10° yr) 6.00 6.00 5.93 5.93 6.02 6.70
Me M ) 128 128 128 128 128 125
M core 754 753 763 8.01 836 8.43
M el 760 7.60 789 827 8.71 8.60
HeBuming
qe (10° y1) 0.749 0.754 0.79 0.68 0.688 0.839
Me M ) 531 5232 520 523 6.16 6.50
Mco cope M ) 5.03 5.05 495 4.90 6.09 6.45
X #2c)/x ¢0) 028/0.69 024/0.73 019/0.77 018/0.79 027/0.70  0.19/-

M Heshell) M ) 530630 530630 525735 530768 628807 6581

C-Buming
c (o) 3500 1600 1860 970 1880 522
M ®™M ) 0.47 036 023 radiative 0.47 radiative
M. M ) 2.50 1.96 2.63 2.40 2.61 245

M C-shell) M ) 050119 038097 0865116 148243 052130 1.60-5.60
130454 104219 121-312 228461 133515 320-5.70
226494 2.6 -350

NeBuming
Ne D) 328 0294 0.348 0.77 435 0.89
Me M ) 0.75 0.61 0.64 050 0.77 10
Meore M ) 1.80 1.96 216 229 2.05 220
X (°0)/xX ¢*M q) 0.74/010 0.80/009 0.81/0.07 0.83/0.05 0.74/010 -
O Buming
o (1) 0510 033 0.547 033 047 040
Me M ) 1.06 0.95 119 115 115 125

The de nition of M e is som ew hat am biguous, one should see the carbon pro ke for m ore
detail.
W e took the second broad convective Heshell cbtained by Limongi et al. (2000) which
resem bles ours.
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Fig. 1.| Comparison ofthe *2C (, ) °0 reaction rates am ong di erent com pilations. See
text for references. Note that core heliim buming occurs In the range Ty = 013 - 040 for
the stars under investigations in this paper (see Tablk 3).
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Fi. 2.| Hertzsprung-Russell diagram for the stars studied In thiswork @). See Tabk 1
for m ore nform ation about these tracks. The Hertzsprung-Russell diagram for the 25 M
star evolved w ith di erent assum ptions (o). A signi cant di erence between these tracks is
Clearly seen.
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103""I""I""I""I""

1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0

Fig. 3.| Evolution ofthe stars under consideration n a Tes —X (‘He) plane, where X (‘He)
is the centralm ass fraction of helum . Note the di erent tim Ing of the transition to the red

giant branch during core Hedbuming in particular the in m ediate evolution of 25L to that
stage.
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Fi. 4.| The change of the Intemal structure as a function oftine ofthe 15 M star of
Iniial solar-lke com position. The star is evolved w ith m ass loss by stellar wind from the
m aln sequence till oxygen sheltbuming. Each vertical Iine corresoonds to a stellarm odelat
a given tim e. Convective regions are lJabeled according to their physical origin, see text for
details. N ote that the tr is the tin e of the last stellar calculated and the t is the evolution
tin e. For exam ple core hydrogen buming in this diagram starts at log (tc —t)= 7.02, or 1072
years from the tin e of the Jast m odel.
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Fjg.5.| SameasFig. 4 orthe20 M star.
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Fig. 6.| SameasFig. 4 fora25 M star (ssquence 25N ), (see Tabl 1 form ore inform ation).
N ote that the convective zone above the H -buming shell dies out before the end of core He-
buming in contrast to Fig. 9 without m ass loss.
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Fig. 7.| Sam e asFig. 4 for the sequence 25K (See Tabl 1 form ore nform ation).
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Fig. 8.| Sam e asFig. 4 for the sequence 25L (See Tabl 1 form ore nform ation).
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Fig. 9.| Sam e asFig. 4 for the sequence 25NM (See Tablk 1 form ore Inform ation).
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Fi. 10.| Sam e asFig. 4 forthe starof30 M
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Fig. ll.| CentralTem perature T versus centraldensity . forthe starsofmasses 15 M
to30 M .ThelnesmarkihgH,He, C,Neg, and O indicate at which T, and . a buming
phase starts.
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Fig. 12.
Interior m ass at the end of core N ebuming.

Com position pro l for the ssquence 25K (a) and the sequence 25N (o) versus
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Central Temperature (10% K)

6
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Fig. 13.| (@) Sim ilarto Fig. 11 show ing only the evolution ofthe center ofthe 25 M star
under di erent assum ptions (See Table 1). (o) Central Tem perature T versus the central
m ass fraction of?°Ne, X ¢°Ne). The curves illustrate how T. evolvesdi erently through the
core N ebuming phase under di erent assum ptions (see 3.3 for details).
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Fig. 14.| Density (@) and tam perature () versus interior m ass for the stars ofm asses 15
M to30 M asthey evolved past core oxygen buming.
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Fi. 15.| Stellar m ass versus centralm ass fraction of Helum , X (‘(He) orthe 25 M star
w ith and w ithout m ass loss. Notice the sharp decrease of the stellar m ass during the late
phase of core Hebuming X ((He) 0.1).



