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ABSTRACT

Intermm ediate m ass stellar evolution tracks from the m ain sequence to the tip
ofthe AGB for ve nitialm asses 2 to6M ) andm etallicity Z= 0.0001 have been
com puted. The detailed 1D structure and evolution m odels include exponential
overshooting, m ass loss and a detailed nuclosynthesis network with updated
nuclkar reaction rates. The network Inclides a two-particle heavy neutron sink
for approxin ating neutron density n the Heshell ash. It is shown how the
neutron-capture nuckosynthesis is in portant in m odels of very low m etallicity for
the form ation of light neutron-heavy soecies, lke sodium or the heavy neon and
m agnesium isotopes. T he m odels have high resolution, as required for m odeling
the third dredge-up . A Ilsequenceshave been followed from thepre-m ain sequence
to the end of the AGB when all envelope m ass is lost. D etailed structural and
chem ical m odel properties as well as yields are presented. This st of stellar
m odels is based on standard assum ptions and updated input physics. It can
be confronted w ith cbservations of extrem ely-m etal poor stars and m ay be used
to assess the role of AGB stars in the origin of abundance anom alies of som e
G Iobular C luster m em bers of correspondingly low m etallicity.

Subfct headings: stars: AGB | stars: evolution | nuckar reactions, nucle—
osynthesis, abundances | stars: interiors
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1. Introduction

T he chem ical production of low — and Interm ediate m ass stars during their asym ptotic
giant branch phase of evolution is an In portant contribution to the galactic chem ical evo—
Jution. For exam ple, half of all elem ents heavier than mass number A = 90 are m ade In
low mass AGB stars by the sprocess. AGB stars are resoonsble for a signi cant fraction
of the carbon In the solar system abundance m ix. AGB stars are the favored candidate
for the m aln prin ary nitrogen source at lower m etallicity (Pettini et al. 2002). The dis-
crepancy of cbservations and galactic chem ical evolution predictions based on m assive star
yields is in particular evident for som e neutron heavy isotopes of certain elem ents (ke M g
orNa, TInmesetal. 1995). This Indicates the role of very low m etallicity AG B stars to the
early galactic chem icalevolution. Equally in portant are the lnform ations obtained from an
Increasing num ber of spectroscopic cbservations of extrem ely m etalpoor (EM P) stars.

In the past yield predictions for a range of nitialm asses and m etallicities have been de-
rived from so-called synthetic AGB m odels Renzini& Volil981;M arigo et al. 1996; van den
Hoek & G roenewegen 1997). In these m odels the evolution is described by constructing t—
ting form ulas to certain quantities of fi1ll stellar evolution m odels that solve the fiill set of
stellar structure and nuckar energy generation. The m ost recent In provem ents inclide a
full envelope Integration for the hot bottom buming phase of m assive AGB stars M arigo
1998). The synthetic AG B m odelapproadch is very well justi ed under certain circum stances
and for speci ¢ purposes. The com putation of AGB stellar m odels requires high num erical
resolution and signi cant com puting tin e. In the past lJarge grids in m ass and m etallicity
w ith several ten— to onehundredthousand m odels for each sequence have not been feasble
due to their com putationally dem anding nature. This is changing now and as an exam ple,
K arakas et al. (2002) have presented a com prehensive grid of AGB calculations to study
di erentially the dependence of DUP on m ass and m etallicity. Still, fi1ll stellar evolution
m odels In the past were not able to reproduce, for exam ple, the third dredgeup OUP) In a
way that agreesw ith observations. New resuls from nuclear physicsm ay help to resolve this
issue In the future Hemw ig & Austin 2004). Synthetic m odels on the other hand can param —
eterize the third DUP in som e way, and calbrate its e ciency w ith observed properties of
AGB stars, for exam ple using the C -star lum Inosity fuinction ofthe M agellanic C louds. The
synthetic m odel predictions are therefore intemally consistent w ith cbservations. In addition
these m odels are usefil because they condense the informm ation contained in the C-star LF,
or in C—rich star and O —rich star num ber counts in the M agellanic C louds into m ore sin ple
constraints, which detailed structure and evolution m odels have to reproduce. For exam pl,
the syntheticm odelsby M arigo et al. (1996) require that e cient dredge-up m ust take place
at corem asses as Iow as0:58M , a value which has even been revised downward by a m ore
recent update M arigo et al. 1999).
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In order to m odel yields and the abundance evolution forEM P stars full stellar m odels
appear to be In particular in portant. W e are jist begihning to identify the peculiarities
of nuclkosynthesis in EM P AGB stars (or at Z=0 should they have existed, Chie et al
2001). Synthetic m odels rely both on accurate structure and evolution m odels to derive the

tting formulas, as well as on a good calbration. Both are presently not well established
at metallicities of Z < 0:001. M odels of massive AGB stars at very low metallicity for
exam ple, show behaviors not seen in m odels of larger m etallicity, lke H buming during the
DUP orDUP reaching below the He<hell Hemw ig 2004) . It is therefore not appropriate to
sin ply extrapolate synthetic m odels that have been callbrated at m oderate m etalde ciency
to very low m etallicities. In order to im prove the situation m ore com plete stellar evolution
calculations are needed. Here, the structure and chem ical evolution for a sst of ve tracks
with masses from 2M to 6M atmetallicty Z = 00001 are presented.

T he application of these m odels m ay Inclide com parison to observations of EM P stars
or tests of the possbl roke M S (Intem ediate m ass stars) in the chem ical evolution of low —
m etallicity G Iobular C lusters. A though the grd is far from com plte In m ass and m etallicity
the calculationsm ay be useful for G alactic Chem ical Evolution m odels. Since the structural
evolution is given aswell, the m odelsm ay be used to investigate the sprocess.

In Paper I (Hemw ig 2004) the evolution ofm assive AG B stars at very low m etallicity has
been descrbbed in detail, In particular the nterplay ofhot bottom buming and the hot DUP.
In another previous paper we have speci cally addressed the possible inm plications of the
m ore m assive cases at thism etallicity for the starto-star abundance variations cbserved in
globular clusters O enissenkov & Herw ig 2003) . H ere the detailed them odynam ic, structural
and abundance evolution of a hom ogeneous set of Intermm ediate m assEM P stellarm odels is
presented. In x2 the code changes com pared to the version used in Paper I are described.
Them odel results are given in x3. T he conclusions are presented n x4.

2. Physical input, stellar evolution code and m odel calculations

T he stellar evolution code and allm odel assum ptions are the sam e as n Paper I, w ith
the follow Ing exceptions.

2.J1. M ass loss

M ass loss for AGB stars of very low m etallicity is neither observationally nor theoret-
jcally well constrained, and one has to wly on extrapolation from larger m etallicities and
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rather qualitative and indirect considerations. For a m ass loss form ula both the functional
dependence ofm ass loss on stellar param eters as well as the absolute calbration are needed.

M ass loss rates of M ira-lke pulsating stars can be calculated by m odeling the dynam ical
structure and evolution oftheir atm ospheres B owen 1988) . For solarlikem etallicity B locker
(1995) has extracted the lum inosity dependence ofthe Bowen (1988) m odels and nds

IogM-/ 3:71ogL : @)

The physical input lke the opacities as well as the properties of dust fom ation of the
dynam ical atm osphere m odels depend on the m etallicities. However, no such m odels are
available for low or very low Z.Here I assum e not only that Eqg. (1) can be applied at
Z = 10 *, but also that it approxin ately applies to changes in L due to changes in Z too.
This assum ption m ay in fact not be entirely foolish. The DUP ismore e cient n EMP
AGB stars Hemw ig 2004, and x3) and the CNO elem ents collectively reach close to the solar
value abundances In the envelope. A com parison of the Rosseland m ean opaciy fora 3M
TP-AGB modelatZ = 002 and Z = 10 * yields a di erence of typically less than 10% for
logT < 46.

If the dependence Eq. (1) is applied to um nosity varation due to varying m etallicity,
then the varation of stellar param eters w ith m etallicity introduces a signi cant varation of
the m ass Joss. In fact due to this e ect one obtains a larger m ass loss at lower Z because
the um inosity is larger at lower Z . T he average lum inosity and tem perature ofa 2M and a
5M fora range ofm etallicities isshown n Fig.l. From these stellar structure and evolution
results one determ ines approxin ately

IogL / 02Xg?Z : @)
Together w ith Eq. (1) this in plies that M— Z = 10 *) 1 M-@Z = 002)wih ; 50.

van Loon (2000) has attem pted to derive a m ass loss etallicity relation based on ob—
servations of M agellanic C Joud giants, and suggests that

IogM-/ 031og7Z : 3)

T hisexponent has a very large uncertainty, m ainly due to sn allnum ber statistics. D ue to its
observational nature Eq. (3) contains both the possible dependence of Eq. (1) on m etallicity
and the dependence of stellar param eters on m etallicty Eg.2). Tentatively extrapolating
the relation of van Loon (2000) to Z = 10 * the absolite m ass loss rates at Z = 002 and
Z =10 * are related by M—(Z = 10 *) , M—(@Z = 002)with , 02.

One can then cbtain a calbration for the Bowen-B loecker m ass loss rate (Eg.l) at
Z =10 *by 5= ,=,; whith gives 5 = 0004 for the exponent 0:3 of Eq. (3). However, it
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has been m entioned that this exponent is sub fct to large uncertainty. In particular, both
result orM stars and for C stars are com patible wih logM- / 0:3logZ which implies

» 5. Therefore the largest mass ossat Z = 10 * within this framework is 5 = 0: and
this is the adopted value for the present study. In this way these calculations give a lower
Iin it to the envelope enrichm ent and the corresponding yields. A Iowerm ass loss rate would
Jlead to a onger TP-AGB duration with m ore TP s and subsequent DUP events.

2.2. Overshooting

T he treatm ent of convective boundaries, both at the bottom ofthe envelope convection
aswellasat thebottom ofthe pulse-driven convection zone PD CZ) during the Heshell ash
e ects stellarm odels In m any ways, including the dredgeup predictions. T he consequences
and in plications of various treatm ents of m ixing at these convective boundaries has been
explored in detail Hemw igetal.1997;M ow lavil999; H erw ig 2000; Langeret al. 1999; Lugaro
et al. 2003; Herw ig et al. 2003; Herw ig 2004) . M odels which Include an adjistable am ount
of depth- and tin edependent am ount of overshooting at all convective boundaries show
e cient dredgeup at low corem asses.

T he sam e concept of exponential overshooting as in Paper I is applied. For the TP -
AGB m odels the overshoot e ciency at the bottom ofthe PDCZ is sst to fppcyz = 0008
whilke the e clency at the bottom of the convective envelope is set to £ . = 0016 at all
tines. M odels wih larger fppc; have higher tem perature for the ’Ne neutron source.
Lugaro et al. (2003) found that if frpcy is too large som e sprocess branchings produce
isotopic ratios that are irreconcilable w ith Jaboratory m easurem ents in pre-solar SIC grains.
For exam ple, the branching at *°Zr is sensitive to the tem perature at the bottom of the
Heshell ash convection zone. If fppcy is too large the tem perature is too large and the
predicted *Zr/?*Zr ratio is Jarger than m easured in the grains. Lugaro et al. (2003) have
concluded that fppey = 0016 m ay be too Jarge. Unfortunately the neutron cross section of
the unstable isotope *°Zr is very uncertain. The current range of estin ates di er within a
factor of four K awano, priv. com ., Bao et al. 2000a; Jorissen & G oriely 2001), and a m ore
conclisive analysis has to await a better experin ental determ ination of this cross section.
O ther nuclear reaction rates as studied by Herwig & Austin (2004) m ay also be in portant.
In any case the concept of overshooting at the bottom ofthe PD CZ plays an in portant rolke
In currently favored m odels ofH -de cient central stars ofplanetary nebulae (of spectraltype
PG1l159and W CHCSPN, K oesterke & Ham ann 1997;D reizleret al. 1996; W emer & Herw ig
2005).

The rather small value for fry = 0:016 can not reproduce the partial m ixing needed
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or the 1°C neutron source .n Iow mass TP-AGB stars Gorkely & M owlavi 2000; Hemw ig
et al. 2003). O ne can estim ate the m ass of the sprocess layer resulting from partialm ixing
that reproduces the ocbserved stellar sprocess overabundances. The stellar m odel m ust
acocom plish such an enrichm ent w ithin a num ber of dredge-up events that can be constrained
by observations. This number can be derived from m odel com parison with the ocbserved
C —star lum inosity function and the observed ratio of C —stars to O xich AGB stars M arigo
etal.1999). In particular new er syntheticm odels ncluding thee ect ofC /O ratio dependent
m olecular opaciies M arigo 2002) indicate that typical low-m ass AGB stars that produce
the sprocess elem ents m ay In fact experience only ve to at m ost ten them al pulses and
subsequent dredge-up events during the C —rich phase.

In the context of evaluating the properties of rotating AGB starm odels Hexw ig et al.
(2003) estin ated that the partialm ixing zone that hosts the sprocess nuclkosynthesis should
have amassMp > 7 10°M , in agreem ent w ith m ore detailed calculations. E xponential
overshooting as applied here wih an e ciency f ¢z = 0016 lads to a partialm ixing zone
wih a mass 10 °M only Herwig 2000; Herwig et al 2003). In a detailed analysis
Lugaro et al. (2003) have assum ed that f-y = 0:128 and obtained overall overabundance
factors close to what is cbserved. T here are indications that f-r m ay be even larger in the
fram ew ork of the sprocess partialm ixing conospt, at least for solarm etallicity cases.

However, In Paper I it was shown that in m odels ofextram ely low m etallicity even a very
an allam ount of exponential overshooting leads to hot D UP w ith potentially very signi cant
in plications to the overall evolution. In these stars the '?C rich intershellm aterialbeneath
the proton-rich m atter is hotter than in cases w ith higher m etallicity. If protons are forced
into the 2C rich core during the dredge-up phase ofthe TP cycl they are bumt vigorously.
The additional H buming lum nosity can further drive convective instability and cause a
corrosive, convective H -shell that thus penetrates m uch desper into the core than w ithout
this additional H -buming. This hot DUP and the resulting corrosive buming is in fact
concsptually related to the conductive propagation of nuckar am es considered n ONeM g
cores In the context 0of SN Type Iamodels (Tinmes et al. 1994).

In Paper I calculations of a 5M  dredgeup phase wih frx = 0:03 { about twice as
large as the value assum ed here { prom pted ongoing dredge—up that would have termm inated
the AGB in approxin ately 2000 yr (pased on som e uncertain assum ptions on m ass loss for
such con gurations). The situation for lowerm ass cases m ay be lss dram atic, but still
hot DUP m ay aler the conditions for the fomm ation of a partialm ixing zone at extram ely
low m etallicity, as enhanced H-buming during this phase would result from any e cient
convection-driven extra-m ixing process.

W hile it is possbl that exponential extra-m ixing as assum ed in the di usive over—
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shooting approach is responsble for the sprocess partialm ixing zone at solar m etallicity,
the situation is rather unclear at extram ely low m etallicity. T he situation can be In proved
by nvestigating how the structure (ie.mainly the DUP depth) depends on the interplay of
extra-m ixing and hot DUP, and how extra-m ixing itself ise ected by nuclkarbuming in the
overshooting layer. In these calculations a rather an alle ciency of overshooting is assum ed.
Thisway m ost of the com plications caused by hot DUP are avoided. H owever, the nuclkar
production predictions do not include the uncertain e ect of a m ore extended 3C pocket.

2.3. Nuclear netw ork

T he updated nuclear reaction network includes all relevant charged particle reactions,
-decays and neutron-capture reactions. If available the NACRE reaction rates are used
(Tablkl). The nuclar network solution is based on rates from linear nterpolations in the
250 grid point logarithm ic tables generated by theW W W database toolNETGEN (Jorissen
& Goriely 2001). Forthe calculation ofthe energy generation in the stellar structure solution
a an aller netw ork containing the dom nating CNO cycl, pp—chain, and H ebuming reactions
has been used. The reaction rates have been calculated from the tting formulas to the
NACRE reactions A ngulo et al.1999), which provide an ooth T -derivatives. P otentially this
dual approach m ay introduce an inconsistency because a an all am ount of energy released
by trace elem ents m ay be ignored, and because the tting form ulasm ay disagree w ith the
tabulated values by a few percent. However, it tums out that the tting formula desoie
the published tting errors) represent the tabulated values very well for the m ost In portant
H-and Hebuming reactions in the relkvant tam perature range.

A 11 in portant light n-capture reactions aswell as the several Fe-group soecies capturing
neutronsare inclided. A light and a heavy n-sink take care ofthe ram aining n-capture species
asin Herw ig et al. (2003). T he two-particke sink approxin ating the trans-iron species allow s
a rough estin ate on the num ber of neutrons captured per iron seed particle (n.p) which is
an In portant diagnostic tool for the s-process. For the sink-cross sections the sam e value as
In Herw g et al. (2003) istaken. T his cross section depends on the heavy elem ents abundance
distrdoution, and therefore a cross section derived for (nhear)solar m etallicity is not correct
at very low m etallicity. However, a detailed study of the sprocess at very low m etallicity
which is required to estim ate an appropriate sink-cross section is not available at this tin e.
In addition the exact value of the heavy sink-cross section is less in portant at very low
m etallicity because the roke of heavy species for the determ ination of the neutron density is
an aller when Jarge am ounts of prin ary light n-capture species, like %N e, are present.
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3. Resuls
3.1. Structuralevolution

T he average structural properties of the m odelgrid are sum m arized in Tablk2. It show s
how the stellar param eters as well as evolutionary tim es change system atically as a function
of niialm ass.

T he surface tem perature of the m odels as a function of TP phase and m ass changes
only little, and allTP-AGB models are in the range T, = 4000 4350K . A1l ssquences
show very e cient third dredgeup. Therefore the core m asses are on average alm ost con—
stant during the TP-AGB evolution. These full stellar evolution m odels do not support the
scenardo of Jow -m ass supemovae In the early G alactic halo proposed by Zijlstra (2004). An
In portant assum ptions in this proposal is that the cores of IM S stars are abl to grow to
the Chandrasskhar m ass because the m ass loss is very low at low m etallicity. The m odels
presented here can not rulk out this proposal, but it is fair to say that they do at least
raise som e serjous doubts. D esp dredge-up events prevent the core from grow ing. They also
cause substantial pollution ofthe surface layersw ith C, N and O , allofwhich are In portant
sources of opacity in the outer stellar Jayers. T hus the assum ption that m ass loss is In fact
negligbble in these stars m ay not be correct. Finally, the hot DUP (previous section and
Paper I) ismore e ective at higher core m ass. Thus, from these calculations I have m ore
reasons to doubt rather than believe this idea.

T he stellar um inosity and radius evolve only little with TP number and during a TP
cyck. Averaged valies are given In Tablke2. These TP-AGB models with initialm asses of
2:::6M have corem asses in the range 062 :::1:05M . The lum nosities follow approxi-
m ately an exponential core-m ass lum inosiy relation:

IgL=L = 1:7414 M =M + 28799 4)

Thisisshown In Fig.2, where In addition two data points for TP-AGB stars (last TP cyck)
of zero-m etallicity by Chie etal. (2001) are shown. O urm odels show sharp lum inosity and
radius peaks during the rst desp dredgeup events (see Paper I for details). T hese peaks
m ay be inportant if the binary evolution and of EM P stars (in the CH-star scenario) is
considered. Ttm ay be that nteraction orenhanced tidalsynchronization occurs preferentially
during these spikes close to the tin e ofthe Heshell ash.

T he core m ass is de ned here as the m ass w ithin which the hydrogen m ass fraction is
Xy < 037. The corem ass grow s because of H shellbuming. T he recurrent third dredge-up
events decrease the core m ass. The resul is a characteristic saw -tooth shaped curve of the
core ass as a function oftim e. In F ig.3 the core m ass evolution is shown for all ssquences.
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TheDUP parameterisde nedas = M y=M pyp,where M y isthe corem ass growth
due to H-buming during the interpulse phase. In all sequences 1 for the m aprity of
TPs. M odels wih larger core m ass have a shorter interpulse phase and an aller intershell
layers (see Tablk?2), as it is the case at largerm etallicity. For the m ass loss Jaw chosen here
them ore m assive m odels experience m ore D UP events during which less processed m aterial
ism ixed into the surface. This in addition to the larger dilution factor of the m assive AGB

stars due to their Jarger envelope m ass, leads to the prediction that m orem assive AG B stars
w ill generally have an aller overproduction factors, for exam ple for the overall enrichm ent in
the sum ofCNO elem ents.

In addition to the m ixing properties the tem peratures at the nuclear production sites
determm ine the cham ical enrichm ent of the stars. In Table 3 the tem peratures in the H —shell,
the Heshell as well as the tam perature at the bottom of the envelope convection and the
bottom ofthe PDCZ are given. The tem perature In the Heshell and the tem perature at
the bottom of the envelope convection zone vary substantially and the values given In the
table should be considered typical num bers taken approxin ately when half of the interpulse
phase has passed. The last line for each sequence gives the core m ass and envelope m ass
when the com putations have been stopped. T he subsequent evolution would lead into the
POsStAG B and central star of planetary nebula phase of evolution. T he sequences have been
stopped before this num erically di cult transition phase away from the AGB starts, but
after enough envelope m ass hasbeen lost for reliabl yield predictions.

T he density at thebottom ofthe PDCZ ranges from 40 10°g=an® to 4:8 10%g=acm?
for the 2M  sequence (E82) whilk slightly lower densities are encountered at higher core
masses 2 10° {18 10%g=am’ forthe 6M sequence E86).

32. Chem ical evolution and yields

In the context of G alactic Chem ical Evolution di erent species evolve di erently as a
function ofm etallicity (tin e) and depending on their particular Jocation. In order to choose
niial abundances for the stellar evolution m odels one can either adopt theoretical niial
abundances from published galactic chem ical evolution m odels (T inm es et al. 1995), or the
Initial com position is tailored to reproduce cbserved abundances at Fe/HE 2:3. Unfortu-
nately, both approaches lad to di erent results for som e in portant species (ke N orNa),
while the theoreticalm odels can not be checked in other cases (like ?Ne). Fortunately the
yields ofm any in portant species of TP-AGB stars are dom nated by prin ary nuckosynthe—
sis production. M oderate uncertainties in the mnitial abundances w ill have only little e ect
on the resuls. This is certainly true for the CNO elem ents. T herefore, the initial com posi-
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tion is set to m etallicity scaled solar abundance distribution. T he Jargest di erence between
the mnitialm etallicity at Z = 10 * and a solarscaled initial com position would concem the
light elem ents deuteriim and *He. These should be overabundant at very low m etallicity
com pared to the solar-scaled values due to big bang nuckosynthesis W akeret al. 1991). In
this study the light elem ents lithiim and °H e are not considered.

IM S experience several kinds of dredge—up events that generate overabundances In their
envelopes. At extrem ely low m etallicity the seocond dredgeup after the end of core He-
buming plays a m ore In portant rok than the st dredgeup after the core H -buming. In
fact in thism odel st only the 2M  sequence has a st dredge-up that is desper than the
second dredgeup. Them ost m assive casesdo not even have a  rst dredgeup and Red G iant
B ranch evolution phase G irardiet al. 1996). H e-core buming sets in before the m odel star
reaches the giant branch and tem porarily reverses that evolution Fig.4). A fter that they
evolve directly Into early AGB stars and the envelope becom es convectively unstable for the

rst tin e. A though the repeated third dredgeup events arem ainly regoonsible for the total
chem ical envelope enrichm ent w ith nuckosynthesis products it is nevertheless in portant to
docum ent the pollution during the evolution prior to the them alpulse AGB.

T he overabundances just before the rst dredgetup event of the them al pulse AGB
evolution (Fig.5) re ect m ostly abundance changes that are secondary in nature. The 2C
abundance is In allbut the 6M case depleted by m ixing the partially CN cycled envelope.
A ccordingly the N abundance is enhanced. In the 6M  sequence the Heshell is hot and
broad enough after the end of Heoore buming that the descending envelope convection
(second dredge-up) engulfs a sn all am ount of prim ary °C . This explains also other am all
CNO abundancedi erencesbetween the 6M  and the lessm assive cases. The N eA lisotopes
aree ected by secondary p-capture nuclkosynthesis aswell. T his ism ore so the case for Jarger
m asses. In particular N a is produced from p-captures on Ne isotopes. For this elam ent
the production prior to the TP-AGB is signi cant com pared to the later production during
the TP phase if a solarscaled #’Ne initial abundance is assum ed. However, this m ay not
be correct since standard m odels of m assive stars (the yields of which m ay dom inate the
initial abundance distrdbution of EM P low— and intem ediate m ass stars) predict a lower
than solar-scaled %°N e abundance.

To ocom pare the overall abundance evolution as a finction of m ass the envelope m ass

averaged m ass fractions have been com puted for each sequence and each species i using
;P
Xl =— X *n)dm 5
="M, Mg o, m) ©)

where M ; and M ¢ are the stellar m ass at the begihning and the end of the AGB evolution
phase, and X is the surface m ass fraction at a given tim e corresponding to the stellarm ass.
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T hese averaged abundances in the m atter retumed to the Interstellarm edium together w ith
the adopted initial abundance distrdbution is given In Tabl4. These averaged overabun-—
dances should be usefiil for com parison with trends in observed abundances of m etal poor
globular clusters or extrem ely m etalpoorhalo stars. N ote that the squared bradket notation
X /Fe] is very well approxin ated by logX ,,=X i,; because the nitial abundance is solar-
scaled. The average overabundances are digplayed for all cases in Fig.6. Y ields according
to z

pi= Xifm) Xiupi)dm; ©®)

are given in Tablk5'.

T he evolution of surface abundances and stellar param eters for all tracks is provided
In abbreviated online tables (see Tablk6 for a samplk). A graphical representation is given
In Fig.7 to 10. For the follow Ing discussion two abbreviations are usefiil: LC refers to the
low-masscases 2 and 3M  which do not experience hot-bottom buming, whike HC refersto
the 4-6M cases In which HBB ise cient.

Helium “*He is brought into the envelope by all dredgeup episodes. Th addition HBB in
HC stransfom sH intohelium . HC sarem oree cient *Heproducersthan LC s, both i tem s
of the yields as well as the average abundance in the efcta. The rlative In portance of the
di erent production m echanian s isa function of initialm ass. H C s generate the vastm a priy
of *H e during the second dredgeup. A though HBB ismost e cient in the m ost m assive

casesthe 6M  sequence (E0086), for exam ple, generates only a few percent of the total“He
overabundance during the TP-AG B phase. Contrary, the 2M case (E0082) produces about
two thirds of its ‘*He overabundance during the TP-AGB by third dredgetup. The mass
dependence of the “H e yields suggests that for a Salpeter-lke intialm ass fiinction both HC s
and LC s are equally in portant producers of ‘He.

Carbon !%C isproduced in the Heshellby the triple- reaction and dredged-up after the
TP. The LCs show larger *C overabundances and also larger yields then the HCs. The
desper dredge-up (in m ass, not in dredgeup param eter ) and the sn aller dilution factor
due to a an aller envelope m ass outweigh the fact that LC s have Jess TP s than HCs. 1°C is
not produced or destroyed in the 2M  case which doesnot have HBB . Them atter which is
dredged-up from the intershell is void of 1*C beacuse of the large 3C ( ;n)'°0 cross-section.
For this m ass the overabundance is entirely secondary and stem s from the preTP-AGB

1Tablk5 availabk online.
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evolution. For Jarger m asses HBB becom es m ore and m ore in portant and so does the 1°C
overabundance, which is prin ary in these cases and exceeds the enrichm ent level obtained
by the second dredgeup. ForM  4M theHBB ise cient so that the °C overabundance
exceeds the ?C overabundance by about a factor of 10. Both low-m ass stars as well as
m assive stars produce carbon wih mudch larger isotopic ratio than this W oosky et al
2002). A nuclear production site like these interm ediate m ass stars with a small *2c=3C
ratio is therefore needed to account or exam ple or the solar ratio of 2C=3C 7 89.

N itrogen The LCsm aintain their isotopic nitrogen enrichm ent from the rst and second
DUP. The nirogen overabundance in these heavily C-enriched m odel stars is therefore of
secondary origin. T he upper lin it ofthe nitrogen abundance which can be expected In stars
polluted by the LC s is given by the Iniialm etallicity.

Large prin ary production of N are resulting from combined e cient DUP and HBB
rtheHCsonly. The 5 and 6M m odels even show a an all'®N enrichm ent. The N /*°N
ratio is detem ined by the CN cyck equilbriim value. IfFDUP and HBB are e cient then
the N overproduction is so large that som e prim ary °N is produced aswell. H owever, this
does not address the problm of the nuclear production site of the solar 1°N abundance. In
the absence of detailed m odels earlier studies have speculated that °N m ay be produced
In MS (Tinmes et al. 1995). This possbility can be ruled out at least for m odels which
em ploy rather standard physical assum ptions.

Finally note that the carbon to nirogen ratio In the efcta of IM S stars is almost
bin odal. The LCs have large C/N ] whilke the HC s have an all ratios. W ith standard as—
sum ptions on m ixing the m ass transition between high and low [C/N] is very charmp. It is
therefore not clear that the sim ultaneous C and N enrichm ent cbserved n many EMP CH-
stars can be explained by m ass transfer from com panion stars that have evolved like any of
the m odels presented here.

O xygen !0 is enhanced in the envelopes of EM P AGB stars by third dredgeup. The
pattem isthe sam e as in the case '2C : the Iowerm ass casesbring cum ulatively m ore intershell
m aterial into the envelope com pared to the higher m ass cases. The origih of 1°0 is the
12¢ ( ; )0 reaction transfom ing prim ary 2C from the trjple-~ reaction. '°0 ismainly
produced in the lower part of the Heshell where the *He abundance is declining. D uring
the Heshell ash the triple- reaction dom inates. The amount of *0 availabl in the
convectively m ixed intershell depends on the treatm ent of convective boundaries. W ith our
assum ption of exponential overshoot at the bottom ofthe PDCZ an '°0 abundance in this
layer ofabout 6% by m ass is found, depending som ew hat on TP num berand m ass. A sshown
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in Paper I the prediction of signi cant dredgeup of'°0 in EM P AGB stars isnot a resul of
assum Ing overshooting at the bottom ofthe PD CZ.Even w ithout this kind of extra-m ixing
the '*0 abundance n the PDCZ in EM P stars isoftheorderl 2% by m ass. Thisprin ary
oxygen in the Intershell is In any case several orders of m agnitude m ore abundant than the
initial'®0 abundance in the envelope. The in portance of°0 dredgeup in AG B stars ofthe
lowest AGB stars is also found in the calculation form etallicity 2= 0 by Siess et al. (2002).
For exam plk at the end of the evolution of their 1:5M m odel which does not experience
HBB the surface '“C-m ass fraction is 629 10° and that of'°0 is24 103

The ¥0 abundance is deplted rather rapidly for the HCs during HBB and not re—
plenished because the 170 (p; )*N reaction exceedsthe !’0 ; )!®F reaction by aln ost two
orders of m agniude.

N eon A amallprin ary production of?°N e can be noted forallm asses Fig.9). This is jast
a curiosity as the nuclear origin of ?°Ne is cartbon buming in supemova Type II. H owever,
it is noted that the an all increase of ?°N e observed in these m odels is due to two reactions:
%0 (; )?°Neand to a lesser degree 1°0 (; )70 ( ;n)*Ne.

In the LC s the prin ary N e can increase the elem ental neon abundance signi cantly.
B oth heavy neon isotopesare destroyed by HBB in the HC cases. D uring the nalpulse cycles
HBB becom es less e cient. Only then isthe DUP of ?!'Ne and ?Nem ore e cient than the
interpulse destruction. Inh the Heshell ash ’Ne ismaihly made by %0 m; )’0 ( ; )*Ne
and to a am allextent by ?°Nem; )*'Ne. In the LC s in particular the N e yields are signi —
cant. It is in portant to note that even ifthe ?°Nem; )?*'Ne dom inates?*'Ne is stillprim ary,
because ?°N e is produced in a prin ary m ode, even though this is not in portant for the >N e
yield at thism etallicity.

Sodium Sodium isproduced by both LC s and HC sby di erent processes. In HC s N e is
dredged up from the intershell and then transfom ed into N a during HBB . If, lke in the
6M case, HBB isvery e cient then #*Na is rst produced and destroyed in the second half
ofthe interpulse phase. H owever in all other cases signi cant am ounts of #°N a are produced.
In the LC s them ain source of°Na is®*Nen; )*Na.

M agnesium Thedi erent nuckar production sites during H —and Heshellbuming in TP —
AGB stars is discussed In all detail n Karakas & Lattanzio (2003). A though they have
com puted m odels for som ew hat higher m etallicity all their basic m echanian s apply equally
here. ?*M g is only signi cantly changed if HBB is very e cient, like in the E0086, 6M
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case (Fig.10). Then both ?°M g aswell as ?°M g are produced. T his production m ode of the
neutron heavy isotopes ofm agnesiim has a distinct signature: the °M g abundance is Jarger
than the ?*M g abundance ([ arakas & Lattanzio 2003; D enissenkov & Herw ig 2003). Even
taking into acoount nuclkar reaction rate uncertainties does not change this nding.

There is a second production site for the neutron heavy m agnesium isotopes. In the
Heshell ash convection zone the two -captures on %’Ne are alm ost equally in portant:
22Ne( ;n)®M g and #*Ne( ; )**M g. However, the tem perature dependence of these two
reactions is di erent. For Tg > 28 the ( ;n) reaction exceeds the ( ; ) reaction, whilke
or Jower tem peratures ’Ne ism ore e ectively transfom ed into 2°M g. This dividing tem -
perature coincides roughly with the activation tem perature of the %N e n-source reaction.
T herefore, for Iow tam peratures In the He-shell ash convection zone (as can be found in low
m ass m odels) one expects only little neutron-heavy m agnesiim production favoring 2°M g.
However, at higher Heshell ash tem peratures should °M g dom inate the heavy M g isotope
production.

T here is a com ponent m issing in this picture, which appears to be In portant in EM P
stars. °M g has a very high neutron cross section, about 600 tin es Jarger than that of *C,
about 200 tin es Jarger than °0, and still about tw ice as large as the %°A 1 n-capture cross
section. The relative num ber of neutrons actually available for ?°M g depends not only on
the relative value of the cross sections but equally on the abundance of com peting neutron
capturing species. A ssum ing, or exam ple, that 5% by m assofa 2% m ass abundance of**N e
is transfom ed into ?°M g in plies a m ass abundance for this isotope of 10 . Thus, r this
example K V> ;) Y)syg exceeds (K V> ;) Y )izc . Thus, neutrons are captured by
2°M g in signi cant numbers if 2N e releases neutrons. In order to check this picture I have
conducted som e one—zone nuckar network calculations for typical conditions found in the
Heshell ash convection zone. These calculations con m that neutron captures on *°M g
are in portant for the evolution of the heavy m agnesium isotopes n EM P AGB stars. For
tem peratures where %°N e releases neutrons (in the test calculations Tg = 32) X M g) >
X @M g) if all neutron capture reactions are considered, but X ¢°M g) < X ¢°M g) if the
M g@; )?°M g reaction is switched o , as expected from the ratio oftwo *’Ne  captures.

It should also be pointed out that this ?°M g and ?°M g from the He=shell is of pri-
m ary origin while °M g and ?°M g from HBB ismainly secondary. There it is produced at
the expense of the initial ?*M g abundance, that has its prim ary origin during carbon and
subsequent neon buming In Type IT supemova.

Thesem odels show that n fact EM P AGB stars can { wihin the uncertainties ofm ass
Joss in particular { produce prin ary neutron heavy m agnesium isotopes w ith a 2°M g/?°M g
ratio exceeding unity. This is In particular the case when m ass loss is e cient and prevents
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HBB from dom nating the nuckosynthesis of the neutron-heavy M g isotopes. This result
should be relevant for the Interpretation of recent isotopic m agnesiuim abundance detem i-
nations (Yong et al. 2003).

M ore com parison w ith other calculations Ventura et al (2002) have presented IM S
yields from com plte stellar evolution calculations down to a m etallicity of 2= 0.0002. T hey
focus on the evolution of heliim and the CNO elem ents and have not lncluded any heavier
elem ents. Som e of their input physics assum ptions are di erent than those adopted in this
study. These Include in particular their choices on the treatm ent of convection. They use
the FullSpectrum Turbulence theory (Canuto & M azzitelli 1991) which tends to cause m ore
e cient HBB com pared to the standard M LT . M ore In portantly, they chose to apply no
overshooting or any other m eans of extra-m ixing during the TP-AGB phase. Even at very
low m etallicities and the corresoonding high core m asses their third dredgeup isas anallas

= 02:::04. As a result their average m asses in the ejected m aterial of species like “He,
12¢ or %0 are signi cantly am aller than in this study Fig.11). A probably small part of
this di erence m ay be attributed to the m etallicity di erence ofa factor oftwo between the
two sets. However, whilke the two sets of m odels are quantitatively di erent the abundance
trends w ith m ass are the sam e.

4. Conclision

T his paper describes the properties of a grid of Intermm ediate m ass stellar evolution
models wih low metallicity (Z=0.0001). The com putations nclude an extensive nuclear
reaction network which allow predictions of yields and surface abundance evolution for a
large num ber of species. The m odel also includes neutron capture reactions which appear
to be In portant for the correct m odeling of light neutron heavy isotopes. A rather sm all
am ount of exponential overshooting has been Included. N o other non-standard e ects (lke
rotation or m agnetic elds) have been considered. Thus, these are rather standard m odels
w ith updated input physics.

C onfronting m odels and observations at very low m etallicity is esgpecially interesting as
G alactic Chem ical Evolution had less tim e to cover the tracks of individual nuckar pro—
duction events. In this lies the In portance of studying stars of the lowest m etallicity, both
theoretically and observationally. Confronting these standard m odels w ith observations of
EM P starswillhelp to identify what additional processes are in portant.

T he am ount of exponential overshoot in these m odels is too am all to generate a °C
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pocket that could create relevant neutron uxes. H owever, the yields of som e neutron-heavy
isotopes have been shown In thispaper to be very sensitive to the sprocess in EM P stars. In
these m odels the neutrons com e aln ost exclusively from the Heshell ash convection zone
and #’N e as the neutron source. In the fiiture the role of the *C pocket for the sprocess
In general and for the EM P yields of species lke the heavy m agnesium isotopes m ust be
studied in m ore detail.

F .H .appreciates generous support from D . A .VandenB erg through hisO perating G rant
from the Natural Science and Engineering Research Council of Canada. This work would
have not been possbl w ithout our stellar evolution com puter cluster. I would also like to
thank M aria Lugaro form any in portant discussions on the sprocess.
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Tabl 1. Reaction network EDITOR: this table electronically only

R eaction Ref.

p-capture reactions

P R R PR R R PR B RPRBPRRPRP B R RPRRPR B RRERRBRRRN

PROT ( 0 00000, 0 00O00) 1 DEUT 1
DEUT ( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 HE 3 1
LI 7 (1PROT, 0 O0000) 2 HE 4 1
BE 7 (1PROT , 000000) 1B 8 1
C 12 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1N 13 1
C 13 (1 PROT, 0 00000) 1N 14 1
N 14 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 10 15 1
N 15 (1PROT , 1 HE 4 1cC 12 1
N 15 ( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 10 16 1
O 16 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1F 17 1
O 17 (1PROT , 1 HE 4) 1N 14 1
O 17 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1F 18 1
O 18 (1 PROT , 1 HE 4) 1N 15 1
O 18 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1F 19 1
F 19 (1 PROT , 1 HE 4) 10 16 1
F 19 ( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 NE 20 1
NE 20 ( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 NA 21 1
NE 21 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 NA 22 1
NA 22 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 MG 23 1
MG 25 ( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 AL 26g 1
AL 26g( 1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 SI 27 4
AL 27 (1PROT , 1 HE 4) 1MG24 1
SI 28 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1P 29 1
SI 29 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1P 30 1
SI 30 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1P 31 1
NE 22 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 NA 23 1
NA 23 (1 PROT , 0 00000) 1 MG 24 1
NA 23 (1PROT , 1 HE 4) 1NE 20 1
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Tabk 1| Continued

D R eaction Ref.
69 1 MG 24 (1 PROT, 0 OOO00) 1 AL 25 1
70 1 MG 25 (1 PROT, 0 OOO00) 1 AL 26 1
72 1 MG 26 (1 PROT , 0 OOO0C0) 1 AL 27 1
73 1AL 27 (1 PROT , 0 OO000) 1 SI 28 1
74 1AL 27 (1 PROT, 1 HE 4) 1 MG 24 1
79 1B 11 (1 PROT , 0 OOO0C0) 3 HE 4 1
81 1C 14 (1 PROT, 0 OO0OC0) 1 N 15 a
92 1N 13 (1 PROT, 0 OO000) 1 O 14 1
101 1P 31 (1 PROT, O0OOO0C0) 1S 32 4
—and °H e-capture reactions
3 2HE 3 (000000, 2 PROT ) 1 HE 4 1
4 1HE 4 (1 H 3, 000000) 1BE 7 1
40 3 H 4 (0 00000, 0 OOOOO) 1 C 12 1
41 1C 12 (1 HE 4, 0 00000) 1 O 16 1
42 1C 13 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT ) 10O 16 1
43 1N 14 (1 HE 4, 0 00000) 1F 18 1
44 10 16 (1 HE 4, 0 OO000) 1 NE 20 1
45 10 18 (1 HE 4, 0 OO000) 1 NE 22 1
46 1 NE 20 (1 HE 4, 0 O0000) 1 MG 24 1
48 1NE 21 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT ) 1 MG 24 1
49 1 NE 22 (1 HE 4, 0 O0000) 1 MG 26 1
50 1NE 22 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT ) 1 MG 25 1
53 1 MG 24 (1 H 4, 0 OCO000) 1 SI 28 3
ol 1NE 20 (1 HE 4, 1 PROT ) 1 NA 23 1
67 1 NA23 (1 HE 4, 1 PROT) 1 MG 26 8
68 1 MG 24 (1 HE 4, 1 PROT ) 1AL 27 1
71 1 MG 25 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT ) 1 SI 28 1
75 1BE 7 (1 H 4, 000000) 1C 11 1
76 11LI 7 (1HE 4, 000000) 1B 11 1

~
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Tabk 1| Continued

D R eaction Ref.
78 1B 11 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT) 1N 14 3
80 1C 14 (1 HE 4, 0 00000) 10 18 9
82 1N 15 (1 HE 4, 000000) 1F 19 1
83 10 17 (1 HE 4, 0 00000) 1NE 21 3
84 10 17 (1 HE 4, 1 NEUT) 1NE 20 1
n-capture reactions
31 1 AL 26g( 1 NEUT , 1 PROT ) 1 MG 26 3
32 1 AL 26g( 1 NEUT , 1 HE 4) 1 NA 23 3
36 1 BE 7 (1 NEUT, 1 PROT) 1 LI 7 O
47 1 NE 20 (1 NEUT , O OOO00) 1 NE 21 5
51 1 NE 22 (1 NEUT , O OOO0O0) 1 NA 23 6
52 1 NA 23 (1 NEUT , O OOO00) 1 MG 24 5
54 1 MG 24 (1 NEUT , O OOO00) 1 MG 25 5
55 1 MG 25 (1NEUT , O OO000) 1 MG 26 5
56 1 MG 26 (1 NEUT , 0 OO000) 1 AL 27 5
57 1 AL 27 (1 NEUT , O OO000) 1 ST 28 5
58 1 C 12 (1 NEUT, O0OOOC00) 1C 13 5
62 1 NE 21 ( 1 NEUT , 0 OO000) 1 NE 22 7
64 1 NE 22 ( 1 NEUT , 0 OOO00) 1 NA 23 6
85 1N 14 (1 NEUT, 1 PROT) 1C 14 Db
86 1 SI 28 (1 NEUT , 0 OO000) 1 ST 29 5
87 1 SI 29 (1 NEUT , 0 OOO00) 1 SI 30 5
88 1 ST 30 (1 NEUT , O0OOCCO) 1P 31 5
89 1N 14 (1 NEUT, O OOOO0) 1N 15 5
9 10 16 ( 1 NEUT , 0 OOO0C0) 1 O 17 5
93 1 FE 56 ( 1 NEUT , O OOO0C0) 1 FE 57 5
94 1 FE 57 (1 NEUT , O OOO0C0) 1 FE 58 5
95 1 FE 58 ( 1 NEUT , 0 OO000) 1 CO 59 5
9% 1 CO59 (1NEUT, O OCOO00) 1 NI 60 5
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Tabk 1| Continued

D R eaction Ref.
97 1 NI 60 (1 NEUT , O OOO0C0) 1 NI 61 5
98 1 NI 61 (1 NEUT , O OO000) 1 NI 62 5
100 1P 31 (1 NEUT, 0OOCCOO0) 1S 32 5
106 1 NI 58 ( 1 NEUT , 0 O0000) 1 NI 59 5
107 1 NI 59 ( 1 NEUT , 0 OO000) 1 NI 60 e
108 1 NI 59 (1 NEUT , 1 PROT) 1 CO 59 8

-decay and e -captures

5 1BE 7 (000000, 0 COOOO) 1 LI 7 1
8 1B 8 (0 00000, 0 OCOOOO) 2 HE 1
9 1B 8 (000000, 1 PROT) 1BE 7 1
25 1 NA 22 ( 0 OO000, 0 OO0C00) 1 NE 22 2
34 1 AL 26g( 0 00000, 0 C0000) 1 MG 26 2
77 1 C 11 ( 0 00000, 0 COOOO) 1 B 11 2
91 1 13 ( 0 00000, 0 OOOOO) 1 C 13 2
104 1 C 14 ( 0 00000, 0 COOOO) 1 N 14 c
105 1 NI 59 ( 0 00000, 0 O00OO) 1 Co 59 d
C buming

59 2 C 12 ( 0 00000, 1 PROT ) 1 NA 23 3
60 2 C 12 (000000, 1 HE 4) 1 NE 20 3

1: NACRE adotped; 2: Horiguchiet al. (1996); 3: Caughlan & Fow ler (1988); 4: Tliadis
et al. 2001); 5: Bao et al. (2000a); 6: Beeret al. (2001); 7: Bao et al. (2000b); 8:
Hauserteshbach (Jorssen & G orely 2001); 9: see Jordssen & Gorkely (2001); a: W iescher
et al. (1990);b: Koehler& O 'Brien (1989); c: Takahashi& Yokoi (1987); d: G oriely
(1999); e: HauserFeshbach (Jorissen & G oriely 2001)
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Tablk 2. M odel properties I

D My m 2 ogL:;” R:”> N:p® trp1® M ppax® Mpf tp? M e’
M m . L R N:p 10°yr 10 %M 10 2M yr M
E82 2 0026 0006 396 180 6 7991 1471 5038 82731 134
E84 3 0814 0006 425 250 9 2771 0507 3465 14116 213
E85 4 0887 0002 440 300 10 1510 0367 25707 8457 305
E79 5 0:2947 0001 463 360 12 972 0:308 2422 5281 399
E86 6 1033 0:001 4770 420 15 686 0:140 1241 2416 483

2m ass of H -free core, range gives total range of core m ass evolution, Papproxin ate average
for the entire sequence, number of TPswith DUP, % tineat rst TP, © m axinum

dredged-up m ass after a single TP, £ totaldredged-up mass allTP s, 9 average interpulse

duration of TPswith DUP,® totalmass Iost=M , at st TP minusm z1p at end ofAGB.
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TP trp® TFBOTb Tugs® THSd Tcrs© mFBOTf Mmyrp? mDMAxh M "
E82,M=2M
1 397E 02 832 810 783 631 000550 0:62559 002740 197251
2 823E + 04 842 809 781 648 000264 0:62884 0:62524 1:96576
3 1J4E + 05 8:44 7:93 780 665 000278 0:63041 0:02403 1:93878
4 2J0E + 05 846 792 780 6:74 000424 0063132 062279 186456
5 3J1E + 05 848 793 7:79 6:79 000230 063193 062088 1:70939
6 4:76E + 05 849 793 7:9 670 000210 0:63144 0:01973 144626
7 5{9%E + 05 8:50 794 778 620 000065 0:63111 002021 100773
End of AGB 062768 062823
E84,M =3M
1 205E 04 8:38 816 791 670 081151 0:8189 081825 2:94292
2 1:43E + 04 843 814 790 699 081156 0:81945 081711 292614
3 240E + 04 846 798 789 749 0:81103 0:81898 081573 2:88628
4 386E + 04 848 799 788 734 0:81034 0281819 0:81430 2:81285
5 546E + 04 8:50 8:00 788 747 080858 081726 081274 2:68487
6 TI17E + 04 851 801 788 756 080752 081618 081129 250025
7 894E + 04 8:52 801 788 757 080044 081508 081011 223381
8 108E + 05 853 808 788 741 080549 0:281414 080907 187774
9 127E + 05 854 808 787 649 080465 081331 080830 140821
End ofAGB 0:81251 0:81343
E85,M=4M
1 O0:00E + 00 847 835 793 7572 088627 089069 088702 3:93490
2 149 + 04 848 834 794 782 088628 089012 0:88756 3:81435
3 201E + 04 8:50 836 794 787 088570 088974 0:88648 3:05361
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Table 3| Continued

TP trp® TFBOTb Tues® THsd Tces® mFBOTf Murp? Mpmax' M?i
4 3:00E + 04 850 806 794 789 088547 088926 088611 3:36429
5 398E + 04 852 806 794 789 088511 088888 088563 3:00263
6 498E + 04 853 806 794 787 088478 088847 088566 2:55257
7 585E + 04 854 807 793 781 088428 088824 088518 2:12662
8 6:/3E + 04 855 808 792 758 088380 088785 088481 1:72477
9 702E + 04 855 811 791 6:42 088337 088752 088621 1:36279

10 844E + 04 855 800 7:90 523 088469 088843 088747 0:298297

End ofAGB 0:88783 0:88916

E79,M=5M
1 810E + 01 836 820 799 738 0:94796 095020 095024 4:93359
2 2:04E + 03 8:40 818 799 750 0:94837 095075 095013 4:91927
3 532E + 03 844 808 797 796 0:94819 095083 094774 4:90782
4 122E + 04 848 809 798 794 094727 094991 094701 4:79325
5 192E + 04 850 810 798 789 0:94655 094907 094645 456126
6 2:04E + 04 851 810 798 796 0:94605 094843 094597 413737
7 335E + 04 852 810 798 795 0:94558 094795 094560 3:54257
8 4:02E + 04 852 810 798 794 0:94529 094754 094555 2:90971
9 4:62FE + 04 853 810 797 792 0:94510 094740 0:94550 2:38893
10 5:14E + 04 854 811 796 786 0:94494 094730 094547 201317
11 5®01E + 04 855 811 795 771 0:94468 094723 094531 1:72970
12 610E + 04 856 812 794 735 0:94440 094706 094524 149238
13 658E + 04 856 813 794 596 0:94431 094691 094614 125506
14 703E + 04 856 094486 0:94756 101774
End ofAGB 0:94496 0:94613

E86,M =6M
1 2 29E 01 837 822 803 792 103266 103362 103365 5:86578
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Table 3| Continued

TP trp® TFBOTb Tues® THSd Tces® mFBOTf Mure? Mpuax” Mt
2 1L05E + 03 839 821 8:04 796 103297 103397 103391 585307
3 241E + 03 841 821 8:05 798 1:03323 103426 103414 583891
4 347E + 03 843 814 8:05 8:00 1:03348 103450 103323 582221
5 654E + 03 845 813 805 802 103327 103424 103306 559171
6 1:00E + 04 849 811 805 803 103290 103403 103263 516970
7 136E + 04 8:50 812 8:04 803 103255 103358 103246 445788
8 1:J0E + 04 853 812 8:04 802 1:03226 103340 103236 3:74248
9 199 + 04 853 811 8:03 802 103215 103328 103226 315401
10 225E + 04 854 812 8:02 800 103201 103319 103229 264631
11 250E + 04 854 812 8:02 797 103201 103311 103221 233477
12 272E + 04 855 812 801 794 103192 103312 103221 209245
13 2:92E + 04 855 812 8:00 790 1:03189 103309 103222 188476
14 3:12E + 04 856 813 799 779 103186 103311 103227 1571168
15 332E + 04 857 816 7:98 763 1:03180 103312 103281 156168
16 350E + 04 857 816 7:98 729 103222 103354 103327 145783
17 369 + 04 857 620 103272 103402 103377 129629
End ofAGB 1034962 1:065924

@ tine sihce rst TP, t= Oyrat about the tim e of the H e-lum inosity m axin um during the
rst TP ; P Largest tem perature at the bottom ofthe ash-convection zone; © Tem perature
in the Hebuming shell during the interpulse phase ©llow ing the them alpulse; ¢
Tem perature in the H -buming shell during the interpulse phase follow ing the TP ; ©
Tem perature at the convective envelope bottom during the interpulse phase follow ing the
TP;f M ass coordiate ofthe ash-driven convection zone bottom ; 9 M ass coordinate of
the H —free core at the tin e of the TP ; " M ass coordinate of the convective envelope bottom
at the end ofthe DUP phasse; I Stellarm ass at the TP.
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Tablk 4. Average m ass fractions in m aterial retumed to the ISM
No species X ini E0082 E0084 E 0085 E0079 E0086
solar-scaled 2M 3M 4M 5M 6M

2  PROT 7.6966E-01 T7260E-01 7336E-01 6.890E-01 6.600E-01 6431E-01

5 HE 4 23025E-01 2569E-01 2588E-01 3070E-01 3375E-01 3558E-01

9 C 12 14750E-05 1369E-02 6.090E-03 8.980E-04 4587E-04 2.159E-04
10 C 13 1.J750E-07 5379E-07 6206E-06 8565E-05 4372E-05 3.025E-05
11 N 14 45551E-06 2.065E-05 1.742E-05 2331E-03 1.680E-03 8.002E-04
12 N 15 1.7950E-08 6114E-09 4338E-09 6465E-08 4431E-08 2.023E-08
13 O 16 41401E-05 2858E-03 123%E-03 6J110E-04 3.008E-04 1.006E-04
14 0O 17 16750E-08 7.067E-07 5A453E-07 9.978E-07 8188E-07 4392E-07
15 O 18 93502E-08 4984E-08 4930E-08 1.877E-09 4./83E-10 6399%E-11
17 NE 20 76501E-06 1548E-05 1837E-05 1454E-05 1168E-05 9.676E-06
18 NE 21 19500E-08 1.002E-06 9.041E-07 2460E-07 1.020E-07 3.139%E-08
19 NE 22 61501E-07 2.733E-04 5500E-05 1272E-05 4.035E-06 6.782E-07
21 NA 23 1.6550E-07 3.004E-06 1.737E-06 8356E-06 3.645E-06 4.964E-07
22 MG 24 25250E-06 3351E-06 2914E-06 30l16E-06 2873E-06 2.884E-07
23 MG 25 33251E-07 496lE-06 5390E-06 3291E-06 2.825E-06 3.794E-06
24 MG 26 38101E-07 6937E-06 1155E-05 7.589E-06 4351E-06 2.657E-06
25 AL26G 13000E-26 4531E-10 6.980E-10 1J109E-08 5.930E-08 3.028E-07
26 AL 27 28550E-07 3639E-07 4.98E-07 4679E-07 4608E-07 6.706E-07
27 SI 28 32051E-06 3241E-06 3323E-06 3343E-06 3293E-06 3423E-06
28 SI 29 1.6800E-07 1.842E-07 1955E-07 2.035E-07 1.88lE-07 1.780E-07
29 ST 30 1J4550E-07 1244E-07 1353E-07 1442E-07 1320E-07 1240E-07
47 G 63 1.J000E-08 1499E-07 8597E-08 5.737E-08 4277E-08 3272E-08
48 L 1 10000E-50 1496E-08 1.799E-08 1207E-08 6.800E-09 3551E-09

a
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Tabk 5. Y ildsEDITOR: this table only in the electronic version
No species E0082 E0084 E0085 E0079 E0086
2M 3M 4M 5M 6M

2 PROT 5955E-02 -—7.794E-02 2493E-01 -4335E-01 -6.J156E-01

5 HE 4 3633E-02 6174E-02 2372E-01 4238E-01 6J104E-01

9 C 12 1867E-02 1314E-02 2.31E-03 1.754E-03 9.783E-04
10 C 13 4921E-07 1304E-05 2.643E-04 1.J720E-04 1462E-04
11 N 14 2197E-05 2.J84E-05 7J193E-03 6.619E-03 3.869E-03
12 N 15 -1.616E-08 —2.945E-08 1444E-07 1.042E-07 1111E-08
13 O 16 3846E-03 2590E-03 1.76lE-03 1.025E-03 2.879E-04
14 O 17 9421E-07 1143E-06 3034E-06 3169E-06 2.054E-06
15 O 18 -5962E-08 -9562E-08 -2833E-07 3.676E-07 -4544E-07
17 NE 20 1069E-05 2318E-05 2131E-05 1592E-05 9851E-06
18 NE 21 1342E-06 1914E-06 7.005E-07 3259E-07 5.785E-08
19 NE 22 372404 1177E-04 3.744E-05 1351E-05 3.071E-07
21 NA 23 3875E-06 3400E-06 2.532E-05 1375E-05 1.609E-06
22 MG 24 1127E-06 8415E-07 151906 1375E-06 -1.088E-05
23 MG 25 6320E-06 1.094E-05 9149E-06 9848E-06 1.683E-05
24 MG 26 8952E-06 2417E-05 2229E-05 1569E-05 1107E-05
25 AL26G 6.187E-10 1510E-09 3430E-08 2343E-07 1473E-06
26 AL 27 1.070E-07 4202E-07 5.640E-07 6925E-07 1.873E-06
27 SI 28 4875E-08 2542E-07 4257E-07 3458E-07 1.058E-06
28 SI 29 2213E-08 5.959E-08 1.098E-07 7.953E-08 4.866E-08
29 ST 30 1211E-08 4288E-08 8.859E-08 6501E-08 4.115E-08
47 G 63 1815E-07 1492E-07 1248E-07 1018E-07 7.646E-08
48 L 1 2043E-08 3891E-08 3.732E-08 2.687E-08 1.727E-08

a
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Tabl 6. Structure and abundance evolution of com puted tracks’
model M, t=yr logT. logL H ‘He 2¢
5029 200 748 19 367 321 756 100 244 10t 742 10°

5814  1:99 323 19 366 348 755 10' 2454 10 700 10°

® The complete tablesASPSE82, ASPSE84,ASPSE85,ASPSE79 and ASPS E 86 are
available electronically. They contain for each sequence several structural and abundance
quantities at 70 — 150 tin es during the TP-AGB evolution. Speci cally these tables

contain: m odel num ber, stellarm ass in M

,age (t= 0at rstTP), IogT. , ogL=L and

the surface abundance evolution of the 23 species given In Tablk4. Them odels In each
sequence ahve been selected to reconstruct the abundance evolution. A 11 details of the
stellar param eter evolution (for exam ple the exact stellar lum inosity evolution after the
them alpulses) are only available from the com plete evolution sequence, which can be

obtained from the author.
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Fig. l.| T rends of stellar param eters of TP-AGB stellar m odels for two initialm asses and
a range ofm etallicities. T he sym bols represent values that roughly average the variations of
the stellar param eters as a function ofthe TP cyclk as well as the evolution towards the tip
ofthe AGB.
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Fig. 4.| HRD for the preAGB evolution. The num eric labels indicate the niial stellar
m ass of the tracks. N ote that higherm ass cases do not posses a RGB evolution phase.
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