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Abstract. We construct a data base of 125 post-AGB objects (includin@rB and extreme helium stars) with published
photospheric parametersfigctive temperature and gravity) and chemical compositiga.estimate the masses of the post-
AGB stars by comparing their position in the (Idg:, log g) plane with theoretical evolutionary tracks offérent masses. We
construct various diagrams, with the aim of finding clues @BAnucleosynthesis. This is the first time that a large sample
post-AGB stars has been used in a systematic way for suchpagmiand we argue that, in several respects, post-AGB stars
should be more powerful than planetary nebulae to test AGEBensynthesis. Our main findings are that: the vast majority
of objects which do not show evidence of N production fronmaiy C have a low stellar masM( < 0.56 M,); there is no
evidence that objects which did not experience 3rd dreqigbave a dierent stellar mass distribution than objects that did;
there is clear evidence that 3rd dredge-up is méieient at low metallicity. The sample of known post-AGB startkely to
increase significantly in the near future thanks to the ASTRand follow-up observations, making these objects everemo
promising as testbeds for AGB nucleosynthesis.

Key words. stars: AGB and post AGB stars — Stars: abundances — Stairsitievo— Physical data and processes: Nuclear
reactions, nucleosynthesis, abundances

1. Introduction to the planetary nebula ejection. With the availability aéff
L . computers, it is now possible to compute complete AGB mod-
The asymptotic giant branch (AGB) phase, a late stage in (Karakas et d1.2002, Herwig 2004) that follow all thegmsl

evolut|on_of lO\.N and |ntermed|ate mass stars, Is quite COfyerqi) Testing model predictions before using them iaroh

plex.. During this phase, various nuclear_processgg aret W\ evolution models of galaxies is vital, especially hesa

n different zones of the star, and a var,ety of mixing meCha\'/en full evolutionary calculations are computationalifid
nisms take place (see e.g. Ch_arb0|_1ne|2002. or Lattapsz%Q'?[ and still imply some ad hoc parameters (mixing length,
for shortreviews). Understandln_g this phase is IMPOr&nGe 555 Joss rates etc.). Indeed, as shown recently by Ventura &
the elements mangfactured du_r_lng the AGB contribute signify. A ntong (2005a, 2005b), the predicted yields of intermedi
cantly to the chemical composition of galaxies. ate mass stars depend strongly on the treatment adopted for

~ The first models to give some predictions on the stellgfyection and mass loss and on the nuclear reaction cross-
yields from AGB stars are those by Iben & TrurBn(I978). tions.

and Renzini & Voli[19811). Unfortunately, even nowadayg th i ) . .
state of stellar physics does not allow one to construct mod- As mentioned before, synthetic models published since

els entirely from first principles, and some quantities hve 1993 reproduce some observables (e.g. the luminosity func-

be set as free parameters. The next generation of AGB mggns of carbon-stars and of lithium-rich stars) by constion.

els (Groenewegen & de Jong 1993, Marigo ef al.1996) adowever, additional tests are needed and are crucial to con-

justed those free parameters (essentially mass loss rete SN AGB models. The analysis of the chemical composition
mixing length) to reproduce a few observational constgairf®! Planetary nebulae can provide some tests. Such an agproac

on stellar populations. Further models have been constiucf@S been adopted recently by Marigo et(al. (2003) using a data

since then (e.g. by Forestini & Charbonnel1997, Boothroﬁf‘se of 10 planetary_ nebulae (PNe) obse_rved in aV\_/ide spectra
& Sackmani1999, Marido 2001, Izzard efal, 2004). All thod@nge, from the far infrared to the ultraviolet. Previoushe

models are so-called synthetic models in that, for the taernf€mical composition of planetary nebulae samples had been
pulse phase, they use analytical expressions to extrapmdat used in a more empirical way to test AGB nucleosynthesis and

tain quantities obtained from full evolutionary calcutats up 9€t @n insight into the relation between planetary nebkee,
final products of low and intermediate mass stars and their pr

Send offprint requests to: G. Stasifiska, genitors. For example, Peimbert(1978) defined a category of
e-mail:grazyna.stasinska@obspm. fr planetary nebulae, called Type | PNe, as objects havinglHe
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> 0.125 and MO > 0.5. Those PNe were interpreted as being. The optical sample of post-AGB stars.
born from stars that experienced the second dredge-upeWhil

the designation "Type | PNe” stayed in the literature, it§i-de 2.1. General presentation

nition changed several times (see Stasiiskal2004). Kigkb
& Barlow (1994) compared the nebulayiratio to the solar
(C+N)/H ratio to find out which planetary nebulae exhibit
produced from primary C. They also identified planetary ne
ulae whose progenitors had experienced 3rd dredge-um-bri
ing to the surface carbon produced by the triplesaction. To
this end, they constructed a{8+0O)/H vs GH diagram. The
N/O vs QH diagram has been interpreted (e.g. Hénrv199

as indicating that in some objects N is produced at the

pense of O (during ON cycling). However, this diagram, dg_tellar dust grains. It is only_when the envelope haBaantly .
pending on authors and samples, does not always lead to s _andedla_nd become optically thin th{.ﬂ such Stafs star_g bei
a straightforward interpretation (Kingsburgh & Barlow %99 o_pt_|cally visible. In this paper, we are mterested_ in opic
Leisy & Dennefeld1996). Henry et al.(2000) have plotted PNS'ble_ post-AGB_stars. We used the present version (Sb_azer
abundances of C and N as a function of progenitor mass ( al., in preparation) of our catalogue of _post-AGB cantdad_a
timated from the stellar remnant masses by Gorny ¢t alll czerba et dL.2Z0D1), which now contains about 330 objects

and Stasinska et al.1997 and converted to progenitor ma <@r all the sources from this catalogue we have searched the
using an initial-final mass relation), and compared thigtie  2vailable literature for stellar parameters and chemigajz-
predictions from synthetic AGB models. This was the first apition. _ .
tempt to compare PNe abundances directly with the results of We then estimated the stellar massiés, by comparison

AGB model computations for a given initial mass and it waith theoretical evolutionary paths in the (I&gy, logg) plane.
not very conclusive. The theoretical paths we used were interpolated by Gérny et

al. (1997) from the post-AGB models of Schonberher(1983)

There is another category of objects that may serve for tedfl Blockerl(1995). The uncertainties in [bg and logg in-
of AGB models. These are post-AGB stars, i.e. stars that h&lice an uncertainty in the derivéd,. The main source of
already ejected their envelope but are not yet hot enoughuﬁysertainties is the low accuracy of the determinationsuof s
ionize it and produce a planetary nebula. Such stars have dage gravity, especially in the case of cool post-AGB staigs (
eral advantages with respect to PNe and constitute an ertelPelow 10,000K). Since the relation between ¢pgnd stel-
complement for testing AGB nucleosynthesis. The main advdfr mass on the post-AGB tracks is highly nonlinear,for each
tage is that the stellar mass can be obtained directly fram @Pject we determined the masé,min corresponding to (log
observed stellar spectrum by fitting a model atmosphere tHat — A(l0gTes), 10g g — A(logg)) and the masd,max cor-
allows one to derive the stellaffective temperaturde;, and responding to (lodles + A(logTer), l0g g + A(llogg)). Since
gravity g (this can also be done for PNe nuclei, but as the stdh¢ derived stellar mass is a decreasing function of Gegh
hotter and buried in the ionized gas, this is mor&dilt). The and logg, the values 0M,min andM.max should define a con-
abundances of quite a variety of elements (He, Li, C, N, O, Ngervative stellar mass intervalHowever, one should keep in
Mg, Al, Si, S, Ca, Sc, Ti, Fe, Ni, Zn ...) can be obtained frorfftind that many post-AGB stars are pulsating stars (Gautschy
a stellar atmosphere analysis. For carbon, a particulappi- & SaiolI996), while such pulses are not reproduced by the
tant element in AGB evolution, the uncertainty in the estieda evolutionary models used to derive the stellar masses. 4n ad
abundance is of the same order as for the other elementssThfition, the pulsating nature of the atmosphere may intreduc
not the case in planetary nebulae, where no strong carben Rirors in the abundance determinations, which are dong usin
exists in the optical, implying that the carbon abundancerde static atmosphere models. A further source of uncertamty i
mination is subject to a higher uncertainty than the oxygen ihe determination of masses comes, of course, from the model
the nitrogen abundance determination. Finally, post-AGiss tracks themselves. All this implies that the masses of p@&B-
are expected to extend to smaller masses than the nucleplgfs are quite uncertain and model-dependent. In spitéf t
planetary nebulae. Indeed, planetary nebulae with cestmal We believe that the method provides useful informationah c
masses lower than 0.55/Mlo not exist since the nebular ga®€ improved on in the future, as better spectra become avail-
has dissipated in the interstellar medium long before the s@ble for spectroscopic analysis and as progress in understa

has become hot enough to ionize it. On the other hand, theré@ the physics of post-AGB stars is made. In particular, whe
no such limitation for post-AGB stars. complete grids with dferent metallicities become available, it

should be possible to account for the metallicity in the \geri
This paper presents the first attempt to use a large sanfﬂfP@ of the stellar masses. For the moment, as far as one can
of post-AGB stars to test AGB nucleosynthesis. In Sect. 2, ukdge from several tracks computed by Vassiliadis & Wood
describe the constitution of our sample. In Sect. 3 we shdk994) at diferent metallicities, theffect of metallicity in mass
some empirical diagrams and propose simple interprestion
In Sect. 4 we summarize the main findings and outline somé The available model grid allows us to determine masses only
prospects. within the range (0.55 — 0.94 M.

As mentioned above, the post-AGB phase starts when the star
I\Iwas expelled its envelope and left the AGB branch, and is then
Hloving to the leftin the H-R diagram. The end of AGB is char-

cterized by strong mass loss, which (sometimes) can reach
values of 10* Myyr~2. For stars that have experienced intense
mass loss on the AGB, due to the large dust opacity in the enve-

pe, the post-AGB star is first seen through its infraredsemi
on due to reprocessing of the stellar radiation by theuairc
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derivation would be completely dominated by the large esror sources for the abundances are the same as given in col. (8)
logg. of Table 1. Overall, the typical uncertainty in elementaliab
The details of our search and the above estimates of dhences is about 0.2-0.3 dex. However, the uncertainty in-abu
stellar masses are presented in Table 1. The objects anpegfowdance ratios of heavy elements is smaller, since many ssurce
into several subtypes: RV Tau stars (29 objects), susp&ted of errors dfect the derived abundances in a similar way. One
Tau stars (6 objects from Maas etal. 2005), R CrB stars (19 @xception is the case of oxygen, if its abundance has been de-
jects), extreme helium stars (15 objects) and all the reimgin termined from the Q 7771-5 triplet. It is well known that this
post-AGB stars (56 objects). triplet gives enhanced abundances, if non-LTEeds are not
The RV Tau stars are highly luminous variable stars chardaeken into account, and that thei@771-5 vs [Or ] discrep-
terized by light-curves with alternate deep and shallowimén ancy is higher for low metallicity (Takeda2003). In most ob-
periods between 30 and 150 days, and F, G or K spectral tyeds listed in Table 2, it appears that the use of this tripkes
(see e.g. Preston et al. 1963). They have been identifieds&s pavoided.
AGB stars by Jura (1986), who showed that their IRAS fluxes
indicate that they have just left a phase of very rapid mass lo
The R CrB stars (already known for more than 200 yearﬁ)
are rare H-deficient and C-rich supergiants that undergg-irr

ular declines of up to 8 magnitudes when dust forms in ClumBg; several sources we found more than one reference with ste
along the line of sight (see e.g Clayton 1996 for a reviewk Tly, narameters and chemical composition determined. Below
extreme H-deficiency of the R CrB stars suggests that SO[pg present arguments for the preferred source of informatio

mechanism removed the entire H-rich stellar envelope.&hefhe ghject number corresponds to the number given in column
are two major models which explain their origin: a merger SCP1) of Tables 1 and 2.

nario (Webbink 1984, Iben et al. 1986) or the final heIiumbh%bject 1: IRAS18384-2800. The atmospheric parameters

flash scenario (Fujimoto 1977, Renzini 1979). There is still and chemical abundances have been analyzed recently by
consensus about which scenario is valid (none of them can Q¥GMO1 and RYWO1. The same atmospheric parameters were
pl_aln allthe observed properties). (_)nly the second SCeMAM  jerived in both analyses. The spectra obtained by RvWO01 have
plies a post-AGB natur_e. We have mcluded. these stars ireTa parently much higher/S-ratio than those of AFGMO1, and

1, but we do not consider them as bona-fide post-AGB S1fi%e chemical analysis of RvWO01 is based on a higher number of

Extreme helium stars, which could be evolutionarily conedc i\ < the results of RvWO1 were chosen for further aiglys
to R CrB stars (see e.g. Pandey et al. 2001), are also inclu qect 3: IRAS17279-1119. This star has been analyzed by
in our Table and discussed together with R CrB stars. ) ' o

In each subtype, the objects in Table 1 are ordered b aI'A‘CF-G’\/IOl and VW97. Both analyses gave similar valueTay
. ) ype, ) Y 92186 rather diferent values for the surface gravity. Since the de-
tic coordinates andb. For some sources, there are several el

tries and in Sedf.21 2 we briefly discuss the preferred déerm rmination of AFQM(_)l was based on a single spectrum, Wh'le
. ; . . the vW97 determination was based on several spectrdfat-di
tions - usually, they are based on higher quality spectisco

material. The columns contain the following data: (1) the ol:?nt photometric phases, it is likely that more consistemiat

ject number: (2) the object coordinateb: (3) the IRAS name; Spheric parameters and chemical composition are obtamed i

(4) the HD number ; (5) other name (either the usual name B¢ AFGMO1 paper.

the designation in one of the following catalogues (chosenﬁ%JeCt 5: IRAS19500-1709. Both analyses by vWROO and

this order: General Catalogue of Variable Stars, LS, BD, SA&WWW96 give similar atmospheric parameters. The vVWRO00

and CD catalogues) ; (6) thefective tempearture; (7) the or-Paper is based on a higheiNsand a broader spectral coverage

ror attributed toTeg; (8) the logarithm of the surface gravityanq was.chosen for the subsequent analysis.
in cms2; (9) the error attributed to log; (10) references and Object 6: IRAS19590-1249. We adopted the RDMO3 values.

notes for the collected stellar parameters (explanationthe | N€ analysis of RDMO3 is based on higher quality material and

abbreviations used and for notes are given at the end of {h&ased on fully blanketed non-LTE atmospheric models that
table): (11)M, in units of solar mass: (12M,min and (13) shquld guarantee more accurate v_alues'l'g@rand logg.
M, max. Object 8: PHL 1580. KL86 do not give abundances, so we had

Table 2 is ordered in the same way as Table 1. Its columii@sely on those given by CDK91.
contain: (_‘]_) the Object number; (2) the object Coordinatbs Ob]ect 10: IRAS19114+0002. The analySiS of RH99 is based
(3) — (8) the abundances of C, N, O, S, Fe, and Zn, expres§&dhigher quality material than in ZKP96. As a consequence
asE(X) =12 + |og (X/H) where XH is the abundance of e|e_the microturbulence derived by RH99 (525 kaJf)SIS much
ment X in number relative to H. In the case of R CrB and e}ower than the supersonic value found by ZKP99 (8 kif).s
treme helium stars, the abundances are ||stem)e)s: 12.15+ Since TPJOO give a reaIIy unusual result we selected the data
log(X/N), where XN is the ratio of number density of elemenfrom RH99.
X to the total number density of nucleoNs Note that the sec- Object 12: PG 1704+222. The analysis of MH98 is based on
ond definition is more general than the earlier one and beth &etter quality spectra than the preliminary results of CBM9
consistent if the abundance of helium amounts(ttée)=11, a and their results were adopted.
condition which is fulfilled with good accuracy in the remainObject 14: IRAS18062+2410. There are emission lines visi-
ing stars (see Asplund et A. 2000 and Pandey ket all2001). Dieein the spectrum. The four papers containing a deterinimat

2. Notes on individual objects and discussion of
abundance uncertainties
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Fig. 1. a-(left) The €(S) vs.e(Zn) relation in our post-AGB samplé-(right) The $Zn vs. e(Zn) relation. Objects from the R
CrB class and extreme helium stars are represented by hlatdsc The number of objects in our sample with availablada
indicated in the top right corner of each panel.

of atmospheric parameters are not independent. The papeabgl VWRO0O0 are based on a higher quality spectrum than the
AFGMO01 was suggested by the work of PGSO0O. It is not quipaper by K95, yet there is aftiérence in the absolute determi-
clear how the atmospheric parameters were determined. Tia¢ion of the carbon abundance. The remaining abundanees ar
analysis of RDMO03 is based on non-LTE, fully blanketed asimilar. Data from vWRO0O were adopted.

mospheric models and the same spectroscopic materialés u8bject 37: IRAS06530-0213. The analysis of RvWG04 is

in the LTE analysis by MRKO02. Hence preference is given tmased on higher quality spectroscopic material than HR®3, s
work by RDMO3. Their values consistently point to a higheheir results were used.

mass of the star. Object 50: IRAS12538-2611. The analysis of GAFP97 is
Object 19: IRAS19475+3119. Since the paper of KPTO02 isbased on higher quality spectra and more lines are usedeor th
based on spectra with relatively low resolution (15000% triletermination of the chemical abundances, so their valees w
analysis by AFGMO1 is probably more reliable. preferred.

Object 20: IRAS17436+5003. Both analysis by KPT02 and Object 52: BPSCS22877-0023. Both analyses lead to uncer-
LBL9O0 result in a massive post-AGB star. KPT02 spectra ha{@in determinations of atmospheric parameters, but MH&88 us
lower resolution than those of LBL90, so we adopted the da@darger number of methods, so we adopted their values.

from the latter. Object 54: LS3591. We adopted the VSL98 results since only
Object 22: IRAS22223+4327. Both papers by VWRO00 and their work gives chemical abundances.

DVWWO8 are based on the same spectroscopical material &3 &t 57: V4530ph and object 60: HD 216457. The abun-

the same methods of analysis. We adopted the data from #§ce analysis of RDvWO04 is based on higher quality spectra
more recent paper VWROO. and a wider spectral range than that of GLG00 and GLG98, so

Object 24: IRAS22272+5435. Both papers by ZKP95 and""eb_ad"pte_d the results from RD‘r’]WO“- A -
RLGO2 give consistent atmospheric parameters literdn de- Object 98: IRAS15465+2818. The paper by AGLOO is the

rived abundances, particularly of Fe. Other determinatame only one that gives chemical qbudances.
bject 113: V4732Sgr and object 117: FQ Aqgr. The paper

based on relatively few lines (C, N) or on just one line (Zn, (ﬁ i , f abund for th |
and may be in error. The paper by RLGO2 is based on hig rPRLOl gives a consistent set of abundances for the sample

quality material so we used their results of extreme helium stars analyzed here, so their resultsrare p

Object 25: IRAS23304+6147 The vVWROO analysis is basedferred'

on much higher resolution spectra (60 000) compared to that o

KSPO0O (15000), so we used the results from vWRO00. 3. Empirical diagrams
Object 29: IRAS04296+3429. The works by vWR00 and
DvWW@98 are based on the same spectroscopical material
the same methods of analysis. Data from vWROO were adopt8thce it is expected that yields are strongly dependent on
KSP99 spectra have lower resolution. “metallicity” or, better said, on the initial chemical cowgi-
Object 35: IRAS07134+1005. All analyses of HD 56126 give tion of the star, we first have to choose a reasonable metallic
similar values of atmospheric parameters. The papers by8HR{Y indicator. As stressed, e.g., by Mathis & Lameérs(1992) o

gn%i' Choice of a metallicity indicator
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Lambert(20014), the usual metallicity indicator in steld&mo-
spheres, Fe, cannot be used for post-AGB stars because-of pos
sible strong depletion in dust grains in a former stage abd su
sequent ejection of the grains (dust-gas separation). €xyg
the most abundant “metal” and thus the best theoreticahinet
licity indicator, is possibly fiected by nucleosynthesis on the
AGB (ON cycle, hot bottom burning). From the list of elements
for which we compiled the abundances, good metallicity—ind6
cators would be S and Zn. The first one issaalement, like O, ~~
and its abundance in the Galaxy is proportional to that ofd@. F
the second one, the nucleosynthesis mechanism is unknown a
priori, but Zn appears to roughly follow Fe (Mishenina et al.
2002). Figure 1a showgS) vs.e(Zn) in our objects. The cor-
relation is quite good (there is one outlier: V CrA, whichaals
appears to be as an extreme object in many of the abundance-
ratio diagrams of Asplund et al. 2000). The dispersion gives
an idea of a realistic average abundance uncertainty: @&3ut
dex. Note that the data set spans a metallicity range of 2 dex.
Figure 1b shows that/&n has a tendency to increasecé&n) €(S)
decreases (on average by 0.5dex per dex). This is the well-

knowna-enhancement observed in Population Il stars (Norrﬁg. 2. Thee(O) vs.€(S) relation.

et al. 2001). Theféect ofa-enhancement on stellar parameters
and stellar evolution is complex (Kim et al. 2002) and has not
yet been investigated in AGB stars. We chose S as our princi-
pal metallicity indicator, since there are more stars witted
minations of S abundances (113) than of Zn abundances (76).
We keep Zn as a secondary indicator that might test fieste

of a-enhanced mixtures in the stars. We note, however, that @

o
—

(0]
©

N

92

Zn abundance measurements often rely only on one line, wh
makes the evaluation of statistical errorfidult. =z

(O MY )

Figure 2 shows(O) vs. e(S). The dispersion is such thatv
obviously oxygen cannot be chosen as a metallicity indidato
our sample. The reason for this dispersion is not clear aipitio —
can be due to nucleosynthesis and mixifigeting the oxygen

0 ©
° o &80
OO§O [
o F o
o

ix

%

[ ]
®

abundance. But it could also be due to larger uncertainties i
the oxygen abundance than was thought. Note that the R Cr B
stars and extreme helium stars show the largest dispensibn a
the larger proportion of objects with/®© smaller than solar.

7 8 9

e(0)

Figure 3 shows log JO vs.€(O). The objects from the R CrB Fig. 3. The log NO vs.€(O) relation.

class and the extreme helium stars (which are represented by

black circles) show diierent behaviour from the rest: they draw

a clear anticorrelation betweery® and (O). This diagram He-burning products has to be invoked to reach this high N en-
has also been constructed for planetary nebulae (e.g. H¢nrjancement.

al.[1989, Kingsburgh & Barlow 1994, Leisy & Dennefgld 1D96)
with different results depending on the authors and on the s
ples. Some claim not to see any anticorrelation. To our know!
edge, never has the anticorrelation been seen so promjinehtyure 4 showss(C+N+O) vs. ¢(C). Only objects in which

for a class of PNe as for our R CrB and extreme helium stalge abundances of the three elements (C, N, and O) are avail-
subsample of post-AGB stars. One interpretation of suchman able are represented here. This plot is very similar to the
ticorrelation is the production of N at the expense of O (Oplot presented by Kingsburgh & Barloin{1994) and Leisy &
cycle) brought to the stellar surface by the 2nd dredge-upennefeldi(1996) for planetary nebulae, but with a largennu
However, the MO values reached by R CrB stars are mudber of points. The objects with the highest carbon abundance
higher than for the remaining post-AGB stars and for planeshich are mainly R CrB stars and extreme helium stars, are
tary nebulae. Asplund et al. (2000) argue that CNO cycling @arbon dominated. This agrees with a scenario of C being pro-

(@)

10

3.2. Nitrogen enhancement

.3. Indications of dredge-up
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Fig.4. €(C+N+O) vs.€(C). Fig. 6. [([C+N+O)/S] (i.e. the logarithm of (EN+O)/S minus

the logarithm of the solar value of this ratio) as a functién o

the mass of the post-AGB star. Objects with masses lower than
duced by the tripler reaction and brought to the star surface by.55 M, have been placed at 0.54/Mobjects with masses
the third dredge-up. larger than 0.94 M at 0.95 M,

3.4. Dredge-up and stellar mass than in the Sun. Figure 6 plots [¢@l+0)/S] (i.e. the logarithm

A more quantitative way to define whether dredge-up mec®t (C+N+O)/S minus the logarithm of the solar value of this

anisms have occurred is to compare abundance ratios &Hi0) as a function of the stellar mass. This diagram shows

served in post-AGB stars or planetary nebulae with estisnatBat, according to our definition ([(EN+O)/S] > 0), the vast

of the initial abundance ratios. For example, Kingsburgh &ajority of post-AGB stars in our sample (about 70%) have

Barlow {1994) have proposed to call Type | PNe (understo§¥perienced 3rd dredge-up. It also suggests that the msss di

as “objects that have experienced envelope-burning csiorer tributions of the two subclasses do noffdi significantly.

to nitrogen of dredged up primary carbon”) those objects in

which the nitrogen abundance exceed_s its progenitoFBIC 5 5 Dredge-up and metallicity

abundance. As a proxy to the progenitor's\C abundance,

they use the value of €N in the Orion nebula. Since the post-Theoretical models (e.g. Marigo 2001) predict that 3rd deed

AGB considered here are not necessarily all close to the Sup,is more important at low metallicity. Figure 7 tests this-p

and because of abundance gradients in the Galaxy, perhagéction by plotting [(G-N+O)/S] as a function o#(S). It shows

safer way is to compare the/Sl value in the post-AGB starsa net decrease in thdfieiency of the 3rd dredge-up as the

to the solar (GN)/S value, instead of using abundances witietallicity increases, in agreement with the models. Thtké

respect to hydrogen. For the solar abundances, we rely onfirg time that the observational evidence for this is sorclea

compilation by Lodder$(2003). Defining as Type | those ofNote that, qualitatively, the same conclusion can be drawn,

jects in which NS is larger than the solar ¢@)/S ratio, we at least for bona-fide post-AGB stars, when using Zn instead

show histograms of masses of Type | (left) and non-Typeof S as a metallicity indicator, as seen in Fig. 8, which plots

(right) post-AGB stars in Fig. 5. Itis seen that, while Tymdt [(C+N+0O)/S] as a function ofe(Zn). However, R CrB and

jects extend over the entire range of masses in our sampte, ngxtreme helium stars tend to have higher4{{G-O)/S] than

than half of the non-Type | objects have masses below 056 Mpona-fide post-AGB stars of same metallicity. They also beha

The difference in stellar mass distributions is so tremendodiferently in Figs. 7 and 8, but more Zn abundance determina-

that it is highly significant, even taking into account thetfa tions would be necessary to make this clear.

that error bars on stellar masses are large (as seen in Table 1

and discussed in Sect. 2.1). The conclusion remains the, sa . .

although not so strong, if we use Zn instead of S as the met‘gl(-é' Carbon-rich versus oxygen-rich post-AGB stars.

licity indicator. However, when considering only R CrB andrigure 9 displays the value of O as a function of stellar mass.

extreme helium stars, no sucttérence is seen. It clearly shows that oxygen-rich stars, at least in our sam-
Similarly, one can identify objects that have experienceile, tend to accumulate at the lowest masses, while thistis no

3rd dredge-up as those objects in which{G-O)/S is larger the case for carbon-rich stars. Note also that the propodio
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4. Summary, open guestions, and prospects

carbon-rich stars is 36%, while the proportion of stars hgvi The main aim of this paper was to show the utility of post-AGB
experienced 3rd dredge-up is as large as about 70%. Of goussars to test theories of AGB nucleosynthesis. So far, tie on
these percentages should be taken with a grain of salt sitests of AGB nucleosynthesis based on large samples hame bee
the errors in determined abundances may place an objectmiade using planetary nebulae. Post-AGB stars have sewdkeral a
the wrong category. However, theflidirence between these pervantages over planetary nebulae: 1) abundances of a large va
centages and the large spread ¢gDCas well as [(@N+Q)/S] riety of elements can be derived, including sprocess ele-
values, argues in favour of the number of carbon-rich stars lments; 2) the abundance of carbon, an extremely important el
ing significantly smaller than the number of stars havingeexpement for the diagnostics, is known with the same accuracy
rienced 3rd dredge-up. Qualitatively, this is expectat;sBrd as the other elements, while in planetary nebulae, the narbo
dredge-up is not necessarilyfBaient to produce a carbon starabundance is significantly less reliable and mor@ailt to
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AL UL B L mer stages may havefacted its present photospheric abun-
11 dance). Following the definition of Type | planetary nebuige
N — Kingsburgh & Barlow (1994) but accounting for the metallic-
ity, we define a class of Type | post-AGB stars. We show that
i ° ° non-type | objects are in vast majority of low magé,(< 0.56
Ms). We also show clear evidence that 3rd dredge-up is more
efficient at low metallicity.
0© - We have thus demonstrated the potential of post-AGB stars
o o to constrain the models of AGB stars and the predicted yields
The sample of post-AGB stars is likely to grow in the near fu-
o ture, thanks to ASTRO-F, which is much more sensitive than
IRAS and should allow the discovery of many infrared-excess
—| stars among which post-AGB stars are found. This will make
the use of post-AGB stars even more attractive and powerful.
ETETETES TR AT B SRS BT AT B AR In the present paper, we limited ourselves to only a few ele-
ments and to simple interpretations without direct congmari
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 to models. We did not address the question of observatiéonal b
ases, which should be investigated by performing simuiatio
M x on models. Future studies will address other issues retated
. . AGB nucleosynthesis, such as the productiors-pfocess el-
Fig.9. Photospheric © versus the mass of the post-AGByments, which are more easily done with post-AGB stars than

stars. with planetary nebulae.

log(C/0)
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many dfects have to be considered in detail (see e.g. AspluRgferences
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Table 1. List of post-AGB objects with stellar parameters deterrdirem model atmosphere techniques.

Nol b IRAS HD other name Ter  err.logg err. notes M, Mymin Myimax
1)@ (3) (4) (5) ® MG © Qo (11) (12 (13)
1 006.72-10.37 183842800 172481 V4728 Sgr 7250 200 1.5 0.25 AFGMO01<0.550<0.550<0.550
7250 250 1.5 0.5 RvwO0O1 <0.550<0.550 0.554
2 007.96+26.71 F162770724 148743 BB07 4305 7200 500 0.5 0.3 LBL% 0.828 0.627%0.940
3 013.23+12.17 172791119 158616 V340 Ser 7550 150 0.750.25 vW97 0.632 0.576 0.874
7300 200 1.5 0.25 AFGMO1 <0.550<0.550<0.550
4 016.45-50.43 BPS CS 29493-0046 20000 3000 3.0 0.3 KDK97 085650 0.550
5 023.98-21.04 195081709 187885 V5112 Sgr 8000 250 1.0 0.5 VvWRO00 0.50%50 0.933
7850 150 0.750.25 vWWW96 0.673 0.599 0.926
6 029.18-21.26 1959061249 LSIvV-12 111 20500 500 2.350.2 RDM®3 0.757 0.625 0.931
23750 1000 2.7 0.2 MCD92 0.649 0.612 0.826
7 030.60-21.53 200231144 190390 V1401 Aql 6600 500 1.6 0.3 LBL®0 <0.550<0.550<0.550
8 031.33-43.48 PHL 1580 24000 1000 3.6 0.2 CDK91 <0.550<0.550<0.550
21500 1500 3.0 0.35 KL86 0.552.550 0.578
9 033.16-48.12 PHL 174 18000 1000 2.7 0.2 CDK91 0.552 0.550 0.556
10 035.62-04.96 191140002 179821 V1427 Aqgl 6750 150 0.5 0.5 RH99 0.660 0.56340
6800 250 1.3 0.5 ZKP96 <0.550<0.550 0.559
5660 100-1.0 0.5 TPJOO >0.940>0.940>0.940
11 040.51-10.09 193860155 V1648 Agl 6800 100 1.4 0.2 PLMO04 <0.550<0.550<0.550
12 043.06+32.36 PG 1704222 20500 1000 3.0 0.2 CTM93 0.550.550 0.554
17600 400 2.7 0.1 MH9B 0.551 0.550 0.553
13 043.23-57.13 223271731 213985 HM Aqr 8200 1.5 vW95 <0.550
14 050.67+19.79 180622410 341617 V886 Her 23000 1000 2.6 0.2 MRKO2 0.692 0.621 80.86
23000 200 3.0 0.25 AFGMO01 0.558 0.550 0.614
22000 200 3.0 0.5 PGSO00 0.550.550 0.697
20750 500 2.350.2 RDMGB 0.813 0.631>0.940
15 051.43+23.19 175342603 163506 89 Her 6550 500 0.6 0.3 LBEbBO 0.611 0.561 0.670
16 052.73+50.79 BD+33 2642 20200 500 2.9 0.1 NHK9%4 0.552 0.551 0.554
17 053.84+20.18 180952704 V887 Her 6600 300 1.050.5 K95 0.550<0.550 0.607
18 066.18+18.58 172324 V534 Lyr 11250 200 2.5 0.25 AFGMD1 <0.550<0.550<0.550
19 067.16+02.73 194753119 331319 LSIk319 7250 100 0.5 0.3 KPTO02 0.841 0.610.940
7750 200 1.0 0.25 AFGMO1 0.578 0.553 0.632
20 077.13+30.87 174365003 161796 V814 Her 6600 500 0.250.3 LBIBO 0.915 0.698-0.940
7100 100 0.5 0.3 KPTO02 0.785 0.664.940
21 080.17-06.50 Egg Nebula 6500 200 0.0 0.3 KSPOOb >0.940 0.897%0.940
22 096.75-11.56 222234327 BD+42 4388 6500 250 1.0 0.5 VvWRO00 0.550.550 0.614
6500 350 1.0 0.5 DvWWwW98 0.5540.550 0.609
23 098.41-16.73 BD+39 4926 7500 0.5 K73 0.894
24 103.35-02.52 222725435 235858 V354 Lac 5750 150 0.5 0.5 RLGO02 0.514550 0.888
5600 250 0.5 0.5 ZKP95 0.5640.550 0.805
25 113.86+00.59 233046147 6750 250 0.5 0.5 VvWRO00 0.660 0.553.940
5900 200 0.0 0.5 KSP0OOa >0.940 0.606-0.940
26 123.57+16.59 010057910 21000 500 3.0 0.3 KYMO02 0.5510.550 0.576
27 133.73+01.50 7022296208 5500 250 0.5 0.25 RBH99 0.558 0.551 0.604
28 161.98+19.59 063385333 46703 V382 Aur 6000 150 0.4 0.3 LB84 0.620 0.558 0.867
29 166.24-09.05 042963429 7000 250 1.0 0.5 VWRO0O 0.554.550 0.660
6300 250 0.0 0.2 KSP99 >0.940 0.938-0.940
7000 350 1.0 0.3 DvWw9s8 0.5540.550 0.591
30 172.95-05.50 Barnard 29 20000 1000 3.0 0.1 CDK94 0.550 0.550 0.550
31 173.86-82.41 BPS CS 2294@005 20000 3000 2.7 0.3 KDK97 0.565 0.558 0.571
32 188.86-14.29 051131347 5250 150 0.250.5 RLGO02 0.604 0.550.940
33 196.19-12.14 053410852 6500 250 1.0 0.5 VWRO0O0 0.550.550 0.614
34 204.67+07.57 070081050 52961 PS Gem 6000 500 0.5 0.5 WwWvwB91 0.599 0.551 0.860
35 206.75+09.99 071341005 56126 LSVK1015 7250 250 0.5 0.5 HRO03 0.841 0.563.940
7250 250 0.5 0.5 VWRO0O 0.841 0.568.940
7000 300 0.1 0.5 K95 >0.940 0.697%40.940
36 208.93+17.07 0743861115 6000 250 1.0 0.25 RBH99 <0.550 0.540 0.551
37 215.44-00.13 0653060213 6900 250 1.0 0.5 HRO03 0.553 0.540 0.643
7250 250 1.0 0.5 RvVWGO04 0.5510.550 0.722
38 218.97-11.76 061761036 44179 Red Rectangle 7500 0.8 WVWTW92 0.617
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Table1. (continued)

Nol b IRAS HD other name Ter err.logg err. notes M, Mumin Myimax
(1) 2 (3) (4) (5) ® ™®) © @0 (11) (12) (13)
39 236.57-05.37 071462321 SAO 173329 6750 250 1.25 0.25 W§97 <0.550<0.550 0.551
40 260.83-05.07 081434406 7150 100 1.35 0.15 RvWG04 <0.550<0.550 0.550
41 264.55+72.47 105262 BB13 2491 9250 250 1.8 0.25 RPS96 <0.550<0.550 0.551
42 266.85+22.93 101582844 89353 AG Ant 7600 400 1.05 0.1 WvwWB91 0.559 0.558 0.559
43 269.97-34.08 CPD-61 455 25000 1000 3.6 0.2 HDK96 <0.550<0.550<0.550
44 290.54-01.95 110006153 95767 LS 2105 7300 300 1.5 0.25 VW97 <0.550<0.550<0.550
45 293.03+05.94 113855517 101584 V885 Cen 8500 500 1.5 0.5 SPG99 081650 0.599
46 295.48+29.87 107369 SAO 203367 7600 400 1.5 0.25 vW/97 <0.550<0.550 0.550
47 298.25+15.48 122224652 108015 SAO 223420 6800 200 1.25 0.25 v¥97 <0.550<0.550 0.551
48 298.30+08.67 121755338 V1024 Cen 7350 150 0.75 0.25 wW¢97 0.620 0.563 0.828
49 299.02-43.77 LB 3219 212501000 2.8 0.2 MCD92 0.567 0.555 0.603
50 304.34+36.40 125382611 112374 LN Hya 6000 200 1.0 0.25 GAFP97 <0.550<0.550 0.552
6000 275 0.6 0.3 LLB83 0.568 0.551 0.624
51 309.07+15.18 116745 Fehrenbach’s star 6950 75 1.15 0.1 GW92 &x6™Hh0 0.552
52 317.11+53.11 BPS CS 22877-0023 20000 3000 3.0 0.3 KDK97 0585650 0.550
16400 700 2.5 0.15 MHY3 0.553 0.551 0.557
53 325.04+08.65 150394806 133656 LS 3309 8000 200 1.25 0.25 vWO¥96 0.554<0.550 0.582
54 326.77-07.49 162065956 LS 3591 112001000 2.3 1.0 GP03 <0.550<0.550 0.624
8500 200 0.9 0.2 VSL98 0.660 0.609 0.874
55 330.64-03.67 LS 3593 9300 200 1.7 0.2 VSL98 <0.550<0.550 0.553
56 345.58-07.30 [DSH2001] 279-19 24000 1000 3.3 0.2 MDS04 0.8B®B50 0.553
RV Tau stars
57 020.72+17.57 V453 Oph 5800 200 0.75 0.25 GLG98 0.58»550 0.561
6250 1.5 RDvW04 <0.550
58 021.48+28.63 TT Oph 4800 200 0.5 0.25 GLGOO 0.550.550 0.555
59 026.52-05.42 185640814 AD Adql 6300 150 1.25 0.15 GLG98 <0.550<0.550<0.550
60 044.10-61.56 216457 DS Aqgr 6500 200 1.0 0.25 GLGOO 0.581550 0.558
6500 200 2.0 0.25 GLG98 <0.550<0.550<0.550
5750 0.5 RDvWO04 0.574
61 050.49+14.24 182832149 170756 AC Her 5900 150 1.13 0.15 GL®98 <0.550<0.550<0.550
62 057.53-09.75 2011#1634 192388 R Sge 5000 260@.250.2 GLG978 0.926 0.806-0.940
63 058.44-07.46 200561834 QY Sge 5850 200 0.7 0.25 RGLO02 0.583550 0.579
64 060.73+06.94 191632745 EP Lyr 6200 200 1.4 0.2 GLGHra <0.550<0.550<0.550
65 076.75-11.78 V360 Cyg 5275 200 1.38 0.25 GLGD8 <0.550<0.550<0.550
66 148.26+05.26 041665719 TW Cam 4800 200 0.0 0.25 GLGOO 0.622 0.576 0.773
67 174.77-12.19 044462605 RV Tau 4500 200 0.0 0.25 GLGO0O 0.599 0.557 0.639
68 188.06+01.30 060542237 41870 SS Gem 5400 150 0.2 0.2 GLG®7b 0.623 0.585 0.722
69 195.41-03.42 060341354 DY Ori 5900 200 1.5 0.2 GLG9%a <0.550<0.550<0.550
70 199.39-04.56 060720953 CT Ori 5750 150 1.0 0.2 GLG9%b <0.550<0.550 0.550
71 217.80+09.95 073310021 Al CMi 4500 0.0 KP96 0.599
72 226.14+04.15 072840940 59693 U Mon 5000 200 0.0 0.25 GLGOO 0.645 0.599 0.873
73 253.02-03.00 080113627 AR Pup 6300 200 1.5 0.2 GLGY7a <0.550<0.550<0.550
74 282.42-09.24 092566324 8208/ IW Car 6700 200 2.0 0.25 GRL94 <0.550<0.550<0.550
75 293.17-17.24 095387622 5500 250 1.0 0.5 MVWLE05<0.550<0.550 0.554
76 295.25+16.82 1206%#4508 105578 RU Cen 6000 250 1.0 0.50 MvWWO020.550<0.550 0.574
77 297.87+13.36 121854856 107439 SX Cen 6250 250 1.5 0.50 MvWWO020.550<0.550<0.550
78 313.90-08.68 145246838 131356 EN TrA 6150 75 1.25 0.25 VW7  <0.550<0.550<0.550
79 330.84+57.77 134670141 120408 CE Vir 4300 100 0.3 0.2 GLGY97b 0.550<0.550 0.555
80 331.86-13.78 172565951 UY Ara 5500 200 0.3 0.25 GLGOO 0.610 0.559 0.693
81 339.79-04.68 170384815 4750 250 0.5 0.5 MVWLEO5 0.55®.550 0.599
82 344.12+26.45 BT Lib 5800 200 1.4 0.25 GLGH) <0.550<0.550<0.550
83 345.49-04.99 172434348 LR Sco 6750 250 0.25 0.5 MvWLED5 0.939 0.604-0.940
84 345.54+10.26 1623063410 6250 250 1.0 0.5 MVWLEO5 0.55M.550 0.599
85 345.65-04.69 172334330 6250 250 1.5 0.5 MVWLE05<0.550<0.550<0.550
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Tablel. (continued)

No |l b IRAS HD other name Tex err.logg err. notes My Mumin Mymax
1) @ (3) (4) (5) ® (M@®) (9 (10 (11) (120 (13
suspected RV Tau starsfrom Maas et al.[2005
86 033.59-07.22 191570247 LSIV-0229 7750 250 1.0 0.5 MVWLEO5 0.5%0.550 0.894
87 039.02-03.49 191250343 LSIV+0318 7750 250 1.0 0.5 MvVWLEO5 O0.5%9.550 0.894
88 254.58+12.94 090662807 BZ Pyx 6500 250 1.5 0.5 MvVWLEG%0.550<0.550 0.550
89 265.50+00.39 085444431 7250 250 1.5 0.5 MVWLE050.550<0.550 0.554
90 271.51-00.50 091444933 5750 250 0.5 0.5 MVWLEO5 0.5%D.550 0.860
91 327.82+00.63 154695311 7500 250 1.5 0.5 MVWLE050.550<0.550 0.557
R CrB stars
92 002.41+07.51 V2552 Oph 6750 250 0.5 0.5 RLH3 0.660 0.554-0.940
93 002.52-05.97 181192943 317333 VZ Sgr 7000 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.722 0.59M™40
94 004.43-19.45 191323336 180093 RY Sgr 7250 250 0.750.5 AGLOO 0.616 0.581040
95 005.81-03.78 181032547 V3795 Sgr 8000 250 1.0 0.5 AGLOO 0.590.550 0.933
96 008.31-05.24 182112417 GU Sgr 6250 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.614 0.581.940
97 023.83-02.92 184250928 FH Sct 6250 250 0.250.5 AGLOO 0.833 0.561940
98 045.05+50.98 154652818 141527 R CrB 6750 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.660 0.554940
7000 150 0.5 0.25 RGA90 0.722 0.620.940
99 070.45+02.20 1957#3351 V482 Cyg 6500 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.629 0.582940
100 109.52-00.39 2300315920 UV Cas 7250 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.841 0.56R940
101 149.84+01.12 25878 XX Cam 7250 250 0.750.5 AGLOO 0.616 0.551940
102 188.86-04.42 054611903 247925 SU Tau 6500 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.629 0.56340
103 279.06+20.12 UX Ant 7000 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.722 0.550.940
104 301.74+08.32 124045415 UW Cen 7500 250 1.0 0.5 AGLOO 0.568.550 0.841
105 304.42-02.68 130256514 Y Mus 7250 250 0.750.5 AGLOO 0.616 0.5%50.940
106 307.96+08.29 132245359 DY Cen 19500 500 2.150.1 JH93 0.902 0.853 0.938
107 327.22-06.92 162065913 RT Nor 7000 250 1.5 0.5 AGLOO <0.550<0.550 0.552
108 332.44-03.57 1628+5309 RZ Nor 6750 250 0.750.5 AGLOO 0.580.550 0.895
109 347.53-14.14 181514634 RS Tel 6750 250 1.250.5 AGLOO <0.550<0.550 0.564
110 357.66-15.65 184413812 173539 V CrA 6250 250 0.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.614 0.581940
extreme hdlium stars
111 006.01+26.02 V2205 Oph 22700 1200 2.550.1 JH92 0.715 0.705 0.721
112 007.82+05.07 LS 4357 16130 500 2.00 0.25 JHHJ98 0.675 0.605 0.913
113 020.91-08.31 V4732 Sgr 9500 250 0.9 0.2 PRLO1 0.902 0.60940
9000 250 1.0 0.5 AGLOO 0.659 0.554.940
114 024.41+12.50 V2244 Oph 12750 250 1.750.25 PRLO1 0.612 0.558 0.732
115 026.55+10.09 No Ser 11750 250 2.300.4 PRLO1 <0.550<0.550 0.553
116 031.33+33.28 V652 Her 24550 500 3.68 0.05 JHH99 <0.550<0.550<0.550
117 049.87-25.21 FQ Aqr 8750 250 0.750.25 PRLO1 0.908 0.69240
8500 250 1.5 0.5 AGLOO 0.5500.550 0.611
118 068.90+04.76 225642 V1920 Cyg 16180 500 2.0 0.25PLRJO4 0.681 0.6M8170
119 222.95-04.18 LS 99 15330 500 1.90 0.25 JHHJ98 0.688 0.607 0.919
120 235.21+54.44 DN Leo 16800 600 2.550.2 Heb83 0.553 0.550 0.560
121 309.95-04.25 BX Cir 23300 700 3.350.10 DJH98 <0.550<0.550<0.550
122 317.65+14.18 124448 V821 Cen 15500 800 2.1 0.2 PLRJO4 0.610 0.57840.6
123 338.13-18.71 168476 PV Tel 14000 500 1.5 0.2 WS81 >0.940 0.845-0.940
124 344.19-08.84 CD-46 11775 18000 700 2.000.1 Jef93 0.910 0.883 0.930
125 348.17+17.78 144941 23200 500 3.900.2 HJ97 <0.550<0.550<0.550

Notes in column (8):
1 — average from Table 4 of Luck et d[.(1998): average from two models of Van WinckelT997: an error of 500 K foiT ¢ has been
assumed? — average of models for fierent time of observation®: — average of models for two spectfa:- average from two phaseg;
— average from two models of Reyniers et[al. {2084); average from two models of Van Winckel et Bl {I09%); avearage valué® —
log (g) is averaged from two epochéd) — erros assumed are the same as in Asplund &tar(2000).
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The abbreviations used in column (10):

Tabledl. (continued)

AFGMOL1.: Arellano Ferro et all{2001) KDK97: Kendall et al9d4) RGA90: Rao et al.{1990)

AGLO0O: Asplund et al[(2000)
CDK94: Conlon et al[{1994)
CDK91: Conlon et al[{1991)
CTMO93: Conlon et al[{1993)
DJH98: Drilling et al.(199B)

DvWW98: Decin et al[(1998)

KL86: Kilkenny & Lydon(1986) R®2: Rao et al[{2002)

K95: Klochkovia (1995) RLO3: Rad.&mbert[(Z00B)
KP96: Klochkova & Panchuk (T9OB®H99: Reddy et all{1999)
KPTO02: Klochkova et al.{2D02) F*Reddy & Hrivnaki(1999)
KSPO00a: Klochkova et 8[.(28)0 RLGO02: Reddy et al.{2002)
KSPOOb: Klochkova et AI. (ZO00LRPS96: Reddy et al.(1909)

GPO03: Gauba & Parthasarathy (2D03) KSP99: Klochkova e128Y() RDVWO04: Reyniers et al.{2004)

GAFP97: Giridhar et al[{1997)
GLG98: Giridhar et al[(1998)
GLGO0O: Giridhar et al[(2000)
GRLY94: Giridhar et al[{1994)
GLG97a: Gonzalez et al.(1997a)
GLG97b: Gonzalez et al.(1997b)

KYMO02: Klochkova et 4. (2()02 RvWO01: Reyniers & Van Winckel{2001)

K73: Kodaira(1973) RVWGO04yRiers et al.[(2004)

LB84: Luck & Bonf(1984) RDM@Ryans et al[(2003)

LBL9O0: Luck et al.{1990) SPGS%arani et al [(1999)
LLB83: Luck et@al.{11983) a® I hévenin et al[{Z000)

MvWWO02: Maas etfal.(2002) 9MB\Wan Winckel(1995)

GW92: Gonzalez & Wallerstei (1992) MVWLEO5: Maas et[al.dzp VW97: Van Winckel(1997)

HDK96: Hambly et al.[(1996)
HJ97: Harrison & J&ery (1997)
H83: Heber[(1983)

HRO3: Hrivnak & Reddyl(2003)
J93: J&ery (1993)

JH92: Jéfery & Heber[199R)
JH93: Jéfery & Heber[199B)
JHHJ98: J&ery et al.[[1998)
JHH99: J&ery et al.[199P)

MCD92: McCausland et A.{1992)W®T96: van Winckel et al[ {1996)
MH98: Moehler & Hebef (1988)  vWRO0O0: Van Winckel &¥iers{(Z000)
MRKO2: Mooney et &l.(2002) vVWWW96: Van \dkal et al.(1996)
MDSO04: Munn et dl.(2004) VSLS&en et al.[(1998)

NHK94: Napiwotzki et al.(1994) WvWB91: Waelkestsal. [T991)
PGSO00: Parthasarathy ef’al. (2000) WvWZWeaelkens et al[{1992)

PLMO04: Pereira et al.(2004) WS81: WalkeBéhonbernef(1981)
PRLO1: Pandey et A1.(2001) ZKP95: Zacs ¢1209)
PLRJO04: Pandey et @l.{2004) ZKP96: Zaés (1996)
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Table 2. Chemical composition of our of post-AGB sample.

No name

@) @ ®)

(4)

©)

€(C) €(N) €(O) €(S) e(Fe) e(zZn)

® 0 @©

1

2
3

11
12

13
14

15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22

23
24

25

26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35

36
37

38

006.72-10.37 7.93
8.01
007.96+26.71 8.35
013.23+12.17 8.58
8.30
016.45-50.43<6.80
023.98-21.04 8.98
9.08
029.18-21.26 7.50
6.70
030.60-21.53 7.03
031.33-43.48 6.40

033.16-48.12<6.10
035.62-04.96 8.74
9.17

<7.52
040.51-10.09 7.74

7.34 829 7.17 6.89 4.37
7.61 847 7.06 6.94 4.17
8.55 885 7.30 7.10 4.76
7.65 841 722 7.12 452

7.00
8.37

8.32
7.65

7.80
7.11
7.50

6.80
9.10

043.06+32.36 6.80<6.70

7.01
043.23-57.13 9.02
050.67+19.79 7.19
7.12
6.92
7.04
051.43+23.19 8.30
052.73+50.79 7.40
053.84+20.18 8.27
066.18+18.58 7.25
067.16+02.73 8.46
8.22
077.13+30.87 8.45
8.52
080.17-06.50 8.69
096.75-11.56 8.58
8.63
098.41-16.73 8.20
103.35-02.52 8.69
7.37
113.86+00.59 8.70
8.89
123.57+16.59 8.32
133.73+01.50 8.84
161.98+19.59 8.19
166.24-09.05 8.71
8.55
8.81
172.95-05.50<6.70
173.86-82.41<6.90
188.86-14.29 8.81
196.19-12.14 8.73
204.67+07.57 8.14
206.75+09.99 8.09
8.65
8.63
208.93+17.07 8.76
215.44-00.13 8.72
9.09
218.97-11.76 8.62

7.02
8.69
7.43

7.47

7.22

7.52
8.29
7.30
7.66

9.02

8.92
8.39
9.38
7.84
7.88
8.30
7.68

7.68
8.69
7.70
8.67

7.76
7.96
7.84
7.30
7.40

8.24

7.83

7.55

7.87
7.84
8.00

7.97

7.97

8.33
8.00
8.96
9.13
8.51
8.80
7.51
8.20

7.29 6.92

6.86 6.91

7.36 7.17

7.40

6.60 6.70

6.32 6.38 3.80
6.70 6.20

7.96<6.50

9.37

7.90
8.76
8.47

8.36

8.23

8.35
8.66
8.10
8.74
9.20
9.29

8.93
9.01

9.15
8.68
8.50

8.50
8.80
8.48

8.77
8.24

9.03
8.24

8.47

8.22

7.38 7.35
7.37
<7.00 <4.35
6.40 4.07

7.57 6.78

6.33 6.90
7.25
7.01 7.08 4.27
5.50
6.96 6.72 4.60
6.88 6.89
737 7.27 441
750 7.27
7.68 7.17 4.89
746 7.26 4.63
7.09 6.92 391
6.95 7.20
6.85 7.07
7.30 4.55
6.89 6.69 4.16
7.02 6.30
6.98 6.72
7.05 6.86 4.68
7.19
7.07 7.03
595 3.24
7.02 6.89
6.80 6.66 3.84
7.13 6.82

7.60<6.29 <6.70
8.20:6.50 <6.20

8.43
8.57
8.47
8.40
8.67
8.49

8.30
8.64

6.87 6.75 3.74
6.64 6.66
6.19 3.05
6.49 6.50
6.61 6.51 3.97
6.84 6.50
6.98 7.06
6.59
6.97 7.03

7.82 8.72 7.04 4.00
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Table2. (continued)
No name €(C) €(N) €(O) €(S) e(Fe) e(zn)
1) @ B @ 6 6, O 6
39 236.57-05.37 7.94 7.56 6.39 6.67 3.60
40 260.83-05.07 8.64 7.76 8.52 7.07 7.12 454
41 264.55+72.47 8.46 7.79 8.37 6.30
42 266.85+22.93 8.41 8.07 8.64 6.82 2.86
43 269.97-34.08 8.25 8.24 8.82 6.90 5.82
44 290.54-01.95 851 7.98 852 7.09 7.61 4.29
45 293.03+05.94 9.55 8.50 8.97 7.50
46 295.48+29.87 7.11 7.31 7.81 6.14 6.30
47 298.25+15.48 8.54 8.16 8.80 6.97 7.43 4.31
48 298.30+08.67 8.11 7.76 8.70 7.15 6.77 3.78
49 299.02-43.77 6.70 7.60 7.60 5.9€6.70
50 304.34+36.40 7.28 8.59 6.53 6.42 3.76
752 7.34 857 6.15 6.31
51 309.07+15.18 7.46 7.30 8.17 6.53 5.70 3.44
52 317.11+53.11<6.80 6.80<7.90
<6.16 6.93 7.98
53 325.04+08.65 7.94 7.78 8.52 6.83 6.81
54 326.77-07.49

8.00 9.30 6.70
55 330.64-03.67 7.20 8.30 5.50
56 345.58-07.30 7.83 7.57 8.60 7.56
RV Tau stars
57 020.72+17.57 6.61 6.93 5.34
6.08<6.50 7.62 529 250
58 021.48+28.63 8.07 833 7.25 6.65 3.91
59 026.52-05.42 8.24 8.63 7.21 5.38 450
60 044.10-61.56 7.26 853 6.42 6.36 3.55
8.54 6.16 6.50
6.80<6.60 7.88 590 311
61 050.49+14.24 8.50 8.65 6.90 6.10 3.69
62 057.53-09.75 8.15 829 758 7.01 441

63 058.44-07.46 8.85 8.83 9.15 7.47 7.24 4.46
64 060.73+06.94 8.19 7.82 8.83 6.60 5.71 3.90

65 076.75-11.78<6.15 8.34 6.36 6.10 3.26
66 148.26+05.26 8.79 8.44 719 7.00 4.28
67 174.77-12.19 9.23 8.69 7.07 4.64
68 188.06+01.30 8.15 7.39 8.38 6.96 6.63 4.59
69 195.41-03.42 8.38 8.94 7.37 520 481
70 199.39-04.56 8.02 8.29 6.85 5.63 3.99
71 217.80+09.95 6.32 4.17

72 226.14+04.15 8.37 8.46 7.09 6.71 3.91
73 253.02-03.00 8.60 9.01 765 6.64

74 282.42-09.24 8.87 8.54 759 6.45 4.60
75 293.17-17.24 8.32 9.13 7.03 6.90 4.10

76 295.25+16.82 8.14 7.72 857 6.53 5.63 3.60
77 297.87+13.36 8.50 8.42 9.00 7.13 6.37 4.06
78 313.90-08.68 8.21 7.83 8.29 6.65 7.00 4.14

79 330.84+57.77 6.31 3.87

80 331.86-13.78 8.39 7.25 6.48 4.33
81 339.79-04.68 8.82 6.00 3.40
82 344.12+26.45 7.30 8.53 6.48 6.32 3.56

83 345.49-04.99 832 7.72 872 7.33 7.50 4.80
84 345.54+10.26 8.02 7.42 8.43 7.03 6.80 4.20
85 345.65-04.69 8.32 8.12 853 7.43 6.50 4.30
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Table2. (continued)

No name €(C) e(N) €(O) €(S) e(Fe) e(zn)
1 @ ® @ 6 6 O 6
suspected RV Tau starsfrom Maas et al.[2005

86 33.59-07.22 8.42 9.02 7.60

87 39.02-03.49 8.72 9.03 7.53 7.20 4.70
88 254.58+12.94 7.62 6.53 6.80 4.00
89 265.50+00.39 8.22 7.82 8.33 7.53 7.20 4.70
90 271.51-00.50 8.22 8.12 8.53 7.20

91 327.82+00.63 8.82 8.52 8.83 7.93 7.50 4.90
R CrB stars

92 002.41+07.51 9.11 8.42 8.60 6.70 6.40 4.16
93 002.52-05.97 8.80 7.60 8.70 6.70 5.80 3.90
94 004.43-19.45 890 850 7.90 7.30 6.70 4.50
95 005.81-03.78 8.80 8.00 7.50 7.40 5.60 4.10
96 008.31-05.24 8.80 8.70 8.20 7.00 6.30 4.40
97 023.83-02.92 880 879 7.70 7.00 6.30 4.10
98 045.05+50.98 9.20 8.40 9.00 6.80 6.50

99 070.45+02.20 8.90 8.80 8.10 6.90 6.70 4.40
100 109.52-00.39 9.20 8.50 7.50 7.00 6.90 4.80
101 149.84+01.12 9.00 8.90 8.40 6.80 6.80

102 188.86-04.42 8.80 8.50 8.40 6.50 6.10 3.60
103 279.06+20.12 8.90 8.30 8.80 6.20 6.20

104 301.74+08.32 8.60 8.30 7.70 6.70 6.30 4.30
105 304.42-02.68 8.90 8.80 7.70 6.90 6.50 4.40
106 307.96+08.29 9.51 8.01 8.85 7.11 5.04

107 327.22-06.92 8.90 9.10 8.40 7.70 6.80 4.70
108 332.44-03.57 8.90 8.70 8.90 6.80 6.60 4.40
109 347.53-14.14 8.90 8.80 8.30 6.80 6.40 4.30
110 357.66-15.65 8.60 8.60 8.70 7.50 5.50 2.90

extreme helium stars

111 006.01+26.02 9.17 7.97 7.90 7.83 6.57
112 007.82+05.07 9.38 8.16 9.39 7.12 6.84
113 020.91-08.31 9.45 8.60 8.50 7.65 6.90
8.90 8.60 7.10 6.30
114 024.41+12.50 9.30 8.25 8.85 6.70 6.30
115 026.55+10.09 9.00 8.50 8.40 6.90 6.70
116 031.33+33.28 8.93 7.54 7.44 7.40
117 049.87-25.21 9.00 7.15 8.90 6.00 5.40
8.60 7.20 8.40 580 550 3.60
118 068.90+04.76 9.65 8.60 9.60 7.20 6.90 4.60
119 222.95-04.18 9.13 7.61 8.59 6.92 6.89
120 235.21+54.44 9.54 8.11 8.10 7.12 6.49
121 309.95-04.25 9.02 8.26 8.05 6.67 6.52
122 317.65+14.18 9.40 7.10 4.20
123 338.13-18.71 9.50 8.90 8.40 7.00 7.50
124 344.19-08.84 9.54 8.33 9.06 7.13 6.78
125 348.17+17.78 6.80 6.46 6.95 6.38
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