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ABSTRACT

We determine the metallicity distribution function (MDF) the Galactic halo by means of a sample of 1638 metal-poos s&
lected from the HambuygSO objective-prism survey (HES). The sample was correfictehinor biases introduced by the strategy
for spectroscopic follow-up observations of the metalfpcandidates, namely “best and brightest stars first”. Coispa of the
metallicities [F¢H] of the stars determined from moderate-resolution (Re~ 2000) follow-up spectra with results derived from
abundance analyses based on high-resolution spectrd(i-e20, 000) shows that the [[Ad] estimates used for the determination of
the halo MDF are accurate to within 0.3 dex, once highly @-sitars are eliminated. We determined the selection fumcfithe HES,
which must be taken into account for a proper comparison éatvthe HES MDF with MDFs of other stellar populations or ¢hos
predicted by models of Galactic chemical evolution. Theetathow a reasonable agreement with the overall shape bffiSeMDF
for [Fe/H] > —3.6, but only a model of Salvadori et al. (2007) with a criticatailicity for low-mass star formation &, = 1034 Z,
reproduces the sharp drop at [Ag~ —3.6 present in the HES MDF. Although currently about ten stafeH] < —3.6 are known,
the evidence for the existence of a tail of the halo MDF extemdo [FgH] ~ —5.5 is weak from the sample considered in this
paper, because it only includes two stars/fje< —3.6. Therefore, a comparison with theoretical models has ttdarger statis-
tically complete and unbiased samples. A comparison of tBéMf Galactic globular clusters and of dSph satellites eo@alaxy
shows qualitative agreement with the halo MDF, derived fthenHES, once the selection function of the latter is inctlid¢owever,
statistical tests show that theflidirences between these are still highly significant.
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One of the key observables for constraining models of the fo
mation and chemical evolution of the Galaxy is the Metalici
Distribution Function (MDF) of the constituent stars of viari-
ous components (bulge, disk, halo). The MDF provides d@ifitic =
information on the enrichment history of those componeitisw £ 2
heavy elements. In the case of the halo, early enrichment m —

. . . . >
have been provided by the very first generations of massive,st =
formed from material of primordial composition shortlyexfthe
Big Bang (i.e., Population Il stars). 6

Models of Galactic chemical evolution need to be compare
to an accurate (and precise) observed halo MDF to test theeir p 8
dictions, to constrain their various parameters (such asth :
fective yield, the star-formation rate and the IMF), and in 0 — T
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der to obtain information on the properties of Population Il 13
stars that are responsible for the earliest enrichmens.iShuar-
ticularly important for the lowest metallicity tail of the DF, 14

which provides invaluable information on the earliest elmi
ment phases_(Prantzos 2003); for instance, it has been si
gested that a minimum level of enrichment is required to forr
low-mass stars. This critical metallicity ranges betweerfZ,,
(Omukai 1 2000;| Bromm et all _2001; Bromm & Loeb 2003;
Umeda & Nomoto| 2003| Santoro & Shull 2006; Frebel et al
2007) and 16°Z,, the latter being applicable when dust grains 17
are present (Schneider et al. 2002, 2003, 2006; Omukai et
2005; Tsuribe & Omukai 2006; Clark et/ al. 2008). 18
The precision of a derived halo MDF increases directly witt T
the total number of observed metal-poor halo stars. Selecfi — T T T T T T
such stars without the introduction of a kinematic bias.(é.gm
among high proper motion stars) makes them of particulbiyuti
for examination of the relationships between the chemisitiy
kinematics of the halo. Early determinations of the halo MD}
were based on small samples of globular clusters (Hartwic,, 100
1976;N = 60), or a mixture of halo subdwarfs and globular clus-&
ters (Bond 1981N = 90 andN = 31, respectively). Problems 5
with these samples arise not only from their small sizes, bi*
also their inaccurate metallicities. Later studies emptbsignif-
icantly larger samples with spectroscopically-deterrmisiellar
abundances. For example, Ryan & Norris (1991) used a sam|
of 372 kinematically-selected halo sters. Ryan & Norrisq19 0
and Carney et al. (1996) showed that the MDF peaks at a met I S S a
licity of [Fe/H] = —1.6 with wings from [Fg¢H] = —3.0 to solar 04 06 08 1
abundances. (B=V)o

The HK survey|(Beers et al. 1985, 1992; Beers 1999), origtig 1. Upper panel: Isochrones for an age of 12 Gyr and metal-
nated by Preston and Shectman, and greatly extended bytBee[gities of [Fe/H] = —1, -2, and-3 (Kim et al/ 2002), and chosen
include several hundred additional objective-prism [glateas, colour cuts (see text for details); middle panéimagnitude dis-

until the advent of the Hambu§SO Survey (HES; see below).tripution of the HES sample from which we construct the halo
the primary source of metal-poor candidates suitable for cavipF; jower panel: B — V), distribution.

sideration of the halo MDF. With the assistance of numerous
colleagues, medium-resolution spectroscopy of over T0HIO-
survey stars was obtained, using 1.5-4 m class telescoyas, 0.5.4; [Frebel et dl. 2005; Aoki et 5l. 2006; Frebel et al. 2006a);
the past two decades. This led to the identification of thotsa HE 0107-5240 ([F¢H] = —-5.3; [Christlieb et all 2002, 2004;
of stars with [F¢H] < -2.0, as well as significant numbers ofBessell et gl. 2004); and HE 0554840 ([Fg¢H] = -4.8;
stars with [F¢H] < -3.0. Norris et al| 2007). It is perhaps of interest that the HK syrv
Another wide-angle spectroscopic survey is the HES. It wasis not (to date) yielded any stars with [F& < —4.0 confirmed
originally conceived as a survey for bright quasars (Reimeby high-resolution spectroscopy; this may be related tddbe
1990; Wisotzki et al. 1996, 2000); however, its data qudbty thatthe HK survey reaches apparent magnitudes that areérig
sufficient to not only éiciently select quasars with redshiftshan the HES, and as a result is dominated more than the HES
of up toz = 3.2, but also various types of stellar objects, inby inner-halo stars.
cluding metal-poor stars (Christlieb etial. 2008). So fayesal The Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; Gunn etlal. 1998,
hundred new stars at [Fd] < —3.0 have been identified, in-York et al. |12000), and in particular the Sloan Extension for
cluding three stars that were confirmed by high-resolutgmts Galactic Understanding and Exploration (SEGUE), has joiexVi
troscopy to have [F#H] < -4.0: HE 13272326 ([F¢H] = even larger samples of halo stars, as discussed by Carallo et
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(2007) and Ivezic et all (2008). The former emphasize the difable 1. Number of stars in each candidate class in the total sam-
sion of the halo into two structural components, an inneioreg ple of candidates, number of observed candidates, and numbe
with R < 10-15kpc, and an outer region beyond that radiusf accepted candidates after removal of emission line thjec
These two componentsftir in stellar metallicities, stellar or- “peculiar” objects (e.g., objects with continuous specarad all
bits, and spatial density profiles. As we discuss in $éctl@be stars with a G-band index GP 6 A. In the last column, we list
the HES sample is dominated by inner-halo stars. We note tiia scaling factors applied to the [F§ histograms for each can-
we hereafter refer to the inner halo as “the halo”, unless indlidate class during the construction of the MDF (see Se@fjon
cated otherwise.

In spite of the very large sample ef 20, 000 stars used by

Number of stars

Carollo et al., their coverage of the regime of very low miatal Class Al Observed  Accented Factor
ity is limited. According to their supplemental Fig. 4, thiyd P

only 3 stars with [FgH] < —3.0in their “local sample” of 10,123 mpca 201 123 105 163
stars. The main reason for this is that the stars of their Eamp r‘;nig Zggé 1%%% é% 11%19
were not selected to be metal-poor, but for the purpose af-spe mgcc 1275 432 201 295

trophotometric and telluric calibration of the SDSS spactr

Recent high-resolution spectroscopic follow-up of steogf
the Carollo et al. sample (W. Aoki, priv. comm.) has indicate
that the current version of the SEGUE Stellar ParameteliRee [rrrrrrTTT T T T T T T
(SSPP; see Lee etlal. 2008a.b; Allende Prietolet al. |2008) is H
somewhat conservative in the assignment of stellar meitsilli 600
estimates, in the sense that stars assignetHFe —2.7 by the
SSPP are in reality more metal-deficient, on average, by ®n th
order of 0.3dex. A recent examination of the numbers of stars
from the SDSESEGUE survey, taking into account thiffiset,
suggests that up to several hundred stars withHife: —3.0 are
in fact present in the current SDSS sample of stars (inctudin
other categories of targets than just the calibration stars

Ivezic et al. (2008) focus on the comparison between the in-
ner halo and the disk. Since they rely on abundances detedmin Ll T T ]
from photometry, they cannot reliably determine metdlbsi of 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
stars at [FH] < —2. Nevertheless, the metallicity map of some Distance [kpe]

2.5 million stars with photometric metallicies shown in F& g > pistance distribution of the HES sample. The sample is
of Ivezic et al. indicates that there exist very large nurslir 4ominated by stars at distances of less thab kpc from the

stars in SDSS consistent with [fé] < -2.0. Follow-up Spec- gn- 5 few cool giants are located at distances of up%0 kpc.
troscopy is, at present, only available for a subset of thzears

et al. (in preparation) discuss the MDF of the lowest metal-

licity stars found in SDSSEGUE. The total number of stars  The selection of candidates in the HES is described in

with [Fe/H] < -2.0, based on medium-resolution SDSS spe@aper IV. For the sample used in this study, we employed only

troscopy, is over 25,000 (i.e., five times the number distave the KP(B — V), selection; i.e., a star is selected as a metal-

by the combination of the HK and HES). oor candidate if its KP index of the G&K line, as measured
This paper continues our series on the stellar content of tfits digital HES objective-prism spectrum, is smallerrtithe

HES (Christlieb et &l. 2001b, Paperll; Christlieb et.al. 2001kp index predicted for a star of [fé] = —2.5 and the same

Paper Il; Christlieb et al. 2005, Paper lII; Christlieb et2008, (B - V), colour (see Fig. 5 of Paper IV). This cdifavas cho-

Paper 1V). We are mainly concerned with the low-metallicitéen because it results in a good compromise between complete

tail of the halo MDF, which is constructed from a sample ofiess at [F&H] < —3.0, the region in [F&H] we are mainly inter-

1638 metal-poor stars selected in the HES by quantitative cgsted in (because it corresponds to the earliest phasesauitida

teria (Sect.R). The follow-up observations and deternonadf chemical evolution), and achieving a selection théiciently

the metallicities are described in S¢gt. 3. In Sect. 4 weildete  rejects stars at higher metallicity. In addition to the KeldRr,

the MDF was constructed. We discuss the shape of the halo M B - V colours are measured in the HES spectra as well (see

in Sect[5. Comparisons of the observed MDF with MDFs prexaper 1V for details), and then are corrected for reddenig u

dicted by models of Galactic chemical evolution are preseitt ing the maps df Schlegel etldl. (1998). We restrict the saraple

Sect[6, and a comparison with the MDFs of the Galactic globthe colour range 8 < (B - V)o < 1.0, because the follow-up

lar cluster system and dwarf spheroidal galaxies is preseint observations of stars bluer thaB ¢ V), = 0.5 have not yet

Sect[Y. The results are discussed in Séct. 8. reached a diicient level of completeness, and for stars redder

than B - V)o = 1.0, the accuracy of the determination of [A¢

from moderate-resolution follow-up spectra is limited do¢he

lack of calibration stars and the weakness of thidike, which is

One of the main advantages of the HES for determining tlised as a temperature indicator. Thenagnitude andg — V)

halo MDF is that the selection of candidate metal-poor statisstribution of our sample together with isochrones for ge a

was done with quantitative criteria. Hence, the selectonell- of 12 Gyr and diferent metallicities is shown in Figl 1. Thée

understood, and possible selection biases can be quarmtified magnitudes as well as thB ¢ V), colours are from the HES.

corrected for during the construction of the MDF. Futherejor  The selection was applied to all spectra of unsaturated poin

the selection is purely spectroscopic, so it does not intted sources extracted on 329 (out of 379) HES plates, covering a

any kinematic biases. nominal area of- 7700 deg of the southern high galactic lati-

Sum 3713 1771 1638
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2. The metal-poor star sample



4 Schorck et al.: The halo metallicity distribution funatio

Table 2. Follow-up observations of the candidate metal-poor stars.

Telescope(s) Instrument(s) Observers Nstars
Magellan 1&2 B&C Shectman, McWilliam, Thompson 553
Ss023m  DBS Bennike, Christieb. Frebel 339
Palomar 200" DS Cohen, Ramirez, Melendez 323
UK Schmidt 6dF Haynes, Cass, Hartley, Russell, Watson 283
ESO 3.6 m EFOSC2 Fechner, Zickgraf, Barklem, 140
Fuhrmeister, Christlieb
Total 1638
s is subjective, and therefore it would be impossible to deiee
. the selection function of the HES if only a subset of the candi
r . 1 dates selected by quantitative criteria would be consiiéoe
., .« e the construction of the MDF.
I . | The result of the visual inspection are 3792 accepted can-

didates, of which 79 are present on multiple plate quarters o
plates; the number of unique candidates is 3713. The number
of candidates in each of the aforementioned classes igl liste
Tab.[d. Only about half of the 3713 candidates are part of the
sample presented in Tab. A.1 of Paper IV. This is becaudethlig
improved sky background and spectrum extraction algosthm
were used in the final reduction of the HES, from which the
sample of Paper IV was drawn. While minor changes of the re-
duction algorithms can have a largest on the measurement

of the KP index in individual spectra, because thei®aline is
covered by only four pixels of the HES spectra, we verified SHE
plate by HES plate) that there are no systematiedinces be-
tween the KP indices measured in spectra reduced with tles old
extraction algorithms and the spectra to which the selea®
scribed in Paper IV was applied. Therefore, there shouldaot
any statistical differences between the HES metal-poor sample
presented in Paper IV and the sample used in this paper. We de-
r . 1 cided to construct the halo MDF from an older sample because
. the spectroscopic follow-up observations of that samphaase

" 1 advanced, resulting in a considerably larger sample size.

We determine distances to each of the sample stars using
the [FgH] for each star and a set of isochrones similar to those
shown in the upper panel of Fig. 1. Assuming that all the sampl
stars are at or above the main-sequence ftiirmee obtain the
distance distribution shown in Figl 2, and the spatial digtion
shown in Fig[B. The cooler giants in our sample reach digtsanc
from the Galactic plane well beyond| = 15 kpc. However, the
sample is clearly dominated by inner-halo stars. There isita h
that the outer-halo stars witl| > 15 kpc have a higher fraction
of extremely metal-poor stars than do those of the inner halo
Hvith 5 < |Z] < 15kpc, but given the wide range in metallicity we
see throughout the halo, our sample is too small to deterthine
MBFs of the inner and outer halo separately with confidence.

\ \
0 20 40

R(gal plane) (kpc)

Fig.3. Spatial distribution of the HES sampl(gal. plane) is
the distance from the Galactic center projected onto thadial
plane.

tude sky. The candidates were visually inspected and as$ig
to the classesipca, unid, mpcb, andmpcc. As described in
Paper 1V, the classification is based on the appearance of
Can K line in the digital HES spectra. Candidates of class

mpca are the best in terms of the success rate of finding stars

at [Fe/H] < -2.5 (see Fig[B), since no GaK line could be 3 petermination of metallicities

seen in the HES spectrum, while the candidates of clpss

are the worst, because a strong Ca K line could clearly be seBar 1771 of the 3713 unique candidates, moderate-resolutio
However, the Ca K line is still strong in cool, moderately atet spectroscopy was obtained with various telesgiaprument
poor (i.e., [FgH] ~ —2.0) giants, therefore the line is expectedombinations (see Tdl. 2). The candidates were mostly whder
to be detected in the HES spectra of such stars. For statistion programs aiming at the identification of targets for high-
studies such as the determination of the halo MDF it is tlhoeeef resolution spectroscopy of the most metal-poor stars. elghe
necessary to obtain follow-up spectroscopy also ofafie- can-  observing strategy adopted for the follow-up observatieasto
didates, because otherwise a color-related bias wouldthe in observe the brightest and best candidates (i.e., candidetses
duced. Furthermore, the assignment of classes to the @adidmpca andunid) first.
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Fig.4. Pairs of KP and HP2 measurements for the same star in spétaiaed with diferent telescopistrument combinations.
Note that some of the estimates®fdisplayed in the panels are influenced by a number of outliers robust estimates would
yield smaller values.

In the follow-up spectra, we measured the KP index as welsing the method of Beers et al. (1999). Since the publicatio
as the HP2 index of Hland the GP index for the G-band of CHof that paper, the algorithm was improved mainly by inclgdin
(see Beers et dl. 1999 for the definition of these indices)efVhmore calibration stars, which results in better coveragb®fel-
multiple spectra for a star were available, 8@-weighted av- evant stellar parameter space, and in particular in a bettear-
erage of the individual line index measurements was adoptede of the low-[FgH] region.

[Fe/H] was determined from the adopted HP2 and KP indices
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The quality of the spectra (i.eR ~ 2000 and a typicab/N
of 20 per pixel in the continuum near the Ca K line) allowed the
easy identification and rejection of emission-line and otpe-
culiar” objects (e.g., galaxies, or objects with continsispectra,
such as cool, helium-rich white dwarfs). It has been shown by
Cohen et al.(2005) that CH lines present in the continuundgan
of the KP and HP2 indices lead to a systematic underestima-
tion of these indices, resulting in systematically too |dve/H]
values. Hence, we also excluded from this study all stark wit
GP > 6A. Since the fraction of carbon-enhanced stars among
metal-poor stars increases as the metallicity decreases€s.,
Cohen et al. 2005; Lucatello et'al. 2006), the rejection afsst
with strong G-bands might lead to a bias against low-metali
stars. However, since only 90 stars, or 5% of the 1771 obderve
stars, were rejected due to this reason, the possibideteon
our sample is only minor. We also note that the three curentl
known ultra metal-poor stars (i.e., stars with [Fé < —4.0; see
Sect[4 below), all of which have large overabundances of car
bon, are not rejected by this criterion, since their GP iesliare
smaller than 6 A. In total, 133 stars were rejected, leaviB@gl

Homogeneous abundance analyses based on high-resolution
spectra are available for 112 of the confirmed candidates in
our sample. The spectra were taken with YUVES (87
stars), KecHIRES (23 stars) or Magell@MIKE (2 stars). The
abundance analyses were performed by Barklem et al. (2005),
Cohen et al.|[(2004), Cohen et al. (2006), Cohenletal. (2008),
and Cohen (unpublished). F[g. 5 compares the iron abundance
determined in the course of these analyses/{ffggn-res) to the
moderate-resolution follow-up results ([fFd]ned-res)- NO Sig-
nificant trends or fisets are present, and therlscatter around

Fig.5. Comparison of determinations of [ from moderate- a regression line of the combined test sample is 0.3dex. We
resolution follow-up spectra with results based on highence conclude that the accuracy of [A&pneq.res fOr our sam-
resolution spectroscopy. Upper panel: 87 stars observéd wile is+0.3 dex. We note that the accuracy can be increased espe-
VLT/UVES (Barklem et all_ 2005). Lower panel: 23 stars okzially for the cooler stars by using CCD photometry rathamth

served with KecHIRES and two with MagellgMIKE; anal-

B - V colors predicted from the Hindex HP2 when deriving

yses carried out by Cohen ef al. (2004), Cohenletal. (200f)e/H]neqd-res However, CCD photometry is not yet available

Cohen et &l (2008), and Cohen (2008, unpublished).

for all stars of our sample.

To increase the accuracy of the determination of the shape of
the low-metallicity tail of the MDF, we replaced [Ad]ned-res
with [Fe/H]high-res Where available. [FeH]pighres Values are

Since the stars of our sample were observed with many telgailable for 27 of the 76 stars at [Ffé] meares < —3.0, and five

scopginstrument combinations, it is important to verify thabut of the six with [FéH]meq.res < —3.5. The [F&Hlhign_res Val-
there are no systematidisets between the measurements @fes were taken from the references above and from Cayrel et al
the line indices in spectra taken atfférent telescopes. Such(2004) for HE 03055442, a re-discovery of CS 22968-014
offsets could occur, for example, if the CCD response CUNVEFe/H]high-res = —3.56). The sixth star at [Féd]med res < 3.5
would strongly vary from instrument to instrument in the wav in our sample for which a [Fé]ign_res €Stimate is available has
length ranges in which the line and continuum bands of thee/H], 4 s = —4.2. A VLT/UVES spectrum exists for this

indices are measured. For this reason, a number of candi

8, and a preliminary abundance analysis confirms thatténe

metal-poor stars were intentionally re-observed fiedent tele- has a metallicity close to or slightly below [Ad] = —4.0. Due
scopes. Furthermore, in most of the observing campaiges; spo the preliminary nature of this result, we do not show tfitad

tra of a few metal-poor standards (e.g., G 64-12, HD 1402

intin Fig[5.

or CD -38 245) as well as metal-poor radial-velocity standards

were secured. In Fig.]4, we show comparisons of the KP and

HP2 indices measured in spectra taken with all relevant tele construction of the observed MDF

scopginstrument combinations. In total, 315 pairs of measure-

ments are available. No systematitsets between the measurein order to investigate potential selection biases givea th
ments can be seen. However, the scatter of the measuremenéslopted follow-up observation strategy, it is instructivecom-
spectra obtained with the UK Schmidt and the fibre-fed multpare the MDFs derived from stars of the individual candidate
object spectrograph 6dF are about a factor two larger thaseth classes and in fferent magnitude ranges. For the purpose of in-
of the other telescopiestrument combinations. This can be atvestigating the possible presence of a bias caused by thih&c

tributed to the fact that sky subtraction is moréidult for the

the brightest stars were observed first, we divided the f&ElEH

6dF spectra, since only a few fibers were dedicated to meassaenple, as well as the subsamples of the four candidatesslass
the sky background, and furthermore the sky brightness tmighto a bright 8 < 16.7) and a faint B > 16.7) half, respectively.
have varied over the*@liameter field of view of the instrument. The results are shown in Figl. 7.
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Fig.6. Fraction of the stars in the HES sample for which
moderate-resolution follow-up spectroscopy exists agtfan
of B magnitude.

In the upper right panel it can be seen that the faint can
didates are over-represented in the classd. The reason is
that the visual classification for fainter candidates, \Whiave
lower quality HES spectra, was morefuiult. The bright- and
faint-star [F¢H] distributions of the other candidate classes, as
well as the total sample, appear very similar to one anotiigs.
is quantitatively confirmed for thepca andunid subsets by
means of a Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test of the null hypoth-
esisHg that the bright and faint subsets of the stars belonginc
to these candidate classes were drawn from the same pasent d
tribution, against the alternative hypothesls that they were
not drawn from the same parent distribution. We chose afsigni
cance level ofr = 0.01; i.e.,Hy is rejected if the probability of
occurence of the test statistic (i.e., in case of the KS-sthe
maximum distance between the cumulative probability ithistr
tions of the two samples), givety, is smaller than 0.01. The
result of the KS-test for the bright and faint stars of thessés
mpca andunid arep = 0.82 andp = 0.21, respectively; i.e.,

Number

Number

~

Ho can clearly not be rejected in these cases. However, for ths

other two classes, the probabilities are considerablylonaag-
ing from 0.0046 fipcb) to 0.073 fipcc). For the full sample
(i.e., all candidate classes combined), the probabiliy.@928;
that is, the distributions of the bright and faint subsarsplier
significantly from each other. It would hence be desirablto-
struct the halo MDF from the bright and faint samples sepérat
However, in this case the sample sizes would be too small t
draw any conclusions, in particular about the low-metdjlitail
of the MDF. Therefore, we decided to construct the halo MDF
from the full sample. We note that the relative fraction of ob
served stars does not exhibit any strong biases towardst!larig
faint stars (see Fifl 6), thus the sample from which we caoostr
the MDF should at least be representative for halo starsan th
magnitude range 138 B < 17.5.

As can be seen in Figl 8, the fraction of stars atfffe< —3.0
is highest among thepca candidates (i.e., 7 %), and signifi-
cantly lower in the other classes (i.e., 3-4%). That is, th2FM
of mpca candidates is biased towards lower metallicities. KS-
tests show that the null hypothedds that subsamples of dif-
ferent candidate classes were drawn from the same paréni dis
bution can clearly not be rejected for neighbouring clagses,

p = 0.34 forunid versusupcb), while Hg can be rejected at high Fig. 8. Metallicity distribution of the HES sample of 1638 stars,
significance when more distant classes are compared to editided by candidate class. In the upper left corner of eactep
other (e.g.p = 1.7- 107 for mpca versusnpcc). These tests and the number of stars with [Bd] < —3.0 and the percentage of
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the bias of the candidates of classca towards low metallic- such stars within each candidate class is indicated.

7

ity demonstrate that the candidate classificatifiaatively sep-
arated the “good” from “bad” candidates. Hig. 8 also showas th
the number of false positives (i.e., stars at/He> -2.5) is
considerably higher among tigcc candidates. However, this
contamination does nottact our study, because we are mainly
concerned with the low-metallicity tail of the MDF.
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Fig.7. Comparison of the MDFs of the brighB(< 16.7) and faint B > 16.7) subsamples for each of the four candidate classes
(upper four panels) as well as for the combined candidat@katiower left panel). At the top left of each panel, the nembf
candidates belonging to the bright and faint sample, resedy; is listed; at the top right, the mean [ of the samples is given.

Table 3. The MDF of the Galactic halo field stars as constructed froemsample of 1638 HES with available spectroscopic
follow-up observations, by means of scaling to the full ddate sample of 3439 stars (for details see text). Note tired proper
comparison with the MDFs predicted by theoretical modeithe MDFs of other stellar populations, the selectificeency of the
HES as a function of [Fel] and B — V), must be taken into account (see Tab. 4). Note also that theddEfle is increasingly
contaminated with thin- and thick-disk stars as/Hleapproaches.0.

[FeH] | -450 -430 -410 -390 -370 -350 -330 -310 -290 -270 -250 -230 -210
N 0 0 2 0 0 12 45 73 160 198 281 337 399

[FeH] | -190 -170 -150 -130 -110 -090 -070 -050 -030 -0.10 +0.10 +0.30 +0.50
N 313 231 229 209 308 268 178 109 45 33 3 6 0
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In order to properly take into account the stars of our cand L Rarklom et all (@oosy |4 TTTTITTTEIET
date sample for which no spectroscopic follow-up obseovesti 1E_ HES sample
exist, we constructed MDFs from the observed sample of sta
in the following two ways. First, we computed separate MDF.
for each of the candidate classes and scaled them such ¢hat
correctrelative fraction of stars is produced when the swated
MDFs are coadded; i.e., the scaling factors listed in thtecials
umn of Tab[dL were applied. Secondly, we assigned to eacleoft £
1942 stars in the full candidate sample lacking follow-upeib
vations the [FH] of a randomly selected star of the same candi
date class for which a follow-up spectrisavailable. We also 0.01 ;
randomly rejected stars with a too strong G-band and “paculi e
stars according to the probabilities determined from tmepda ||% T T
for which follow-up observations exist. In this way, a saspf 5 —45 -4 -35 -3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0
3439 stars with the correct relative fraction of the cantidaf [Fe/H]
the four classes was created.

ction

0.1

Fig.10. Comparison of the MDF constructed from the HES
sample (solid line) with that of the HERES sample analysed by
 ——————— Barklem et al.|(2005, grey dotted line). The latter sampleiis
scaled (factor) ased against stars at [f4] > —3.0, because most stars at higher
—scaled (random) metallicity were intentionally removed due to the scientesa
of that survey.

5. The shape of the halo MDF

s
;g 0.1 =
§ - i A prominent feature in both of the scaled MDFs is a sharp drop
- C ] at[FgH] ~ -3.6 (see Fig[B); in our (scaled) sample, only
L {1 two out of 3439 stars have [Ad] < —3.6. Such a drop was
0.01 also recognized by Norris (1999), and it has been seen in the

HamburgESO R-process Enhanced star Survey (HERES; see
1 Fig. 2 of|Barklem et al. 2005 and our Fig.]110). It reflects the
Aot ol fact thatt only very few stars at [fid] < 3.6 were found in
' ‘ [Fe/H] ' ' projects aiming at the identification and detailed studyhe t

lowest metallicity stars of the Galactic halo, despite thesid-

Fig.9. Comparison of the MDFs constructed from the HES samarable &ort expended to find them (see, e.g., Cohen &t al.|2008,

ple by means of random scaling and co-addition of the cldass-wand references therein).

MDFs (solid black line) and scaling by factors (grey dotied).

_|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||_
"""" Ryan & Norris (1991)

1000 HES sample

The MDFs produced by these two methods are expected
be very similar to each other, because in each of them, tkscla
wise MDFs are scaled and then added to produce the final MD
only the scaling methods are slightlyfidgirent. Indeed, as can be
seen in Fig[P, the results do nofffér significantly from each
other. Ay?-test of the null hypothesdd, that the two samples 2 [
are drawn from the same distribution yields a probabilitpef 10 :

1.0; i.e.,Hp can very clearly not be rejected. We adopt the MDF §
constructed by means of scaling the class-wise MDFs by arfaci 3
and adding them up. For this MDF, the numbers of stars in ea g
metallicity bin are listed in TahJ]3. L

Note that we have not corrected the MDF for the fact the -5 -45 -4 -35 -3 25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0
as metallicity decreases, given that the giants becométerig (Fe/H]

and the dwarfs fainter (see Fig. 1), the relative volumeseyted iy 179 comparison of the halo MDF constructed from the HES

in our magnitude limited sample become larger and smader, Sample (histogram) with that bf Ryan & Nofris (1991), scated

spectively. At B — V)o = 0.6, for example, the data of the Yale-,atch the HES MDF in the ranae.4 < [Fe/H] < —2.5 (dotted
Yonsei isochrones (Kim et gl. 2002) for an age of 12 Gyr SUgne). g8.4 < [Fe/H] < -25(

gest that the ratios of volume surveyed at/[Hg= —3 to that at

[Fe/H] = —2 are 3.0 and 0.67 for giants and dwarfs, respectively.

Due to the very small survey volume for dwarfs, no cool main- The shape of the low-metallicity end of the halo MDF could
sequence star has so far been identified in the HES, and the saat be determined precisely by Ryan & Nartis (1991) due the
ple considered in this paper is dominated by giants. Thezeéo limited size of their sample, which contains only four stats
survey volume correction would lead to a reduced relativenu [Fe/H] < —3.4, and none with [F&H] < —4.0. As can be seen
ber of stars at the lowest metallicities. in Fig.[11, in the range-3.4 < [Fe/H] < -2.5 their halo MDF

100

Number
T TT IIIII|
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agrees very well with the HES MDF. In Fig.]11 one can se 1
a disagreement between the two MDFs in the bin centered 1
[Fe/H] = —3.5; i.e., the number of stars at this metallicity in the
sample of Ryan & Norris is higher by about a factor of two a:
compared to the HES sample. Alternatively, the number o$sta
in the range-3.4 < [Fe/H] < -2.5 (i.e., the metallicity range
which has been used to scale the two MDFs onto each otht
are under-represented in the sample of Ryan & Norris, or-ove
represented in the HES sample. Even though the number ef st
at [Fe/H] < —3.4 in both samples is small, theffirence is sig-
nificant. A KS-test of the null hypothedi that the HES sample
and the sample of Ryan & Norris have the same parent distrib ;
tion at [FQIH] < =25 ylelds a prObablllty Ofp = 00087' i'e" 0 Co bbby i L1 1|1\1\11“I~1‘1T17|TA
Ho must (barely) be rejected if = 0.01 is chosen. The proba- -4 35 -3 -25 -2 -15 -1
bility increases to 0.0091 if the two stars at [F§ < —4.0 are [Fe/H]
excluded from the HES sample. The reason for the discrepancy ) ) )
is currently unclear, but one might speculate that it isteelao  Fig. 12. Selection function for HES metal-poor candidates of
the kinematic selection of the sample of Ryan & Norris/and (B—V)o = 0.5,0.7, and 10, as determined from a simulated sam-
a larger fraction of stars belonging to the outer halo pajra Ple of stars following the MDF predicted by the Simple Model o
being present in the HES sample. Galqctlc chemical evolution (Searle & Sargent 1972; Harkwi
Another feature of the halo MDF is a lightly populatedlgn’)-
tail extending to [FgH] < -5.0. The evidence for this fea-
ture from our (scaled) sample alone is weak, since it con-
tains only two stars at [Fel]] < —3.6, and none at [Fel] < [Fe/H] values are then converted into pairs of KP aBd-{/)o by
-4.3. However, currently some ten stars with [Hg < -3.6 inverting the calibrations of Beers et al. (1999). Then, lzsaumn-
have published abundance analyses based on high-resoluple was selected such that it follows the distributionBa-{/)o of
spectroscopy (see Tab. 4 bf Beers & Christlieb 2005 for the HES sample (see Fig. 1). Taking into account the didtdbu
recent review), including three additional stars at/fe < in (B—V)o is important because the shape of the selection func-
-4.0: HE 13272326 ([F¢H] = -5.4; |[Frebelet all 2005; tion is determined bykp, 0s-v, and the gradient of [FEl] in
Aoki et alll2006; Frebel et al. 2006a), HE 01&240 ([FeH] = the KP versusB - V), parameter space (see Fig. 4 of Paper IV);
-5.3; [Christlieb et al.. 2002 2004; Bessell et al. 2004), aritivaries with B - V)o, as can be seen in Fig.]12.
HE 05574840 ([FgH] = —4.8;INoarris et al. 2007). These three  The reader will note that we have excluded stars with
stars are not part of our sample due to a variety of reasofB.— V)o < 0.5 from our sample, which in principle will af-
HE 13272326 is part of the bright HES metal-poor sample corfect the relative proportions of dwarfs admitted to our skmp
sisting of stars above a saturation threshold (Frebel[@0@6b), as a function of [F&H]. In practice, however, this is not a se-
while only unsaturated point sources entered the samplaiof trious efect if we restrict our abundance range to abundances
work. HE 01075240 was selected in a previous version of thig-e/H] < —2.0. Consideration of the Yale-Yonsei isochrones for
candidate selection which was slightly less restrictivantthe an age of 12 Gyr, and for the Salpeter mass functioa (.35),
one we use here; as a result, this star misses the selectwfi cishows that the percentages of dwarfs with V) < 0.5 rel-
of 3.9 A for its HES 8- V) colour of 06 mag by 0.1 A (i.e., the ative to all main-sequence stars with mass greater that\d:40
KP index measured in the HES spectrum is 4.0 A). And finallare 4, 13, 19, 22, 24, and 24 for [f4] = -1.0, -1,5, -2.0,
HE 0557-4840 is located on one of the 50 HES plates which are2.5, —3.0, and-3.5, respectively. That is to say, the proportion
not considered here. In conclusion, for an accurate determiof excluded dwarfs is relatively constant for [fF§ < -2.0.
tion of the shape of the MDF at [[Fe] < —4.0 it is required to The next step in the procedure of converting theoretical
compile even larger statistically complete samples of tygaar MDFs into an MDF as it would be observed in the HES was to
stars. add random Gaussian errors with standard deviations aogprd
to the known measurement uncertaintg®, og_v in the HES
to KP and B—V)p assigned to each star. Finally, the/ K&-V)o
6. Comparison between theoretical MDFs and the selection criterion was applied to the simulated sampldarks
halo MDF The [F¢H] distribution of the selected stars is the MDF as it
would be observed in the HES.
In a comparison of the observed MDF with MDFs predicted by For the convenience of the reader, we list in Tab. 4 and show
theoretical models, one has to take into account the motidita in Fig. [I2 the HES metal-poor star selection function as de-
of the shape of the MDF by the selection of metal-poor candiermined with a simulated sample of stars following the MDF
dates employed in the HES. In particular, uncertaintigsand predicted by the Simple Model of Galactic chemical evoltio
os-v Of the measurements of the KP index @V in the HES  (Searle & Sargent 1972; Hartwlck 1976). That model assumes
spectra result in a scatter of stars with flfe > —2.5 into the that a fiducial “closed box” of primordial gas is enriched bigs
sample, and stars with [A¢] < —2.5 out of the sample. Each cessive stellar generations. Further model assumpti@nthat
theoretical MDF under investigation is therefore conwtitéo (i) the gas is well-mixed at all times (i.e there is a unique-ag
an MDF as it would be observed in the HES, by applying th@etallicity relation for the stars formed from that gas) éijdhe
metal-poor star selection criteria used in the HES. stellar initial mass function (IMF) does not change with ¢im
The first step in the conversion of a theoretical MDF is th&nalytical solutions can only be obtained if it is assumeat th
simulation of a sample of stars with a distribution in [Heac- the evolutionary timescales of the enriching stars areilleg|
cording to that of the theoretical MDF under investigatibhe (the so-called Instantaneous Recycling ApproximatiorRa)l
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Table 4. Selection function for HES metal-poor candidates ir Simple Model (Hartwick 1976)
the colour range 8 < (B - V)p < 1.0, as determined from a Simple Model (Hartwick 1976) as of
simulated sample of stars following the MDF predicted by thi 1000 L HES sample
Simple Model of Galactic chemical evolutian (Searle & Sange
1972 Hartwick 1976).

HES

100

Selected fraction ag - V), z
[FerH] 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
-405 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
-395 0958 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 10
-385 1.000 0.962 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
-375 0961 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
-365 0.982 0.987 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1
-355 0954 0.991 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
-345 0920 0.991 0.997 0.996 1.000 1.000 w5 45 -4 -35 -3 [F‘f/'zl T2 715 -1 -05 0
-335 0924 0.979 0.993 0.996 0.997 1.000
-325 0901 0976 0989 0991 098 1.000 Fjg 13 Comparison of the MDF of a Simple Model with
:g(l)g 8'2% g'gi’g 8'823 8'322 83% g'gg; Vet = —1.7 (black line) with the MDF constructed from the HES
595 0744 0869 0928 0908 0900 0949 sample (histogram). The grey line illustrates how the MDhef
285 0668 0801 0879 0852 0839 0918 Simple Model would be observed in the HES. For the compari-
_275 0563 0.700 0812 0768 0.743 0.822 Sonbetween the theoretical model and the observationstiusl
_265 0455 0583 0.715 0658 0.617 0.709 greylineinthe metallicity range below [A¢] ~ —2.0 should be
-255 0.340 0.457 0592 0537 0.488 0573 taken into account, because at higherfHjghe HES sample is
-245 0.232 0.337 0.462 0.406 0.364 0.433 contaminated with thin- and thick-disk stars.
-235 0.140 0.234 0.331 0.297 0.264 0.318
-225 0.075 0.149 0.222 0.203 0.187 0.217

:gég 8:8% 8:822 8(1)38 8%3(1) 835; 818(2) such that it matches the observed MDF in this range, a large

_195 0.004 0021 0043 0048 0058 o0.070 deficit of the number of observed stars in the rang0 <
~185 0.001 0.009 0.022 0028 0.041 0051 [Fe/H] <-20 withrespecttothe Simple Model would result. It
-1.75 0.000 0.003 0.011 0.017 0.028 0.036 is also neither possible to reproduce with the Simple Mddel t
-165 0.000 0.001 0.006 0.010 0.020 0.028 sharp drop of the observed MDF at [fr§ = —3.6, nor the tail
-155 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.006 0.015 0.021 at [Fe/H] < -3.6.
-145 0.000 0.000 0001 0.004 0.010 0.017 Prantzds [(2003) developed a modification of the Simple
jgg 8'888 8'888 8'881 8'882 8'88‘71 g'gég Model, which includes early infall, and later outflow of gése
_115 0000 0000 0000 0001 0002 o008 |RA is also relaxed in his model. Prantzos (2007) suggesizd t
105 0000 0000 0000 0001 0001 0004 Sincethe haloofthe Galaxy has beenassembled by merging of a
_095 0.000 0000 0.000 0000 0000 o0.000 largenumber offragments,the MDF of the Galactic halo can be
_085 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0.000 Seen as the sum of the MDFs of these fragments. In his model,
the chemical evolution histories of each of the fragmenés ar
still described by the Simple Model, using the observed mass
Such solutions can be generically obtained in the case okadl metallicity relation of dwarf galaxies to derive individuettec-
box, and in some particular cases of outflow (gas loss from tiee yields. The halo MDF is then produced by integratingrove
box) and infall (gas flows into the box). Since the IRA turns o mass function of the fragments determined in numerical sim
to be a very good approximation for elements ejected by wvassilations. The MDFs of the models of (Pranizos 2003, 2007) are
stars, those analytical solutions can provide a powerhlifir  shown in Fig[1b. Both MDFs match the HES MDF well in the
the study of Galactic systems. range-3.5 < [Fe/H] < —-2.5 and at [F¢gH] ~ —4.0, but the sharp

In the framework of the Simple Model, the shape of the MDRrop at [F¢H] ~ —3.6 is not predicted by them.
can be described in terms of a unique parameter, the “yield”, The next set of models that we consider are those of
which is the ratio of the mass of newly-created metals to ti&alvadori et al.[(2007), who reconstruct the merger treéhef t
mass locked in long-lived stars and stellar remnants. Ehis i Milky Way with a semi-analytic approach including a chemi-
very useful parametrization, because it is independetio$tar cal evolution code. A free parameter in this model is theczit
formation history of the system (the major unknown in Gatactmetallicity for low-mass star formatioZ.,. As can be seen in
evolution studies). In the closed box model the yield degenfig.[14, the model wittz,, = 1034 Z, reproduces the drop of
only on the IMF (referred to as the “true yield”), while in thethe observed MDF at [F&l] ~ 3.6 rather well. However, the
case of gaseous flows (infall and outflow) it depends also@in thmodel predicts that no stars at [fFi§ < —3.6 should exist, while
magnitude; this “Bective yield”,yer, is always smaller than the there are two such stars in our sample, and for about ten addi-
true yield. It turns out that the MDF peaks at a metallicityialy tional stars in this metallicity range abundance analyses®d
to the dfective yield; this simple result allows one to determinen high-resolution spectroscopy have been published @eedT
the dfective yield and to constrain the underlying physics (IMRf the review of Beers & Christlieb 2005).
outflow rate, etc.) The Salvadori et al. model with,, = 10-*%Z, matches the

In Fig.[13, we compare the MDF of a Simple Model wittHES MDF at [F¢H] ~ —4.0, but disagrees in the rangd.0 <
Vet = —1.7 with the MDF observed in the HES. The HES MDHFe/H] < -3.6, where~ 30-70 stars are predicted, but none are
shows an excess of stars in the rang5 < [Fe/H] < —3.0. presentin our sample. The model wigg = 0 over-predicts the
Alternatively, if the MDF of the Simple Model would be scalechumber of stars in this metallicity range even more strorayig
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Salvadori (2007) Prantzos (2003)
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Fig. 16. Comparison of the halo MDF constructed from the HES

sample with the MDF predicted by the stochastic chemical en-
richment model of Karlssomn (2006).

it greatly over-predicts that number of stars at/[Hg< —-4.0, as
already discussed by Salvadori et al. (2007).

Finally, we compare in Fid. 16 the HES MDF with that pre- To quantify our comparisons of the HES MDF with those
dicted by the stochastic chemical enrichment model of Isaris predicted by the theoretical models discussed above, we car
(2006). While the model matches the HES MDF at/IHe ~ ried out KS-tests of the null hypothesks that the HES sam-
—4.0, and predicts the tail at [FEl] < —4.0 that is known to ple and the individual samples simulated according to thé=s1D
exist from additional stars published in the recent literatthe of the models were drawn from the same parent distribution,
drop of the observed MDF at [[FEl] ~ —3.6 is not presentin the at a significance level o = 0.01. The tests were restricted
theoretical MDF. to [Fe/H] < -3.0, because we are mainly concerned with the
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shape of the low-metallicity tail of the MDF. The result okth Table 5. Cumulative halo MDF for [F&H] < —2.0 as observed
tests are thatly can not be rejectedp(= 0.063) only in the case in the HES (column “Raw”), and corrected for the selectifiiz e
of the Salvadori et al. model faf,, = 10°34Z,. However, we ciency of the survey (columns 3-5). For details see text.
note that the statistical test of Kuiper (1962), which adaug

tolPress et all (1992) is more sensitive than the KS-testiterdi [FeH] Raw (B - V), adopted for correction
ences at the ends of the two distributions under comparisan ( Star 05 10

at the lowest and highest metallicities), yields= 6.5 - 107%; —430 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00
i.e., if this test is employeddo would be rejected at high signifi- -4.25 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00
cance. All other models considered yieldeet 1073, regardless -420 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.00
of which of the two tests were applied. -415 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00

-410 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
-4.05 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00

7. Comparison of the halo field star MDF with that _400 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00

of other stellar populations -3.95 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00

. ) . -390 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
It is of great interest to compare the halo MDF with the MDF -3.85 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
found for other stellar populations, in particular for thestem -3.80 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
of Galactic globular clusters (hereafter GCs) and for ttaesst -375 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
in dwarf spheroidal (dSph) galaxies. Since the most medal-p -370 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
Galactic GC has [Fel] ~ —2.5, we need to establish whether or -365 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00

-360 0.0013 0.0001 0.0003 0.00
-355 0.0063 0.0005 0.0014 0.00
-350 0.0063 0.0005 0.0014 0.00

not there is a real deficit of GCs at lower Fe-metallicitiemeo
pared to the halo field.

For a proper comparison of the HES MDF with that of other _345 00094 0.0007 0.0022 0.00
stellar populations, it is mandatory that the selectiorcfiom of _340 00125 00009 0.0029 0.00
the HES, as listed in Tabl 4, be taken into account. The values -335 0.0150 0.0011 0.0035 0.00
in that table can be used to correct the observed MDF for the -330 0.0201 0.0015 0.0046 0.00
selection of metal-poor candidates employed in the HESs Thi -325 0.0263 0.0019 0.0060 0.00
is particularly important at [Fel] > —2.5, where the corrections -3.20 0.0370 0.0028 0.0085 0.00
are large, because typically less than half of the starscinaky -315 0.0489 0.0037 0.0112 0.00
picked up by the HES. Note that this incompleteness is irgénd -310  0.0577 0.0044  0.0132 0.00

-3.05 0.0759 0.0058 0.0174 0.00
-3.00 0.0828 0.0063 0.0190 0.00
-295 0.1078 0.0084 0.0250 0.01

because the main aim of the search for metal-poor stars with
the HES is to identify stars with [[Ad] < —3.0. Therefore, the

selection of candidate metal-poor stars was designed $ath t 290 01279 00102 00298 0.01
as many stars at [Ad] > —3.0 as possible are rejected, while 285 01567 00129 00369 0.01
maintaining a high degree of completeness afHife< —3.0 -280 0.1868 0.0158 0.0445 0.01
(see Christlieb et al. 2008 for details). -275 0.2232 0.0196 0.0543 0.01

For a star of a given [F7&l], the corrections are also a func- -270 0.2589 0.0238 0.0646 0.02
tion of B — V color, being higher (more likely for a star to be -2.65 0.2652 0.0246 0.0665 0.02
included in the HES) for redder stars. The variation over the -260 03179 0.0319 0.0838 0.02
B — V color range of the HES sample can, in extreme cases at ~ —255 0.3348 0.0346 0.0901 0.02

-250 0.3611 0.0395 0.1010 0.03
-245 0.4088 0.0498 0.1242 0.03
-240 0.4815 0.0680 0.1650 0.05

the higher metallicities, correspond to a variation of adaof
8 in selection #iciency (see, e.g., the line for [F4] = -1.951in

Tab.[3). B

For our comparison with the MDF of the Galactic GCs we _ggg 82%3 82835 8%2?1 8:82
adopt the [FAH] values from the current version of the on- _225 0.6213 0.1288 0.2756 0.10
line database of Harris (1996). The values for M15 and for —220 0.6796 0.1725 0.3413 0.14
NGC 7099 were updated with small corrections based on de- -215 0.7605 0.2657 0.4522 0.22
tailed abundance analyses carried out by J. Cohen and <ollab -210 0.8031 0.3371 0.5226 0.29
orators (Cohen & Huang, in preparation; Cohen, Melendez & -205 0.8859 0.5323 0.6851 0.49
Huang, in preparation). The HES is (intentionally) incogtpl -200 0.9298 06759 0.7922 0.64

for [Fe/H] > —-2.0, so we only consider the set of GCs with —195 10000 1.0000 1.0000 1.00

[Fe/H] < —1.95, which contains only 16 clusters. We note that
many analyses have shown that the Galactic GCs exhibit the
same behaviour of abundance ratios (such as the increaseadbur (Christlieb et al. 2008). Simulations suggest that &
[Ca/Fe] with decreasing [FEl]) as the halo stars (e.g., Fig. 23sample with more accurate [f§ determinations, such as the
of|Cohen et al. 2004) as do the halo stars. Thus, the conversigalactic GCs, the maximumftiérence in the cumulative distri-
between a Ca line index and [fF§ adopted by the HES should bution up to [F¢H] ~ —2.0 compared to that given in T 4
be appropriate for Galactic GCs stars as well. is small and does not exceed théelience between the various
Fig.[I7 shows the cumulative MDF from the HES sampleorrected cumulative MDFs given in columns 3 to 5 of thateabl
and for the Galactic GC system. The raw MDF and that cor- The solid, middle line in Figl_17 corresponds to the case
rected for the selectiorfigciency of the HES, given in Tahl 4, arewhere corrections according to the dereddeBedV color of
shown. Note that the selectioffieiency takes into account theeach individual star of the HES sample have been appliedeSin
uncertainties for [F&1] which result from the uncertainties ofthese corrections are themselves uncertain, two otheantarare
the measurement of KP anB+{ V) from HES spectra, which re- shown in this figure, and listed in T4H. 5, to indicate the pote
sultinore/ny between 0.2dex and 1.0 dex, depending®a¥) tial impact of the choice oB — V color on the corrections. The
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— ‘ ‘ ‘ there is little or no evidence for recent star formation aod f
which suitable samples are available. There are two additio
issues that arise in a comparison of the stellar populatidineo
dSph galaxies with the Galactic halo MDF. The first is thas¢he
metallicities are derived from line indices which measure t
strength of the Ca infrared triplet (CaT) in moderate-resoh
spectra. The conversion from a Ca abundance to a Fe abundance
is a crucial issue, since the dSph stellar population gtesdmbws

a different trend of [Cére] versus [F&H] than does the Galactic
halo (see, e.g., Geisler et al. 2005 or Monaco et al. |200Th, wi
[Ca/Fe] being smaller at a given Fe-metallicity in dSph galaxies
as compared to GCs and the halo field. The second is how the
sample to be observed spectroscopically in the dSph isteelec

If, e.g., an equal number of stars in each color bin is chosen t
probe the full range of color across the upper RGB in a dSgh, th
sample may be biased in metallicity, because the positidheof
upper RGB in the color-magnitude diagram depends ofHFe
Instead, a representative subset of stars reflecting tioe dis-
tribution of the stars on the RGB should be chosen.

Bearing these caveats in mind, we have constructed the cu-
mulative MDF for several dSph galaxies. Given the larger-sam
ples of very low-metallicity stars in these galaxies as com-
pared to the limited number of such low metallicity Galactic
GCs, we have normalized the dSph MDFs to /g = -2.3.

The selection &iciency of the HES over this lower metallicity
-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2 range will be higher (i.e. closer to 1.0) and not vary as much
than is the case over the regime we needed to consider for the
[Fe/H] (dex) Galactic GCs. The MDFs for Draco and for Ursa Minor (top
. . . row in Fig.[1I8) are based on the database of Winnick (2003).
'::r:g.liés((:gz;nslﬁfg\llﬁ\ el\)/lDaiéo\/rviEEﬂc-'o]rchtTozr.\% ?osr ?hbesﬂéesdslgl She megslured. CaT line strengths from spectra obtained with
tion efficiency applied (’solid lines). Threeftirent ways of ap- &he multi-fiber instrument Hydra at the WIYN telescope. Her

\ . L X - sample is selected from radial-velocity members with noatret
pIy|n_g .the.correcnons are shown 10 illustrate their uriedy: licity bias. Winnick calibrates a relation between both fd]a
Multlph_cauon of the observed metal-.po_or star counts vilie and [FeHj and CaT from observations of GC giants, making
corrections forB-V)o = 1.0 (upper solid line), theg-V)ocolor " wampt 1o take into account theffidience in the behavior
appropriate for each |nd|V|dyaI star in the HES sample K.th'cof [Cg/Fe] with [FgH] in these two stellar populations. We use
m]'g)dl_%'gi)u’;ﬁgﬂgﬁgg%ﬁﬂzfggg[\Qg]lo_'i ggvivse;sg\l/:/% her [C&H](CaT) values in the figure (solid points). The de-
by filled circles. It agrees well with that of the halo field rsté tailed abundance analyses lof Cohen & Huang (2009) suggest

, X . X that [F&H] ~ [Ca/H](CaT, Winnick) — 0.2 for Draco giants;
the selection iciency corrections are applied. this yields the open circles in the Draco panel of FEig. 18. The

(constant) ffset arises primarily from the lower [(Fée] seen
among dSph giants as compared to GC giants, and includes any

first adopts the corrections for the blu@t V color of Tab[#, error in the calibration adopted by Winnidk (2003). The MDF
which are always the smallest, while the the second usesthator Draco, with 24 stars at [Fe] < —2.3 (nine of which have
the reddesB - V color of Tab[4, which are always the largest.[Ca/H] < —2.3), and for UMi, agree reasonably well with the

Fig.[I7 shows that once the selectidfi@ency corrections halo Fe-MDF, once the selectioffieiency of the HES is taken
given Tab[% are applied, the halo field star MDF we deduce hén¢éo consideration.
is a good match to that of the Galactic GCs. Instead of expgcti  For the Fornax dSph we use the VELAMES+GIRAFFE
roughly 10 % of the sample covering the range/He< -1.95 survey of Battaglia et all (2006) (their Tab. 4). The DARTtea
to have [F¢gH] < —-3.0, we expect only~ 2% to be this metal in this paper converted their measurements of the strerfgth o
deficient, when the selectiofffieiency for the HES is taken into the infrared Ca triplet into Fe-metallicities (filled ciesl) us-
account. At [FgH] < -2.5, the expected fraction decreases frorimg the relation established by Rutledge etlal. (1997), tvhias
50 % to 8 %. Thus, the absence of any GC more metal-poor thedlibrated using globular cluster giants. Battaglia agligpriv.
—2.5dex among a sample of 16 clusters affje< —1.95is not comm.) that their sample should be unbiased with respect to
suprising. metallicity. Although there are only 7 Fornax stars in thepke

A similar situation holds for the stellar population in theof Battaglia et al.|(2006) with [Féd] < —2.3, the left panel of
dSph satellites of the Galaxy. It has been widely claimed,(sé~ig.[I8 shows that the Fornax dSph is clearly deficient in such
e.g. the review by Geisler etial. 2007) that these dSph stellaw metallicity stars relative to the MDF of the halo field rsta
populations show a significant lack of stars with Fe-mati@jli when the HES raw counts are used. Once the selecfimien-
at [FgH] < —3.0. For example, Helmi et al. (2006) make thigies are folded in, the Fornax cumulative MDF at[A§ < —2.3
claim for the four systems for which they assembled the recés much closer to that of the Galactic halo field stars as iiater
sary data; i.e., Carina, Fornax, Sculptor and Sextans. from the HES.

Abundances are now available for large samples of stars in The lower right panel of Fig. 18 shows the cumulative MDF
the nearest dSph galaxies. We concentrate here on those wifrem the combined DART sample for the Carina, Sextans, and

Galactic Globular Clusters vs. HES

0.6

Cumulative prob. dist.
0.4
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Fig.18. Cumulative MDF for Fe/H]< —2.3 as observed in the HES (dashed line), and with correctionth®dHES selection
efficiency applied (solid lines; see the caption of [Figl 17 areltéxt for a detailed explanation). The filled circles indécthe
cumulative MDFs of Ursa Minor (upper left) and Draco (upgght), using the [CAH] values from Winnick|(2003); for Draco we
also show an estimate of the MDF for [F§, assuming that [F&H] = [Ca/H] — 0.2 (open circles). In the lower left panel we show
a comparison of the cumulative MDF for Fornax from Battaglial. (2006). In the lower right panel the combined cumuéati
MDFs of Carina, Sextans, and Sculptor based ofHFealues determined in the DART project (filled circles;shiata was kindly
provided by the DART team) is compared to that of the HES. Bselt adopting the calibration lof Winn|ck (2003) insteastiswn
as the open circles.
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Sculptor dSph galaxies, with [f¢] values kindly supplied by confirm the result (Norris 2009, priv.comm.). Thus, extrgme
the DART project (filled circles). This yields a total sampfe’6 metal-poor stars are present, albeit in small numbers,timthe

stars with [F¢H] < —2.3. Again, once the selectiorfieiencies ultra-faint and classical dSph satellites of the Galaxy.

are folded in, the cumulative MDF for these three dSph gakaxi

at [Fe/H] < —2.3 is much closer to that of the Galactic halo fiel ; ; ;

stars as inferred from the HES than when the raw HES Cou?]St.SDlscussmn and conclusions

are used, but there still appears to be a deficit of stars in #meSect[6 we have shown that a reasonable agreement with the
combined dSph MDF at the lowest metallicity compared to thwverall shape of the HES MDF can be obtained for/He>

HES MDF. —3.6 by most models of Galactic chemical evolution, but only

Battaglia et al.(2008) discussed the accuracy of theireenvthe model of Salvadori et al. witd, = 10734Z; reproduces
sion between Ca triplet line strength and//HE given the difer- the the sharp drop at [R8] ~ —3.6 seen in the HES MDF. The
ence in the behavior of [¢Be] with Fe-metallicity between GCslack of stars at [F#1] < —3.6 is highly significant: The mod-
and dSph populations. Using a comparison of high-dispersiels typically predict that about ten such stars should begmie
abundance analyses with their results from CaT measurementthe HES sample, while only two are found. The significance
for a limited sample of dSph giants, they conclude that their of this discrepancy is reflected in the low probabilities fioe
metallicities are robust to withir0.2 dex. However, as pointed MDFs predicted by the models and the HES MDF having the
out bylCohen & Huarig (2009), there are substantifiedences same parent distribution, as determined by KS-tests. lanesn
between the calibration adopted by the VLT DART project arieh be investigated whether the drop can be reproduced by-modi
that of/Winnick (2003), which suggest that the DART projedying some of the assumptions of the models, or by adding fur-
metallicities are too high for [Fél] < —2.0. Hence, we con- ther ingredients.
verted the DART [F#H] values to those that would have been The HES sample discussed in this paper contains no objects
inferred using the CaT calibration to [fF4 of Winnick (2003), with [Fe/H] < —4.2, but considering the abundance analyses of
combining Eg. 13 of Battaglia etial. (2008) with Eq. 3.5 ofhree additional stars in this metallicity range publisiedhe
Winnick (20038). The results are indicated by the open circlerecent literature, it is obvious that it exists. Howeveharbugh
The application of the CaT calibrationlof Winnick (2003) ket and quantitative comparison with theoretical MDFs has taiaw
DART data produces a better agreement with the HES Galadteger statistically complete and unbiased samples whiclide
halo MDF. While the CaT technique appears to be valid evenrapre stars with [FgH] < —4.0. Such samples will become avail-
[Fe/H] < -2.5 (Starkenburg 2009), the metallicity calibratiorable through new, deeper surveys for metal-poor stars thiat w
needs to be improved in this [F4] range. It is clear from the commence in the near future; in particular, the Southern Sky
above that this issue is crucial in constructing a MDffoEs to  Survey ((Keller et al. 2007) and a survey to be conducted Wih t
validate and improve the calibration are currently undgrima Chinese 4 m Large sky Area Multi-Object fiber Spectroscopic
Starkenbuig (2009) and others. Telescope (LAMOSTI; Zhao et al. 2006).

We thus find that the MDF of the Galactic halo field stars, In the ACDM picture, the Galactic halo was largely built
as derived from the HES, agree reasonably well with thatef tieut of disrupted satellite galaxies. If stars had alreadynfm
Galactic globular cluster system and of the stellar pojuatf ~ within them at the time of accretion, then the MDF of the
the nearest dSph satellites of the Galaxy, when the calioratGalactic halo and of the existing dSph galaxies should agree
for converting infrared Ca triplet line strengths into [Agof at the metal-poor end with regard to the presence of a weak
Winnick (2003) is adopted. This holds over the range/Hle< tail of stars with [FgH] < -3.0. It is thus encouraging for
-2.3, after the selectionféciency corrections to the apparenthe ACDM scenario that our analysis shows better agreement
MDF from the HES have been applied. Howeyertests reveal between the halo MDF and that of the dSph galaxies than
that the diferences between the halo MDF and the MDFs of th#aimed by Helmi et al.. (2006). However, even if this were not
GC system and the dwarf satellites are still highly significa the case, it would not necessarily be a strong contradi¢tion
If the original DART calibrations and [Fe] are valid, adding the ACDM scenario. According to the semi-analytical models
the HES selectionfliciency corrections considerably improvesf [Salvadori et al.|(2008) and Salvadori & Ferrara (2009% th
the agreement in deduced MDF of the dSph galaxies with tNDFs of dSph galaxies canfiir quite significantly from each
Galactic halo field stars, but still leaves a problem at thieelst  other, depending on their individual enrichment histariésnce
metallicities. their MDFs can also be fierent from that of the Galactic halo.

Recently Kirby et al. [(2008,_2009) developed a spectrafin important question remaining to be answered is how the
synthesis technique that does not use the CaT at all. Theylfo¢lemental-abundance ratios of the dSph stars gH[Fe -3.0
15 stars with [F¢H] < —3.0 in seven of the ultra-faint dSphcompare with those of the Galactic halo stars.
galaxies recently discovered by the SDSS. Since all these ve Since the HES and the HK survey are in-situ surveys that
low luminosity galaxies have mean [fF§ values of-1.9dex Predominantly sample the inner-halo population of the @ala
or lower, this is perhaps not surprisifg. Cohen & Huidng (3006vith R < 15kpc), itis mandatory to consider the possibility that
have obtained high resolution spectra of a sample of starsth (for now, poorly studied) outer-halo population of thel&xy
the Draco dSph, one of the more luminous of the dSph satglay indeed contain significant numbers of stars withy tfe<
lites of the Galaxy, and found one star with [F§ < -3.0in —3.6,as might be indicated by the shift of the peak metallicfty o
that dSph, in addition to a Draco giant at [F§ = —2.97 dis- the other-halo stars studied by Carollo etial. (2007) tq'tffe=
covered earlier by Shetrone et al. (1998). In Sculptor, dae s—2.2, a factor of four lower than the peak metallicity of inner-
with [Fe/H] < —3.5 has recently been identified based on higthalo stars. This possibility is being actively pursued bghhi
resolution spectroscopy (Frebel 2009, priv. comm.). l§nai  resolution spectroscopic follow-up of stars that are {ikel be
a sample of 16 radial velocity members of the Bootes | dSpfembers of the outer-halo population, based on their kities)a
Norris et al. (2008) have reported a giant with [A¢ = 3.4, by @ number of groups.
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