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ABSTRACT

We present newdSTfar-UV spectroscopy of two dozen hot evolved stars in NGCR&0massive globular
cluster with a large population of “blue-hook” (BHK) star§.he BHk stars are found in ultraviolet color-
magnitude diagrams of the most massive globular clustdrerethey fall at luminosities immediately below
the hot end of the horizontal branch (HB), in a region of the tHRgram unexplained by canonical stellar
evolution theory. Using new theoretical evolutionary atd@spheric models, we have shown that these sub-
luminous HB stars are very likely the progeny of stars thatargo extensive internal mixing during a late
He-core flash on the white dwarf cooling curve. This flash ngdieads to hotter temperatures and an enor-
mous enhancement of the surface He and C abundances; thtssedmperatures, together with the decrease
in H opacity shortward of the Lyman limit, make the BHk stargbter in the extreme UV while appearing
subluminous in the UV and optical. Our far-UV spectroscopymdnstrates that, relative to normal HB stars
at the same color, the BHk stars of NGC 2808 are hotter andlgmahanced in He and C, thus providing
unambiguous evidence of flash mixing in the subluminous [ation. Although the C abundance in the BHk
stars is orders of magnitude larger than that in the normastdBs, the atmospheric C abundance in both the
BHk and normal HB stars appears to be affected by gravitatigettling. The abundance variations seen in Si
and the Fe-peak elements also indicate that atmosphefisidif is at play in our sample, with all of our hot
subdwarfs at 25,000 K to 50,000 K exhibiting large enhangdgmef the iron-peak elements. The hottest sub-
dwarfs in our BHk sample may be pulsators, given that thdyrfahe temperature range of newly-discovered
pulsating subdwarfs i Cen. In addition to the normal hot HB and BHk stars, we alsaiokdpectra of five
blue HB stars, a post-HB star, and three unclassified stainsumiisually blue UV colors.

Subject headinggylobular clusters: individual (NGC 2808) — stars: atmosphle- stars: evolution — stars:
horizontal branch — ultraviolet: stars

1. INTRODUCTION The existence of these He-rich subpopulations offers the

For decades, globular clusters have served as thefundameﬁ’-pportunti)ty go_ te?]t theolries Olf stellar e\éoluti%n i“d% nehw
tal laboratory for the study of stellar evolution. Theirlityi lreglme, Otb In tde early evo llmorr‘] ogt e Mf anad in tle
arose from the assumption that, within observational error |2t€ stages beyond. For example, the CMDs of massive clus-

each globular cluster appeared to be comprised of stars witH€"S €xhibit unusual characteristics on the horizontahtia
a single age and chemical composition. The subsequent dis{HB). Regardless of metallicity, massive clusters tenddsth

covery that some globular clusters host multiple stellaege  Significant populations of extreme HB (EHB) stars ak >
ations is one of the most exciting developmentsin the stdidy o 2% Oog) K. T?ese EHB stars have extremely thin envelopes
resolved stellar populations. These multiple generatizere =~ (~107°t0 10 M) — the result of extensive mass loss on the
revealed in the color-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) of the most €d-giant branch (RGB). The analogs of the EHB stars in the
massive globular clusters; examples include the double mai field are the subdwarf B (sdB) stars, which produce the *UvV
sequence (MS) i Cen (Anderson 1997) and the triple MS upturn” in the otherwise cool spectra of elliptical galaxie
in NGC 2808 (D’Antona et al. 2005; Piotto et al. 2007). The (Brownetal. 1997; Brown etal. 2008). In general, the HB of a
splitting of the MS in these clusters is thought to be due to high-metallicity cluster will be dominated by red clumprsta
asY ~ 0.4 (Piotto et al. 2005), with these He-rich stars being Stars, although other parameters (such as age, He abupdance
born from the He-rich ejecta of the initial stellar genevati and cluster central density) can play a role in determirtieg t
HB morphology (e.g., Gratton et al. 2010; Dotter et al. 2010;
1 Based on observations made with the NASA/EBAbble Space Tele- ~ FUSi Pecci & Bellazzini 1997). At a fixed cluster age, the
igﬂi’r‘; (gblsle/airéeg 2aé SSSESCL which is operated by AURA, Inc., underSwA (I\j/IS turnloff ér]ass decLeIzasesH throneghw:th m:c:reasmg He abun-
-26555. . o ance, leading to a bluer HB morphology for a given range
M;gfgggﬁgﬁfﬁé’ig&'iﬂf é?;é':g&%g;%?ezﬁn Martin Driadtingore, ot GB mass loss (D'Antona et al. 2002). Because massive
3 Department of Astronomy, University of Maryland, Collegar® MD clusters are more likely to retain the He-rich ejecta from th
20742 _ o . ~initial burst of star formation, He enrichment may expldie t
Laboratoire  Lagrange, UMR7293, Université de Nice Sophia- presence of hot HB stars in those massive clusters that are

@]?é'ﬁgll':hzc@';fc%‘e(abservato"e de la Cote d'Azur, F-063048yiFrance; metal-rich. For example, in NGC 6388 and NGC 6441, the

5 Code 667, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, MEY 20 HB extends to hot temperatures, and slopes upward in opti-

allen.v.sweigart@nasa.gov cal CMDs from the red clump to the top of the blue HB tail
® Steward Observatory, University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ 887  (Rich et al. 1997; Busso et al. 2007), as one would expect if
hubeny@aegis.as.arizona.edu these clusters contained a He-rich subpopulation. The blue

7 Adnet Systems, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbtik A :
20771; wayne.b.landsman@nasa.gov HB morphology of NGC 2808 can be similarly explained by
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an increasing He abundance (frol@8< Y < 0.4) atincreas-  composition of 1-2% C by mass; they argued that this pro-
ing temperature (Dalessandro et al. 2011). In this scenariovided strong evidence of flash mixing in the field population.
the EHB stars would be the progeny of the most He-rich MS Ahmad et al. (2004) subsequently found that PG1544+488
stars. (the archetype of the He-sdB class) is a spectroscopic bi-

Another curiosity in massive clusters is the luminosity-dis nary of two He-sdB stars; under the invalid assumption that
persion of their EHB stars. In seven massive globular clus-flash mixing is a “single star” evolutionary channel, they ar
ters hosting EHB stars, ultraviolet photometry shows thatt gued that binary He-sdB stars present a problem for the flash
EHB terminates in a “blue hook” (BHK) of subluminous stars mixing scenario. However, as we noted above, flash mixing
lying up to ~1 mag below the canonical HB (D'Cruz et al. is in fact a natural outcome of extreme mass loss, and does
2000; Brown et al. 2001; Brown et al. 2010). As discussed not depend upon how this mass loss occurs. Stroeer et al.
by Brown et al. (2001), the most likely explanation for these (2007) noted that the He-sdO stars occupy a narrow temper-
stars is a delayed He-core flash. If the RGB mass loss is largeature range of 40,000 to 50,000 K, and can be significantly
enough, a star can evolve off the RGB and undergo a delayednhanced in C and/or N. Heber & Hirsch (2010) subsequently
He-core flash either as it crosses the HR diagram (known asconcluded that the flash-mixing channel is favored over the
an “early hot flasher”) or as it descends the white dwarf cool- merger channel in the production of those He-sdO stars that
ing curve (known as a “late hot flasher”; Castellani & Castel- are C-rich. However, the ongoing debate regarding therorigi
lani 1993; D'Cruz et al. 1996). Note that this evolutionary of the He-sdO and He-sdB stars is largely due to the uncer-
path doesot assume the star evolves in isolation; although tain placement of these stars in the HR diagram relative to
this evolutionary path is frequently described as “singég s  the canonical EHB — specifically, it hinges upon the accurate
evolution” in the literature, it is in fact driven solely byass measurement of surface gravity and luminosity (cf. Ahmad &
loss, whether it occurs in a single star (e.g., stellar wimals ~ Jeffery 2003; Lanz et al. 2004). Of course, interpretatibn o
in a binary system (e.g., Roche-lobe overflow and mass transan HR diagram constructed from the field population is ham-
fer). Normally the flash convection does not penetrate into pered by uncertainties in distance, reddening, age, agd ori
the envelope, due to the high entropy barrier of the strong H-nal MS chemical composition. In contrast, these uncertsnt
burning shell. However, such penetration is inevitableéf H are largely avoided in a globular cluster population. Beeau
ignites on the white dwarf cooling curve, where the H-bugnin  the BHk populations in the massive globular clusters oleskrv
shell is much weaker. Sweigart (1997) first demonstratetd tha by Brown et al. (2010) are confined to luminosities immedi-
a flash on the white dwarf cooling curve will mix the H-rich ately below the hot end of the zero-age HB, it seems clear that
envelope into the stellar interior, thereby greatly enlivamc  white dwarf mergers cannot play a role in the formation of
the surface He, C and possibly N abundances. This resulthese stars. If mergers were important, one would expect to
was subsequently confirmed by detailed calculations of thefind BHk stars with larger masses and therefore brighter lu-
flash-mixing phase by Cassisi et al. (2003) and Miller Berto- minosities than the luminosity of the canonical EHB. No such
lami et al. (2008). Brown et al. (2010) demonstrated thahflas stars are observed. Most likely, the field population of idB-s
mixing is the only known mechanism that can plausibly pro- and He-sdO stars arises from a greater diversity of evaiutio
duce the low luminosities of the BHk stars in massive clus- ary channels, including possibly mergers, than is the aase i
ters. An independent analysis of optical and UV photome- the globular clusters.
try in NGC 2808 reaffirmed this conclusion (Dalessandro et Here, we present recent UV spectroscopy of both normal
al. 2011). The low ultraviolet and optical luminosities bét  and subluminous EHB stars in NGC 2808, where the classifi-
flash-mixed stars are primarily due to their higher effextiv cation comes from high-precision UV photometry. Our objec-
temperatures (which increases the bolometric correclind)  tive is to test the flash-mixing scenario by determining tree H
the reduction in their H opacity below the Lyman limit (which and C abundances in the BHk stars relative to the abundances
increases the flux emitted in the extreme ultraviolet at the e in the normal EHB stars; unfortunately, no significant N di-
pense of the flux at longer wavelengths). agnostics are available in our spectra. In total, spectra we

A key prediction of the flash mixing scenario is a substan- obtained for seven normal EHB stars and eight BHk stars.
tial increase in the surface He and C abundances of the BHKThe sample of subluminous stars includes two stars that have
stars. Spectroscopic evidence in support of this predictio luminosities consistent with other BHk stars but colorsisig
has already been found in another massive clust&en, by icantly redder than the rest of the BHk population, and inidee
Moehler et al. (2011). They obtained optical spectroscopy far redder than expected from flash mixing. We also obtained
of potential BHKk stars by selecting targets from the faird en spectra of five blue HB (BHB) stars, and three unclassified
of the hot HB tail in an optical CMD of the cluster. They objects with unusually blue UV colors. Finally, our spec-
found that all of the HB stars cooler than 30,000 K were He- troscopy includes a bright post-HB star too hot to ascend the
poor, while nearly three-fourths of the hotter stars hadrsol asymptotic giant branch (AGB); such stars are usually elass
to super-solar He abundances, as well as C abundances up fted as AGB-Manqué (AGBM) stars.
~3% by mass. Moreover, these C abundances were strongly
correlated with the He abundance. 2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA REDUCTION

The He-sdB and He-sdO stars are the most likely field We obtained spatially-resolved spectra along three slit po
analogs of the BHk stars found in globular clusters. Various sitions in the center of NGC 2808 using the Space Telescope
formation scenarios have been debated in the literature forimaging Spectrograph (STIS) on theibble Space Telescope
this field population, including both flash mixing and white (HST) The program was originally awarded time in 2004, but
dwarf mergers (see, e.g., Ahmad & Jeffery 2003; Lanz et was withdrawn before any observations were obtained due to
al. 2004; Stroeer et al. 2007; Heber & Hirsch 2010). Lanz the failure of a STIS power supply later that year. The pro-
et al. (2004) obtained far-UV spectroscopy of three He-sdB gram was re-proposed and re-awarded time in 2008, but due
stars, and demonstrated that the incredibly strong C limes i to scheduling constraints, the observations were delaggd u
two of them (PG1544+488 and JL87) implied an atmospheric September 2010 (one slit position) and February 2011 (two
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Figure 1. Afar-UV image of NGC 2808 (Brown et al. 2001), shown at a log- 1700 BHkl: " .BHKE . <
arithmic stretch, with the three spectroscopic slit possiindicated (boxes). 1 g - o=
Although the slit has dimensions of 5 2/, the far-UV detector is only - BHK3. BHKS . g7 b |
25" across, so we show the slit as truncated by the detector. othiees with [l BHk2 BHk4  ° ]
clean spectroscopy are labeled according to their evolatjostage: extreme 175 . . ]
horizontal branch (EHB), blue hook (BHk), blue horizontaathch (BHB), - . 1
AGB-Manqué (AGBM), and unclassified (U). The positions afgh stars in [
the UV CMD of NGC 2808 are shown in Figure 2. Ly e e e
2.0 -15 -1.0 0.5 0.0

additional slit positions). The spectra were obtained it e Moy (STMAG)

G140L grating’ which provides a resolution-800 km S_l, Figure2. The UV CMD of NGC 2808 (Brown et al. 2001) with labels for
; ; those sources with clean far-UV spectroscopy (see Figurehs cluster was
although the spectral purity was degraded slightly by 08N us 2004 with the FUV/F25QTZ and NUV/F25CN270 bandpasses T S
of th_e W'de 52x 2" slit. We chose this wide slit in order 10 (see Figure 2 of Brown et al. 2001). The photometric erroesiadicated
maximize the number of hot stars that could be placed within (grey crosses). The statistical uncertainty in photoro@wior is<0.02 mag
the slit for a given pointing. The NGC 2808 core is far less for our entire spectroscopic sample, and the agreementbatthe observed
p _ ; : and theoretical BHB locus indicates that systematic erfess., instrument
CrOWde.d in the far-UV than in the optical, E_md SO we were .able calibration, assumed reddening) cannot be large. The @zld#B locus is
to obtain clean spectra of 24 hot stars using just threelit p  shaded grey.
sitions (Figure 1). These sources sample various evolaitjon
stages in the UV CMD of NGC 2808 (Figure 2). ~ coronal lines of Lymanx A\1215 and O A\1301, where the
Each of the three slit positions was observed for 5 orbits, background spectrum changes too rapidly to be accurately fit
with two exposures per orbit, giving a total exposure time by a low-order polynomial. These two geocoronal lines fi#l th
ranging from 14442 sec to 14460 sec per slit position and a gjit, such that the lines are50 A wide in the gross counts
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) 020 per resolution element.  spectrum, extending beyond the wavelength regions noymall
The resolution and SNR were intended to discriminate be- ignored by the polynomial fit. To accurately account for the
tween stars that have and have not undergone flash mixingpackground in the presence of these broad geocoronal lines,
given the enormous differences in atmospheric abundancegye turned off background smoothing 1D, and subtracted
between these two possibilities; i.e., the spectra aref-insu the unsmoothed background spectrum at wavelengths shorter
ficient to obtain high-precision abundance estimates. For a1 1350 A, while at longer wavelengths, we subtracted a fit
given slit position, the individual exposures were ditttkby to the background spectrum using a Legendre polynomial.

a few pixels along the slit, in order to mitigate detector-art - Ayhugh the geocoronal lines are subtracted as part of the
facts and flat-field variations. Because we obtained spettra background subtraction in thelp software, the SNR in the

::nultlprlle stl:?lrs pg'l.r slit poﬁ't'g.”' ourﬁarg(?ts are genemﬂziet net spectrum is roughly an order of magnitude lower than it is
rom the slit midline in the dispersion direction. To CotigC ;iside of the regions spanned by these lines. For a star that
align ”]1 wavrielength the sensﬂngtyhcurve_qnd th_eh(_:our?tsg'la‘_p]? is well-centered in the slit, the geocoronal Lymarine will

trum of each star, we measured the position within the siit fo span 1190-1240 A in the stellar spectrum, but for a star off-

each star, both in the dispersion and cross-dispersiog-dire . o
tions. This alignment was an iterative process. Our injt@! ~ CEN'ter. the Lymar line can span a region in the wavelength-

sition estimates used brief (2 sec) CCD images of the clustercorrected stellar spectrum that is offset-b85 A in either di-
obtained through the 32« 2” slit at the start of each observ- "€ction, thus possibly including a potentially usefuliGmul-

ing visit, in conjunction with the far-UV and near-UV images tiplet at 1176 A. For this reason, in our analysis below, the C
of Brown et al. (2001). We then extracted the spectra using@bundance is generally derived from both thigiGnultiplet

the IRAF x 1D package, measured the wavelengths of strongand CIV A\1548,1551 A.

interstellar lines, and tweaked the position of each stdnén After finalizing the x1D extractions, the individual spec-
dispersion direction. tra for each star were combined with the IRAPLICE pack-

By default, thex1D package estimates the gross source age. The combined spectra are shown in Figures 3 — 10. For
counts from an extraction box centered on the object in ques-most of the stars, 10 such individual spectra from a single
tion, and subtracts a background estimated from two neigh-slit position were combined to produce the final spectrurh, bu
boring extraction boxes. To reduce the noise in this back-three stars (BHk2, BHk5, and U3) fall in the overlap between
ground estimate, the background is smoothed before subtractwo slit positions (see Figure 1), and thus have 20 individ-
tion. Specificallyx 1D replaces the background counts spec- ual spectra and twice the nominal exposure time. Compar-
trum with a low-order polynomial fit to the background, ex- ing the spectra obtained in the two distinct slit positioos f
cept for two wavelength regions centered on the bright geo-these three stars shows good agreement, providing a check on
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our extraction procedures. Besides the 24 hot stars wittncle would expect from the mean gas-to-dust ratio in the Galaxy
spectroscopy, a handful of other hot stars fell within the sl (e.g., Bohlin et al. 1978), but there are significant vaoiagi

for each slit position, but we were unable to extract aceurat in this ratio along any given sightline (e.g., Diplas & Sagag
spectra for these objects for a variety of reasons, sucheas ov 1994). It is also larger than the column of ¥.20°! cm™
lapping spectra, spectra falling under the shadow of thecdet  found in the x-ray analysis of Servillat et al. (2008), but a
tor repeller wire, spectra falling under a slit occulting, bz column that low is strongly discrepant with the Lymarpro-
spectra falling on detector artifacts. file in our spectra. We then reddened the spectrum using the
mean Galactic extinction curve of Fitzpatrick (1999), assu

) 3. MODELS ) . ing E(B-V) =0.18 mag (Brown et al. 2001, 2010).
We interpret our far-UV spectra using synthetic spectra
from several sources. For the unclassified object U3 and the 4. ANALYSIS

relatively cool AGBM and BHB stars, we use the UVBLUE . .
grid (Rodriguez-Merino et al. 2005). For the hot and nearly 4.1 Corr_1panson of th_e Cgmp03|te EH_B and BHk Spectra
featureless spectra of U1 and U2, we compare to both sim- We begin our analysis with an empirical look at the com-
ple blackbody models and the hottest stellar model of RauchPosite spectra of both the EHB and the BHk samples. The
& Ringat (2011), which hads¢ = 250,000 K, logg =7, and  stars in each sample span a similar rangemefy - myuy
mass fractions of 0.33, 0.5, 0.02, and 0.15 for He, C, N, and O,color, but the BHk stars are0.7 mag fainter than the EHB
respectively. For the EHB and BHK stars that are the primary stars (Figure 2). In Figure 11, we show the composite spec-
focus of this paper, we calculated non-LTE line-blanketed trum for all 7 of the normal EHB stars in our sample, com-
model atmospheres and synthetic spectra, using ousTy pared to the composite spectrum for all 8 of the BHk stars (i.e
(Hubeny & Lanz 1995) and8ysPECprograms. subluminous EHB stars) in our sample. Several strong fea-

TLUSTY computes stellar model photospheres in a plane-tures are due almost exclusively to interstellar absonptiod
parallel geometry, assuming radiative and hydrostatidibgqu  are similar in both of the composite spectrallSi1260 A, Ol
ria. Departures from LTE are explicitly allowed foralarggs 11301 A, Sill A1304 A, CIl A1335 A, Sill A\1527 A, and Alil
of chemical species and arbitrarily complex model atoms, us \1670 A. At these temperatures, thel®iA\1394,1403 A
ing our hybrid Complete Linearization/Accelerated Lambda doublet has significant contributions from both photosjzher
Iteration method (Hubeny & Lanz 1995). More specifically, and interstellar absorption, but the strength of this featu
the model atmospheres allow for departures from LTE for is similar in both composite spectra, implying that on aver-
1132 levels and superlevels of 52 ions:I,HHel, Hell, C| age, there is not much difference in Si abundance between
—CIV,NI-NV,OI-0VI, Nel —Nelv, Mgli, Al Il, Al lil, the two populations. The Lyman-feature in these spectra
Sill - Silv, PIv, PV, SIl — SV, Fell — FeVl. Details of is dominated by interstellar absorption, but the BHk compos
the model atom setup are provided in Lanz & Hubeny (2003, ite spectrum clearly exhibits less Lymanabsorption. Given
2007), and in Cunha et al. (2006) for updated Ne models.  the dominant contribution from interstellar absorptiorihis

The model grid spanned 17,500 K to 50,000 KT, with feature, the photospheric absorption must be much weaker in
2,500 K steps, and 4.75 to 6.25 in Iggwith 0.75 steps. For  the BHk stars than in the EHB stars, in order to produce a
the chemical composition, we initially began with broad@bu  noticeable difference in the combined interstellar andtgho
dance categories. One grid was calculated at standare@rclust spheric feature. The presence of weaker Lymaabsorption
abundances, with [Fe/H}.36,Y = 0.23, and f/Fe]=+0.3.  in the BHk stars is consistent with both higher temperatures
The other grids assumed enhandedalues of 0.4, 0.7, and  and/or a higher He abundance in the atmospheres of the BHk
0.99, with each value of accompanied by either normal C stars, which is what one would expect if the BHk stars are
and N abundances or enhanced C and N abundances (up tftash-mixed. Besides this difference in Lymanthere are
3% and 1% by mass, respectively; see Lanz et al. 2004). In orstrong distinctions between the BHk and EHB stars in four
der to match the absorption line equivalent widths and kepad gther absorption features: I€ \1176 A (a multiplet of 6

line-blanketing features in our BHk and EHB spectra, we gen- ; N ; ; B

erated new models & = 0.23 andY = 0.99, with the abun- Ilnlt\a/s)/\, /\C::ng 48114'%2571%\(fr0|:;2 Iﬂ%igpj;nmtn.g Il?z%l'hmczl:lgl A,
dances of C and Si varied individually, and the abundances ofacInd Hal feati.lres aré SSI‘GW photosphe(r?c r\I/\F/)h?Ig'thB/%ea-
the Fe-peak elements varied together but independently fro ture includes both interstellar and photospheric contidins.

the elements outside of the Fe peak. In these models, we 3The C and He features are clearly stronger in the composite

sumed logg=5.5, which should be representative of the sur- X g
face gravities in the BHk and EHB stars, given the insignifi- BHK Spectrum, as expected if the BHk stars are flash-mixed.
These features become stronger at the higher abundances and

cant variations in the low-resolution far-UV spectral fgas higher t t ted in flash-mixed st B t
over the full range of surface gravity in such stars. a;gzgglﬁmpera ures expected in flash-mixed stars (Brown e

After the detailed emergent UV spectrum for each model at-
mosphere was calculated witly 8sPEG they were shifted to .
the radial velocity of NGC 2808 (101.6 krit's Harris 1996). 4.2. Individual EHB and BHk Spectra
We then added the absorption from strong interstellar lafes We next turn to the individual spectra of the EHB and BHk
Hi gl,gx 107t cm?), C Il (6.8x10* cm™), C IV (6.0x10Y stars in our sample. As stated earlier, our synthetic spectr
cm?), Sill (1.7x10Y cm™), SiIv (7.6x10% cm™), O were computed on & grid with 2,500 K spacing, initially
(6.0x10* cm™), and Alll (5.0x10' cm™), using the ob- employing broad abundance classes. For each star, we first
served spectra of U1 and U2 as a guide (Figure 3), given theselected a synthetic spectrum that reproduced the gross cha
lack of obvious photospheric features in these spectrddasi acteristics of the observed spectrum and photometry, @nd th
from Hell). Our assumed Hcolumn is nearly twice what one ~ altered the abundances of C, Si, and the Fe-peak elements

to match the observed atmospheric features. At the resolu-

8 Available af http://nova.astro.umd.edu tion and SNR of our spectra, estimating the equivalent width
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Figure 3. The spectra of our 3 unclassified objects (black histogramgje top two panels, we compare the U1 and U2 spectra t&liay models (without
ISM absorption, blue; with ISM absorption, green) that appnately reproduce the far-UV spectral slope andrtigy —myyy color, although the assumed
temperatures are unphysically hot. We also compare thesgrago the hottest synthetic spectrum in the TheoSSA dagafpurple curves; Rauch & Ringat
2011). U1 and U2 are nearly featureless, other than intlarsabsorption features and the Hebsorption at 1640 A. In the bottom panel, the UV photometry
of U3 is consistent with a 50,000 K photosphere, but its U\cspen looks much flatter than one would expect for this terajpee. For comparison, we show
the synthetic spectrum of a 50,000 K star at [Fe/HIL36 (without ISM absorption, blue; with ISM absorption, gngénterpolated from the UVBLUE grid
(Rodriguez-Merino et al. 2005).
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is hampered by the determination of the reference pseudo<lear chemical distinctions (Bragaglia et al. 2010). Intipar
continuum level in the presence of so many other lines. How- ular, Bragaglia et al. (2010) found that a star on the blue MS
ever, the data are of sufficient quality to characterize gjros in NGC 2808 had a lower C abundance ([C/FeP=) than
distinctions in abundance, at the level needed to detect thea star on the red MS ([C/Fe]-8.4), as one would expect if
signature of flash mixing. the blue MS stars in NGC 2808 were formed from the He-rich
For simplicity, we will specify the abundances of C, Si, ejecta of the first stellar generation. The C abundance sethe
and the Fe-peak elements as multipliers on the abundanceMS stars would decrease even further due to the envelope
one would expect from a population at [Fe/H}-2.36 with mixing known to occur in globular cluster stars during the
[a/Fe] = 0.3. However, it is worth repeating that NGC 2808 evolution up the RGB (Kraft 1994). Thus, one would expect
hosts a triple main sequence (D’Antona et al. 2005; Piotto the C abundance in the EHB stars of NGC 2808 to be strongly
et al. 2007), with the reddest and bluest sequences exttjbiti depleted, especially if they are the progeny of the blue MS
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Figure4. The spectra of three normal EHB stars (black histograms)pened to SYNSPEC synthetic spectra (without ISM absorptidae; with ISM
absorption, green) that approximately match the UV photomend spectroscopy. The stars exhibit large abundandatiears relative to the mean cluster
abundance at the MS (labeled), presumably due to atmospfiffiision. Data points with potential instrumental atifs are flagged (red diamonds).

stars. In addition, atmospheric diffusion might decrehsed pleted by at least a factor of 1000. For photospheric Si abun-
abundance in these EHB stars even further (Miller Bertolami dances that are orders of magnitude below the cluster value,
et al. 2008). the Silv feature is almost completely dominated by interstel-
Although the composite spectra of the BHk and EHB sam- lar absorption, and the photospheric abundance we measure i
ples in Figure 11 show no obvious systematic difference in an approximate upper limit. In general, our Si abundance is
the Si abundance between the two classes, the Si abundanamnly accurate to an order of magnitude (see Figure 12).
does show large star-to-star variations within each gr&ig ( With these spectra, there are no sufficiently isolated ab-
ures 3-8). Most of the detectable Si features in our far-UV sorption lines from the Fe-peak elements that can be used
spectra are dominated by interstellar absorption, and amme to accurately characterize their abundances. However, the
completely photospheric, but 8 A\1394,1403 A does pro-  Fe-peak elements do cause broad absorption troughs in the
vide a rough indication of the stellar Si abundance. One starfar-UV spectrum that require large changes in the Fe-peak
(EHBS; Figure 5) exhibits a Si abundance close to the clus-abundances in order to match the observed variations in the
ter value, but most of the EHB and BHk stars exhibit weak to pseudo-continuum (Figure 13). The most obvious examples
strong depletion of Si relative to the cluster value. Foroth Of this absorption can be seen in BHk7 and BHk8 (Figure 8),
stars (e.g., BHK5, BHk6, and BHK7; Figures 7 & 8), Si is de- where the Fe-peak abundances are enhanced over the cluster
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Figure5. As in Figure 4, but for another three EHB stars with normalihwsities (black histograms) compared to SYNSPEC syrtsgtectra (without ISM
absorption, blue; with ISM absorption, green).

value by factors of 25 and 100, respectively. Brown et al. the BHk stars show Fe-peak enhancements, ranging from 10
(2001, 2010) have noted that some of the BHk stars in mas-to 100x the cluster value, while the EHB stars are mixed, with
sive globular clusters are curiously red — much redder thanthree showing a 10 enhancement and the other four showing
one would expect from models for either normal EHB stars or no evidence for enhancement. Because the enhancement of
BHk stars. BHk7 and BHk8 are in this group of curiously red Fe-peak elements does not come from the characterization of
BHKk stars. Our spectra for these BHk stars show that their redindividual lines, the abundance uncertainty is approxatyat
colors can be explained by a large enhancement in their abuna factor of~3 (Figure 13).

dances of the Fe-peak elements. For comparison, models at There are three clean C features in the far-UV spectra: the
the mean cluster abundance can matchtihg, —myuy col- purely photospheric feature at 1176 A from thellCmulti-

ors of BHk7 and BHk8 only at much cooler temperatures of et the purely interstellar feature at 1335 A from thel C

16, 9?0 K atr;]d 1? 600 I?ﬂ:esfpe(ﬁl\\;ely ?owever ?ﬁ SUCRILGT multiplet, and the Qv A\1548,1551 A doublet that has both
peratures, the shape ot the far-Uv continuum In the Syren€l -, 5insnheric and interstellar contributions. There i® @s

spectra looks nothing like that observed. These large B&-pe hotospheric feature at1427 A arising f 15 an i
enhancements are required for the model to reproduce bot#p10tOSPNENIC leature arising from Il lines

; see Figure 11), but it is difficult to characterize in indival
the UV photometry and spectroscopy simultaneously. Al of spectra, given its strength and blending with other feature
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Figure6. As in Figure 4, but for a normal EHB star and two BHk stars (blaistograms) compared to SYNSPEC synthetic spectra (ufitf8M absorption,
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Although the QI 1176 A feature potentially provides the best
indicator of the stellar C abundance, in practice it fredlyen
suffers from low SNR, relative to the @ feature. This is be-
cause the QI 1176 A feature is affected to a varying degree
by the Lymane: geocoronal line (see §2). For this reason, we

try to match the strength of both thellC 1176 A and Qv

SNR at Clll and the interstellar contamination ofiZ, our C
abundances are generally accurate to a facterdfsee Fig-
ure 12), but for those stars where the C abundance is orders of
magnitude below the cluster value, our measured abundance
is an approximate upper limit.

There is one significant He feature in the far-UV spectra:

1550 A features. In all of the EHB stars, the C abundance isthe purely photospheric He feature at 1640 A. At the tem-

depressed relative to that in the cluster, to varying degrée

peratures of EHB and BHk stars, the feature is mildly sensi-

is depressed by a factor of 30 in EHB7, whereas C is nearlytive to abundance and very sensitiveTtg. Furthermore, for
undetectable in EHB1, where it is depressed by a factor ofthese temperatures, ting-yy —myyy color does not signifi-

10,000. In the BHk sample, five of the stars (BHk1, BHk2,
BHk4, BHK5, and BHk7) are enhanced in C (by factors of 3

cantly change if the He abundance is increased fYyon0.23
to Y = 0.4, but it becomes-0.1-0.3 mag redder if the He

to 10), two of the stars (BHk3 and BHk8) are somewhat de- is increased to’ = 0.99. For this reason, the He abundance
pressed in C (by factors of 2 to 10), and one star (BHk6) is must be constrained by matching the far-UV spectral slope,
significantly depressed in C (by a factor of 400). Given the the meyy —myyy color, and the Hel absorption feature si-
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Figure7. As in Figure 4, but for three more BHk stars (black histograomnpared to SYNSPEC synthetic spectra (without ISM aligmrpblue; with ISM
absorption, green).

multaneously. In the EHB sample, these three aspects of eacktars, the He abundance could be significantly depleted, and
star can be approximated by a model at the standard cluster Have would have no way of measuring it from the UV spec-
abundanceY( = 0.23). The Hdl feature is difficult to charac-  trum or photometry. In contrast, the Hdeature is extremely
terize in the EHB sample, given the weakness of the featurestrong in six of the BHk stars (BHk1, BHk2, BHk3, BHk4,

at these cooler temperature, the relatively low SNR at tHe re BHk5, and BHk7), even though these stars hawgy —myuv

end of the STIS spectrum, and the line blanketing in the vicin colors that are similar to those in the EHB sample. To simul-
ity of the feature; it is only obvious in the hottest stars of o taneously match theyy —myyy color and Hel feature in

EHB sample (EHB1 and EHB3). Although He is often de- each of these stars, the synthetic spectra must be much hotte
pleted in EHB stars (e.g., see Moehler et al. 2011), reducingthan those used to match the EHB sample, with an atmosphere
the He abundance from=0.23 toY = 0.01 has no significant  that is 99% He by mass (Figure 14).

effect on the far-UV spectral slope, while thgyy —mMyuy To see why this is the case, we can compare stars in the
color only changes at the0.01 mag level. That said, inthose EHB and BHk samples that have similagyy — myyy col-

EHB stars where the feature is seen (EHB1 and EHB3), theors. For example, EHB1 (Figure 4) and BHk2 (Figure 6)
equivalent width of Hel is closer to that in & = 0.23 model have exactly the sameryy —myyv color (-1.47 mag), they
than aY = 0.01 model (Figure 14); for the remaining EHB both exhibit enhanced abundances of the Fe peak elements
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Figure8. As in Figure 4, but for three more BHk stars (black histograomnpared to SYNSPEC synthetic spectra (without ISM aligmrpblue; with ISM

absorption, green). Unlike the other BHk stars in our spscpic sample, BHk6 shows no He and C enhancement, is/edyatiool, and has a luminosity not
much below the luminosity of the canonical EHB, so it is likéhat the star did not undergo flash mixing. Compared to midsieoBHk stars in our photometric
sample, BHk7 and BHk8 have unusually red UV photometry, tvhitay be explained by the strong enhancement of Fe, presyrdabl to atmospheric

diffusion. Although the BHk8 spectrum does not exhibit @sty Hell feature at 1640 A, an enhanced He abundance in the modeldsahé@ match both the
UV photometry and far-UV spectroscopic continuum simuétausly (see text).

(10 times larger than the cluster mean), and they have simila (Figure 5;Tex=27,000 K,meyy —myyy=-1.38, 10x enhanced

Si abundances (20 to 30 times lower than the cluster mean)Fe-peak elements, 25depleted Si) and BHk5 (Figure 7;
However, the BHk2 spectrum has much strongei/Gind Ter=40,000 K,meyy —myuy=—1.42, 10x enhanced Fe-peak
Hell lines than the spectrum of EHB1. The EHB1 spec- elements, 1000 depleted Si); EHB4 has very weakiC ab-
trum is well-matched by a model at 30,000 K, but the BHk2 sorption and no detectable Heabsorption, while BHK5 has
spectrum requires a model that is 15,000 K hotter. If one extremely strong @ and Hell absorption.

takes the BHk2 model shown in Figure 6 and redu¢é®m While most of the BHk sample exhibits obvious He en-
0.99 to 0.23 (while holding all other parameters fixed), the hancement, there are exceptions. The photometry and spec-
mMeyyv —Myuy color increases tel1.60 mag, which is far bluer  troscopy of BHk6 can be matched by a model that has a rela-
than the-1.47+ 0.014 mag observed. Only a He-rich model tively low Tes (25,000 K), depleted C abundance (40@wer
reproduces the spectral slope, IH&eature, andngyy —Myuy than the cluster value), and= 0.23. The BHk8 spectrum
color. A similar argument can be made comparing EHB4 does not appear to have a stronglHfeature, but & = 0.99
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Figure9. Asin Figure 4, but for an AGBM star and two normal BHB starsil histograms) compared to UVBLUE synthetic spectra @uthSM absorption,
blue; with ISM absorption, green). The synthetic spectraevieterpolated in temperature and metallicity from the UMEE grid to match themgyy —myuy
color at the cluster metallicity. For BHB1 and BHB2, we al$mw cooler models (grey) with less reddening, which can edpooduce the UV color but not
simultaneously the Lyman-profile. Thus, the temperature range of our BHB sample gléacludes the point (at~12,000 K) where one expects to see a jump
in Fe abundance, but in fact BHB1 and BHB2 do not exhibit digaintly stronger line blanketing when compared to the aoBléB stars in our sample (Figure
10).

model is required to simultaneously match the photometry strongly from star to star, but it is systematically highettie
and spectroscopic slope; reduciMgo 0.23, while holding  BHk stars than in the EHB stars, and all of the BHk stars ex-
the other parameters fixed, does not significantly impact thehibit large Fe enhancements. The largest chemical distinc-
agreement with the far-UV spectrum, but makes the modeltions between the EHB and BHk stars are those related to
mMeyy —Myyy color 0.3 mag bluer. Similar to BHk6, the BHk8  flash mixing (He and C). All of the EHB stars exhibit C abun-
spectrum indicates a C abundance depleted with respea to thdances much lower than the cluster value, and He abundances
cluster value, although it is still much higher than thathet at or below the solar value. As a group, the BHk stars are
EHB sample. significantly hotter than the EHB stars, with five of them ex-
To summarize, the EHB stars and BHk stars exhibit no sys- hibiting enhanced C, and seven of them exhibiting enhanced
tematic difference in Si abundance, but both classes dxhibi He, which is strong evidence that most of the BHk popula-
large star-to-star variations in Si abundance, probalslylte  tion arises from flash mixing. The fact that He and C are
ing from atmospheric diffusion. The Fe abundance also sarie not enhanced in the full BHk sample may indicate that some
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Figure 10. As in Figure 4, but for three more normal BHB stars (blackdgsams) compared to UVBLUE synthetic spectra (without 1S¥aption, blue; with
ISM absorption, green).

of these stars did not undergo flash mixing (e.g., BHk6), or star would take through the HR diagram as it begins to de-
that these elements were depleted due to atmospheric diffuscend the white dwarf cooling curve, and they are also sig-
sion (e.g., BHk3 and BHk8; see Miller Bertolami et al. 2008). nificantly brighter than the part of the white dwarf cooling
4.3. Hot Unclassified Stars curve where stars would begin to appear in any significant
e numbers, given the speed of the evolution between the HB
Although the focus of this project is a comparison of the and the white dwarf phases (e.g., see Figure 3 of Brown et al.
EHB and BHk samples in NGC 2808, our spectroscopic sam-2001). Thameyy —myuy colors of U1 and U2 are implausibly
ple includes 9 other hot stars, which we briefly discuss here.blue compared to the expectations from evolutionary tracks
Three of these stars (U1, U2, and U3) are hotter than thefor single stars, and the spectroscopy of these objects con-
canonical HB (see Figure 2), and are labeled as unclassifiedfirms that they are extremely hot (see Figure 3). Ul and U2
As with our BHk and normal EHB samples, the photomet- are consistent with blackbody temperatures of 400,000 K and
ric uncertainties on these stars are small (see Figure 8), an 500,000 K, respectively, although both the UV photometric
there does not appear to be anything unusual about them ircolor and far-UV spectroscopic slope are becoming degener-
the UV images of the cluster (e.g., they do not appear to beate with temperature at such temperatures. More physically
blends, or to suffer from a detector artifact). Both U1 and plausible would be the synthetic spectrum of a hot star. The
U2 are hotter (bluer) than the evolutionary path a low-mass
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Figure11l. The composite spectrum for all EHB stars (black histograompgared to that for all BHk stars (cyan histogram). The BH&csum has been
multiplied by a factor of 1.7 in order to normalize the comipmfuminosity of the BHk stars to that of the EHB stars.

hottest model in the TheoSSA database of synthetic spectralividual elements, but the comparison between the sytheti
for hot compact stars has a temperature of 250,000 K, and is irspectra and data shows no gross signatures of atmospHteric di
reasonable agreement with the UV spectral slope and photomfusion. The equivalent widths of the C and Si lines in our
etry (Figure 3). However, if U1 and U2 have effective temper- observed spectra are approximately matched by the lines in
atures near 250,000 K, neither is actually compact; stats wi the synthetic spectra, although the C and Si lines are mostly
that temperature and with the far-UV luminosities we observ dominated by interstellar absorption at these cooler tempe
would have radii similar to that of a low-mass post-AGB star atures. Furthermore, our AGBM and BHB spectra do not
that is about to descend the white dwarf cooling curve. The exhibit broad absorption troughs from the Fe-peak elements
luminosities of U1 and U2 would be ldg/L; =3.1 and 3.5,  indicating that the abundances of the these elements are not
respectively; such a high luminosity is at the extreme liofiit  greatly enhanced. This was unexpected, because our BHB
that found for any globular cluster post-AGB star, and such sample brackets the temperatuxel(L,500 K) where a discon-
temperatures are a factor of two higher than those found intinuity occurs in the Stromgren photometry of several glabu
low-mass post-AGB tracks. Note that some estimates for theclusters (Grundahl et al. 1999), which can be understood via
foreground extinction toward NGC 2808 are higher than our sophisticated models of stellar evolution that self-cstesitly
value of E(B-V) = 0.18 mag. For example, Harris (1996) include the effects of atmospheric diffusion in the pressofc
obtainsE(B-V) = 0.22 mag from his assessment of the litera- turbulence (Michaud et al. 2008). In the globular clustei3yi1
ture. Assuming a higher extinction would imply that evenrhot which has a metallicity of [Fe/H] =1.5 (i.e., only slightly
ter intrinsic temperatures for U1 and U2 are needed to matchlower than that of NGC 2808), the BHB stars hotter than this
the observed photometry and spectroscopy. Another pbssibi temperature exhibit an enhancement in the Fe abundance that
ity is that the extinction along the NGC 2808 sightline diffe  approaches three times the solar abundance (Behr et al) 1999
from the Galactic mean curve. Neither U1 or U2 appear to —one to two orders of magnitude higher than cooler BHB stars
be coincident with x-ray sources in NGC 2808 (Servillatetal and the mean cluster abundance. In NGC 2808 itself, Pace et
2008), but perhaps these objects are associated with imccret al. (2006) found that BHB stars at or below 12,000 K exhib-
disks that could explain their unusually hot temperatures. ited no Fe enhancement, but that [Fe/H] increases-6.7
The unclassified star U3 is very puzzling. It has a very blue at 12,200 K,~0.1 at temperatures of 12,400-12,800 K, and
Meyyv — Myyy color in the NGC 2808 photometry, but its far- then~0.5-1.0 for stars hotter than 13,000 K. Assuming the
UV spectrum is much flatter than one would expect from a same relationship between Fe enhancementanapplies in
star with these UV colors. Perhaps the photometry and specour own sample, we would expect no enhancement in BHB3,
trum are the result of some kind of blend, non-stellar saurce BHB4, and BHB5, but enhancements of one to two orders of
and/or circumstellar extinction, but we are unable to patfo  magnitude in BHB1 and BHB2. Such enhancements would
a plausible explanation for the object. Like U1 and U2, U3 be very obvious in the BHB1 and BHB2 spectra, butitis clear
is not coincident with x-ray sources in NGC 2808 (Servillat from Figures 9 and 10 that there is, in fact, little distioatin
et al. 2008). U2 and U3 respectively define the blue and redFe abundance between BHB2 and BHB3 (the two stars brack-
ends of a curious string of stars bluer than the canonical HBeting the temperature of this transition).
but all sharing approximately the same luminosity (see féigu Because we do not observe a jump in Fe abundance within
2). the temperature range of our BHB sample, we explored the
possibility that our temperatures are systematically tog h
4.4. BHB and AGBM Spectra but this does not seem likely. For example, by assum-
The AGBM and BHB stars in Figures 9 and 10 are well- ing a significantly lower extinction oE(B-V) = 0.13 mag,
matched by spectra from the UVBLUE (Rodriguez-Merino et one could adopt temperatures for the BHB stars that are
al. 2005) grid, once these are interpolated to the NGC 2808~1,000 K cooler, thus placing them all below the temperature
mean metallicity of [Fe/H]=1.36 and to the effective tem- 0f 12,000 K where one expects a jump in the Fe abundance
peratures that match tma-y —myuy colors. The UVBLUE ~ (see grey curves in Figure 9). However, the resulting far-Uv
spectra do not provide the ability to independently vary in- synthetic spectrum has a Lymanprofile much wider than
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Figure12. Left panels:The spectrum of BHk2 (black histogram), with the same mokehs in Figure 6 (without ISM absorption, blue; with ISM alpsiion,
green), in the vicinity of strong C and Si features. The netsoh and SNR of the spectra in this program are sufficienteteat the gross abundance changes
expected from flash mixing, but the uncertainties in our dlamees are large. For comparison, we show two additionakladdithout ISM absorption): one
with the Si reduced by a factor of 10 and the C reduced by arfadta (lighter blue), and one with the Si increased by a factot0 and the C increased by
a factor of 2 (darker blue). The I€ feature (top panel) has almost no interstellar contriloyttmit the feature is not particularly sensitive to abundanahis
regime, and this region of the spectrum is adversely affiebiethe proximity to the Lymarmx geocoronal line. The @ feature (bottom panel) gives a good
indication of the C abundance, but is complicated by therdmrtion from interstellar absorption, which can be sigrafit for stars at at lowes and low C
abundance (see also Figures 3—-10). The $eature (middle panel) has a large contribution from iriedler absorption, and the photospheric component varies
weakly with abundance. Although the C abundance in the BHIsgs strongly enhanced with respect to the normal EHB ,staissnot as strong as the 3%
by mass one might expect for a star that has recently emergedffash mixing. Despite the large uncertainties in the hdauce, a 3% C by mass can be
firmly ruled out (grey).Right panels:The same features, but in the spectrum of EHB7, one of ouesb&HB stars. The model from Figure 6 is shown for
comparison (without ISM absorption, blue; with ISM abs@mpt green), along with two additional models (without ISksarption) that have C and Si reduced
(lighter blue) and increased (darker blue) by factors of @ B, respectively. For stars at low C abundance and the lovogtie Tes; range in our sample (such
as EHB7), the Qv feature is dominated by ISM absorption, and so the C aburedanist be determined from thellCfeature.

that observed, and the extinction would be much lower than SNR is depressed by the broad geocoronal Lymdine, the
most values adopted in the literature, including that ofePac luminaosity of this particular star means it still has adeiqua
et al. (2006), who assumé&t(B-V) =0.22 mag in theiranal- ~ SNR to accurately measure this feature if present. In faet, t
ysis. If one does not resort to a lower extinction, both the SjiI \1190 A feature is overpredicted by our interstellar ab-
UV color and Lymane profile place tight constraints on the  sorption model for all of the stars in our entire sample, hurt 0
temperatures of the BHB stars. The statistical error in UV chosen Sil column does reproduce the other interstellait Si
color is less than 0.02 mag for each star (see Figure 2), andeatures in the spectra.

so adopting a loweTg for each BHB star would require sig-

nificant systematic errors in the STIS photometric calibrat 5. DISCUSSION

and also significant systematic errors in the Lymnaprofile Compared to the stars in our EHB sample, the stars in our
of each model, both going in the same direction. In BHB1, gk sample are significantly hotter, and have much higher
adopting aler 0f 12,200 K instead of 12,900 K at our nomi- e and C abundances. This can be seen from both an em-
nal E(B~V) = 0.18 mag would incur a mismatch in UV color pirical comparison of the mean spectrum for each class, and
of 0.05 mag, with a gross mismatch in Lymarprofile. Be- 3159 from a comparison of the models that best reproduce
cause the temperature leverage provided by the UV color im-ihe individual stars in each class. NGC 2808 likely hosts a
proves at cooler temperatures, the constraints for theecool sub-population of MS stars born with an enhanced He abun-
BHB stars are even more stringent. Specifically, if one iswil  gance Y ~ 0.4; D’Antona et al. 2005; Piotto et al. 2007),
ing to accept a 0.05 mag mismatch in UV color, BHB2 could anq sych stars are more likely to produce EHB stars (inciud-
be 600 K cooler, BHB3 could be 450 K cooler, BHB4 could jnq the EHB stars of normal luminosity and the subluminous
be 200 K cooler, and BHBS could be 150 K cooler. In each gHk stars). However, the flash-mixing scenario is the only
case, however, the Lymanprofile of the cooler modelwould  jaysible mechanism for producing the higher temperatures
be much broader than observed. _and enhanced He and C abundances in our BHk sample.

The star AGBML1 is far brighter than the other stars in Although the C abundance in our BHk sample is greatly
our sample, and its spectrum has the highest SNR. Althoughenhanced relative to the EHB sample, it is not as high as one
the observed spectrum is generally well-matched by the in-\yoyid expect for stars that underwent flash mixing very re-
terpolated UVBLUE spectrum, there is a discrepancy in the cently. The strongest enhancements of C in our BHk sample
strength of the interstellar Sifeature at 1190 A (which arises  are at 1(x the cluster ratio of C to H, corresponding to a mass
from our interstellar absorption model, and not the UVBLUE fraction of 0.2% in the atmosphere, whereas flash mixing is
grid). Although this feature falls within the region whetet  expected to produce stars with atmospheric C abundances of
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Figure13. The spectrum of EHB4 (black histogram) in the vicinity ofostg line-blanketing from the Fe-peak elements. For corspariwe show the best-fit
model, where these elements are enhanced with respect tluiter value by a factor of 10 (green; Figure 5), and a modedresthese elements have not
been enhanced (dark red). We show an order-of-magnitudativarfor clarity, given that the abundance estimate cofrem a series of features over a broad
wavelength range, but our uncertainty in the abundanceedfFéipeak elements is approximately a factor of 3.

1-4% by mass. The reduction in C abundance is not unex-served. However, recent calculations demonstrate that oth
pected, however. Miller Bertolami et al. (2008) calculatee processes, such as turbulent mixing and mass loss, may also
merical simulations of stars as they evolved through théflas play a role in these anomalies (Hu et al. 2011; Michaud et
mixing stage and subsequent period of stable core He burnal. 2011). Our observations demonstrate that large enhance
ing, taking into account the atmospheric diffusion proesss ments in the Fe-peak elements can occur in the BHk stars,
of gravitational settling and radiative levitation. Theyuhd and may explain those BHk stars with unusually red UV col-
that stars emerge from the flash-mixing process with stsongl ors (Brown et al. 2001, 2010). Two of the BHk stars in our
enhanced He and C abundances, but that the C abundance dspectroscopic sample were drawn from this unusually red seg
clines rapidly, dropping by an order of magnitude after 1000 ment of the BHk population in NGC 2808, and both exhibit
yr, and by several orders of magnitude by the time the star hasenormous enhancements in the Fe-peak elements (25100
evolved for some 10yr after the flash mixing of the enve- the cluster value). Apparently a large dispersion in thenabu
lope. Thus, the star spends only a very small fraction of its dances of Fe-peak elements, when combined with flash mix-
stable core He-burning lifetime with a C abundance near itsing, can provide the large color range observed in the BHk
maximum of 1-4% by mass. Their calculations also show the population of massive clusters.
He will eventually decline in the atmosphere as well, altjiou The hottest BHk stars in our sample fall at temperatures
this happens over a much longer timescale, such that the desimilar to those of recently-discovered pulsating subdsiar
cline does not become significant until °—10 yr later. The w Cen (Randall et al. 2011). The four pulsating subdwarfs in
fact that Lanz et al. (2004) found higher C abundances in twow Cen are located near the BHk region of theCen CMD,
of the three He-sdB stars in their Galactic field sample may and Randall et al. (2011) derive 48,000KTe < 52,000 K
be a selection effect; in NGC 2808, the stars were selected byfrom their optical spectroscopy. Randall et al. (2011) ss3g
position in the UV CMD, but in the Galactic field, the stars that their sdO pulsators inhabit a newly-discovered iriktab
were selected by He abundance. Even in globular clustersijty strip; if that is the case, our hottest BHk stars (BHK1 &
there might be other systematic effects at play. In theiropt BHk4) may also be pulsators. The enhanced Fe-peak abun-
cal spectroscopy of candidate BHk starssiCen, Moehleret  dances observed in our hottest BHk stars may be significant,
al. (2011) found significant enhancements of He and C in theas radiative levitation appears to play a role in sdO puisati
hottest HB stars, but in their sample the C enhancement ap{Fontaine et al. 2008). We note, however, that Randall et al.
proached the 3% one would expect for stars that have recentlyf2011) found subsolar He abundances for their pulsators, in
undergone flash mixing. Whether this is due to systematiccontrast to the He-rich atmospheres found in our hottest BHk
differences in approach (e.g., optical vs. UV spectrosgopy  stars. One intriguing possibility is that the pulsatorsii@en
intrinsic differences in the populations is unclear. are evolved from BHk stars, which are known to existdn
The variations in Si and Fe-peak abundances clearlyCen;, diffusion processes can convert a He-rich BHk star into
demonstrate that atmospheric diffusion is significant ia th a He-poor sdO (Miller Bertolami et al. 2008). If flash mixing
EHB and BHk populations. Abundance anomalies have alsois required to achieve these high EHB temperatures, then the
been well-documented in the field population of sdB stars dearth of analogous pulsators in the field population may be
(e.g., Heber et al. 2000; O'Toole & Heber 2006; Blanchette explained because flash mixing is more likely to occur in pop-
et al. 2008; Heber 2009; Geier et al. 2010), where large en-ulations born at high He abundancé-{ 0.4), such as those
hancements in the Fe-peak elements (but not Fe itself) are obsubpopulations found in massive globular clusters.



16

- EHB3 1 | p BHK3 ]
— T 1 f 1.
< 1 5F 1
. 1l E i :
5 6 yi N |
N i
S 4 \/ N i li
© 5° : WU .
S I g ]
x 4- 1 3L ]
= | Y=0.01 i Y=0.23 ]
3; Y=0.23 1 [ Y=0.99 ]
E\\\\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\\‘\7\\\\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\E 2:\\\\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\\‘\\\\\\\\:
1630 1640 1650 1630 1640 _ 1650
wavelength (A wavelength (A

Figure 14. Left panel:The spectrum of EHB3 (black histogram), shown with Yhe 0.23 model of Figure 4 (green), compared to a model with all efshme
parameters except for He abundance, which has been redu¥ed @.01 (brown). EHB stars are frequently depleted in He (e.g.eMer et al. 2011), but in
our sample, the spectra of EHB1 and EHB3 exhibit a detectdble 1640 A feature. The equivalent width of this feature in théada better matched by the
feature in they = 0.23 model than that in th¥ = 0.01 model, although the feature is difficult to characterizeemwit is weak, given the line blanketing in this
region and the relatively low SNR. Lowering the He frodh 0.23 toY = 0.01 has a negligible effect on the rest of the far-UV spectrmech themeyy —myuy
color; theY =0.01 model would be difficult to distinguish if shown in Figure Aside from EHB1 and EHB3, the remaining EHB stars in our sencpuld
be significantly depleted in He, but because they are signifi¢ cooler, this feature is too weak to provide meaningfutstraints on the He abundanédght
panel: The spectrum of BHk3, shown with the= 0.99 model of Figure 7 (green), compared to a model with all efthme parameters except for He abundance,
which has been reduced Yo= 0.23 (brown). The Hel 1640 A feature is better-matched by thie= 0.99 model (green), but, more importantly, tfe= 0.23
model has a much bluensyy —myuyv color (-1.60 mag) than th¥ = 0.99 model ¢1.48 mag). If one reduces tAgy in theY = 0.23 model to try to match the
meuv —Myuy color in the data<1.47 mag), the Hé feature in the model becomes even weaker, increasing tbeedancy with the feature observed in the
spectrum. Moreover, the model does not match the observad\faspectral slope. Thus the simultaneous fitting of thellHeature, themgyy —myuv color,
and the far-UV spectral slope points to a high He abundancBHik2.
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