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ABSTRACT

Context. Accurate fundamental parameters of stars are essentihifasteroseismic analysis of data from the NAS#ler mission.
Aims. We aim at determining accurate atmospheric parameterdiarabtindance pattern for a sample of 82 red giants that gettar
for theKepler mission.

Methods. We have used high-resolution, high signal-to-noise spdoim three dierent spectrographs. We used the iterative spectral
synthesis method VWA to derive the fundamental parameters €arefully selected high-quality iron lines. After deténation of

the fundamental parameters, abundances of 13 elementsneasired using equivalent widths of the spectral lines.

Results. We identify discrepancies in lagand [F¢H], compared to the parameters based on photometric intgfidae Kepler Input
Catalogue (larger than 2.0 dex for Ig@nd [F¢H] for individual stars). Thel found from spectroscopy and photometry shows
good agreement within the uncertainties. We find good ageaebetween the spectroscopic tbgnd the logy derived from astero-
seismology. Also, we see indications of a potential metigjlieffect on the stellar oscillations.

Conclusions. We have determined the fundamental parameters and eletmemiances of 82 red giants. The large discrepancies
between the spectroscopic lggnd [F¢H] and values in th&epler Input Catalogue emphasize the need for further detailectispe
scopic follow-up of theKepler targets in order to produce reliable results from the asegsmic analysis.
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1. Introduction parameters of the targets are needed as previously dischigse
) o ) Brown et al. (1994); Basu etlal. (2010); Hekker etlal. (2011a)
Since 2009 the NASAKepler mission has continuously been

measuring the flux for thousands of stars within the same field
on the sky. Although the main objective of the mission is the d . 1€ Kepler Input Catalogue (KIC, Brown et l. 2011) pro-

tection of extra-solar planets, the high-precision lightes are Vides values for thefeective temperaturéer, surface gravity,
excellent data for asteroseismic investigations. In paldr, the 1099, and iron abundance, [f¢], derived from photometric in-
study of oscillating red giants has taken a huge leap forwaflices. This has so far been the only source for the fundarnenta
Before the launch ofepler and CoRoT only a handful of giantsParameters of the target stars. These parameters haveysiyvi
were known to oscillate. This number has now increased temd€€n Shown to be inaccurate by Molenidakowicz et al.[(2010),
than 10,000 (Hekker et Al. 2011c). Already several imparan Who investigated more than 100 main-sequence and giast star
sults have enﬁerged most noticeably the ability to disiisigbe- N theKepler field. Their result was confirmed for an additional

tween red giant branch (RGB) and clump giahts (Beddinglet 8@l sample oKepler red giants in Bruntt et all (2011), here-
2017). after Paper |. Also, Bruntt et al. (2012) identify serioustatiéc-

To obtain robust results from the analysis and interpreatati ity discrepancies in a sample of 93 solar-type stars.

of the oscillation data provided ¥epler, accurate fundamental
In this paper we present results for a large sample of red gi-

ants observed with high-resolution spectrographs. Wesedu
the observations on stars with a large range in metallifrityn
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* Based on observations made with the Nordic Optical Telesco . - .
operated on the island of La Palma jointly by Denmark, Fid]athe bottom to the top of the giant branch including both shell

Iceland, Norway, and Sweden, in the Spanish Observatorio Jg/drogen-b_urnlngand core helium-burning stars. Frompees
Rogue de los Muchachos of the Instituto de Astrofisica de Gama @ We obtain accurate fundamental parameters as well as abu
Reduced spectra are only available in electronic form at@ms dances for several elements. These are needed in order to put
via anonymous ftp to cdsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.6) via Strong constraints on the stellar models. We also tried @ fin
httpy/cdsweb.u-strasbg/tgi-birygcat?JA+A/ stellartwins with similar asteroseismic parameters, bufetient
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2. Target selection sures using FIES were bracketed with a ThAr exposure to ensur

curate wavelength calibration in the reduction procéhs.

: ... ac
The targets were selected using KIC and the asteroseisiac Cgaoservations and instruments used are summarized in[Table 1
available from the&epler satellite. We used the large frequency The reduction of the CEHT and TBL observations were

separation A, Wh_"f,@ is proportional to the mean dens@,- performed as part of the service program, using the ESpRIT
of the star, Av « p“), and the frequency of maximum oscil-yineline (Donati et al. 1997). The FIESBgiipeline was used
lation power,vmax, determined from the power spectra of thé)or the reduction of the NOT observations. Both pipelines pe
lightcurves, when these parameters were known at the timesgfm the standard tasks involved in the reduction of eclsgiée-

the selection. tra; bias substraction, order identification, substractib scat-

In this selection process, we were hampered by the fact thafe |ight, flat fielding, wavelength calibration and extian of
we had to useféective temperatures from the KIC. However, ag,o spectral orders.

shown in Paper | theffective temperatures found in the KIC are
in reasonable agreement with the spectroscopic valuesast |
for targets with [FgH] > —1.0 dex, so to first order the identifica-4, Spectroscopic analysis
tion should be reliable. Also, it wasficult to get values for stars
with a low Av, since only observations from quarters Q0-2 of th&he high-resolution spectra were used to deterriige logg,
Kepler mission were used for the stellawin identification, re- microturbulent velocity &) and abundances for several ele-
sulting in few lowAy twins. These quarters had durations of 101ents. We used the semi-automatic software package, /WA
days (QO0), a short quarter of 34 days (Q1) and one full quar(@runtt et al.| 2004, 2008, 2010) for the analysis. Neutral an
of 90 days of observations (Q2). Most of our targets have begingly-ionized iron lines (Fe | and Fe Il) in the wavelengtinge
observed byKepler in it's long cadence mode (29.4 min inte-4500A to 7000A for the NOT and 4000A to 8800A for CFHT
gration times). This is short enough to properly sample e aand TBL were used to derive the atmospheric parameters. This
cillations in the giants as they oscillate at very low fregicies, was done by removing any correlation between the abundances
well below the Nyquist frequency for the long cadence observof Fel, excitation potential (EP), and equivalent width (EW
tions (ny = 283uHz). We also selected a few sub-giants whicbf the spectral lines. In the initial analysis, agreemertiveen
oscillate at higher frequencies and hence require shodrzzd the Fel and Fe Il abundance was required in order to determine
observations<{1 min integration times). logg. The method is described in greater detail in Paper I.
A number of targets were also chosen entirely because they In general we used lines with W< 150 mA as the weak
had extreme metallicities according to the KIC (< —0.8 lines are the most sensitive to changes in the fundamental pa
and [Fg¢H]> 0.3). rameters. For the brightest of our targets a larger numblevesf
All targets were chosen to have a V-magnitud#2 in order were of good quality due to the highMsso here the analysis
to get the desired signal-to-noise/5> 80) in the spectra for a5 restricted to lines with EW90 mA.
the spectroscopic analysis. It is essential to use as many of the same lines as possible for
every star, because the value of the fundamental parantsers
rived from EW measurements can be sensitive to the particula
choice of lines. We therefore compiled a list of lines presen
Three diterent telescopes equipped with high-resolution echehé least 70 % of the targets analysed in Paper | and used this as
spectrographs were used to obtain the data. On the 2.5@n@ut for the analysis presented here. However, since wib-del
Nordic Optical Telescope (NOT) we used the Flbre-fed Eehelerately selected a wide range in metallicities, one woulgkek
Spectrograph (FIES), covering the spectral range from 37l@rge star-to-star dierences in the number of lines that could
730 nm, using the high-resolution modR (= 67.000). We be used for the analysis. All spectra were therefore ingipiot
also aquired data from the 3.6-m Canadian-French-Hawaif@@tail and additional lines added when appropriate. Thigsiga
Telescope (CFHT) and 2.0-m Telescope Bernard Lyot (TBLgonsisted of non-blended iron lines, as these are preféored
using the ESPaDONS (CFHT) and NARVAL (TBL) spectrothe fundamental parameter determination, but also nondleie
graphs. These instruments provide a more extended wavklerdgies of other elements were selected (around 30-40 lines pe
coverage than FIES, covering the range 370-1050 nm with reséar). In a typical analysis some 400 lines ofelient elements
lutionsR = 80.000 (ESPaDONS) arid = 75.000 (NARVAL). were used, of which around 130 were iron lines. The iron lines
The observations using CFHT and TBL were both carrialere used to determine the fundamental parameters. The re-
out in service mode from May to September 2010, as a part/®gining lines were only used to derive abundances.
two larger programs folKepler follow-up. The targets observed
with CFHT and TBL were among the brightest giants in the sam- . .
ple and had exposure times 15 min. The NOT observationsrﬂ'l' The new oscillator strength correction
were performed in July 2010. Exposure times varied accgrdihen analysing the solar spectrum using MARCS atmosphere
to the brightness of the targets, from a few minutes to 1.3houmodels (Gustafsson etlal. 2008) as done in this work, we found
Could the desired /8l not be reached within a 30 minute exthat there is a positive correlation between the iron aboces
posure, the observations were split into multiple expaswfe and the EP, suggesting a highig for the solar atmosphere.
a maximum length of 30 minutes each. This was done to avaitbwever, as the solafes = 5777+ 10 K is well determined
problems with cosmic rays hitting the CCD. The individuatep (Smalleyl 2005), this indicates a problem with the abundsnce
tra were merged after the data reduction to increase/flde S derived from the lines. This is most likely due to a problem
Calibration images for all spectrographs were obtained wgth either the oscillator strengths of the lines (Ig§) or with
standard procedure in the beginning of each observing nigtie assumptions in the 1D LTE models used (see Lbbel|2011
They consist of 1 Thorium-Argon (ThAr), 7 bias and 21 halo-
gen flat exposures in the case of FIES and 1 ThAr, 3 bias and httpy/www.not.iac.egnstrumentgiesfiestoofFIEStool.htm|
40 flats for NARVAL and ESPaDONS. Further, all science expo- Available from httpsysites.google.coysite/vikingpowersoftware

3. Observations
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Table 1. Summary of the observations and instruments used.

Telescope Aperture Instrument CCD Resolution Coverage oNmrgets @\
NOT 2.56m FIES E2V 2k 2k 67.000 376730 nm 62 80-100
CFHT 3.60m ESPaDONS E2V 2k4.5k 80.000 3701050 nm 15 =~ 200
TBL 2.00m NARVAL E2V 2kx 4.5k 75.000 3701050 nm 5 ~200

for a discussion of corrections). The lgg- values used here 5. Results from spectroscopic analysis

are all taken from the Vienna Atomic Line Database (VALD

Kupka et al/ 1999). To remedy the apparent problem with tﬁ'% thi; section. we present the resglts obtqined from thetspec
oscillator strengths, a list of corrections to the lpfvalues for SCOPIC analysis as well as comparisons with the parameters f

a large number of lines has been calculated. asteroseismology and the KIC.

We found that using only lines for which a lag- correc-
tion exists, greatly reduced the scatter of the abundanbes\ws.1. Comparison stars
analysing stars other than the Sun (see Brunttiet al.| 2008 for o ]
an illustration), even when there were significarffatiences in TO test the reliability of our analysis, we re-analysed the s
the thermal structure of the line formation regions, coredap  Pright giants, also reported in Paper |, as well as an aduitio
the Sun. Here we use a new set of corrections, calculated fer bright giants. All ten stars have been analysed setierab
more than 1200 line$ (Bruntt et/al. 2012), based on the Fouri@ the literature and are thought to have well-determineepa

Transform Spectrometer Kitt Peak Solar Flux Atlas. Thisglye €ters. Nine of the stars were chosen from the PASTEL catalogu
increased the number of useful lines, especially lines ‘oith  Of Soubiran et al. (2010), with the last one, HD205512, chose

EP, compared to the analysis in Paper I. fromlLuck & Heitel (20077). The four new stars are located i th

icinity of the Kepler field. The comparison values were chosen

tested on a spectrum of the Sun. We used a solar spectrum K@M the most recent analysis that prowded values for adeh
parametersTes, logg, [Fe/H]). We only picked results where a

tained with FIES from a day-time blue-sky exposure. The r \ Veis had b / 4. Th hés
duced spectrum was treated in exactly the same way as ail otffgectroscopic analysis had been performed. The resuhéset

targets, albeit with a much highefN& After applying the log- stars are presented in Tafile 2 and_ the resi.dual.s are shown in
gfgcorrections the analysis y%eldré'@ﬁ _ 577p7p+y209K Iogg Fig.[, with the four new stars shown in red. Itis evident fri®
= 4454003 dex and [F&H] = 0.00= 0.05 dex sh_owing that our Plots that there is some scatter present between the vatres f

corrections are reliable. We used 220 iron lines for theyaisl the literature and the .values determined by our a}nalysi&a On
of the solar spectrum. The uncertainties quoted are thenaite WOU!d €xpect some disagreement between tierint meth-

precision in VWA, and should not be taken as absolute unc@ds as indeed obs_erved. Thatwe on average find a IargtH][Fe
tainties that will indeed be larger. compared to the literature can be explained by the hidher

. . . also found in our analysis, whiclffacts the derived abundances.
One small disadvantage of only using lg§-corrected lines §

Before applying these corrections to our targets, they we

is that onlv i that ) bet the giant 4 e use the meanfizet as a measure of the 'systematic uncer-
IS that only lines that are in common between the giants aa inty’ present in our analysis and add«t, Alogg andA[Fe/H]
Sun are used in the analysis. As giants display a large num

o Which ats b Lftted by the aoft Bhdratically to the internal uncertainties in VWA. Fundartal
0 mgs, n}an&/]o whic aﬁe fi'r:jglwe -htte th y fe sob vyaiea parameters forr Boo (Arcturus), which is the coolest star in
number of otherwise well-Sulted fines are therefore beisg d comparison sample, are also available from asteroséism
carded as they are not present in the Su.n..But this is compSBy (Kallinger et al. 2010b), who fouriE; = 4290 K and logy
sated by the reduction of both the uncertainties and sazttee  _*7 45 dexvshowing good afgreementwith the spectroschpic
abundances_derlved from the individual lines. and with a logy-value roughly half way between our result and

For consistency we re-analysed the targets that were pii§e literature value.

sented in Paper |, with our new set of lgd-corrections. This
resulted in slightly dferent values for the parametefs{, logg, . _
[Fe/H]) as well as a reduction of their uncertainties. 5.2. Radial velocity measurements

To identify potential Population Il targets in our samplemwea-
4.2. Determining macroturbulent and rotational velocity sured the radial velocities (RV) using a cross-correlaf©@Fr)
approach. For each target we calculated the CCF between the
In order to determine the macroturbulent velocity and lifie- observed spectrum and a template spectrum at laboratolwav
sight rotational velocityy sini, synthetic line profiles were cal- lengths. The template used for each star was chosen as one of
culated for isolated, weak lines over the entire wavelergtige. three diferent templates, corresponding to low-, solar- and high-
Line profiles were typically calculated for 20ftérent regions metallicity targets ([F&H] = —2.0, 0.0 and 1.0 dex respectively).
for each spectrum. The two parameters were adjusted umtit a $ndividual CCF's were calculated for each spectral ordgans
isfactory match between the observed and synthetic linBl@roning the same wavelength range as for the abundance analy-
was achieved. This was determined by inspecting the rdsidusis. This method provided 40 CCF'’s for each observed spec-
by eye. An average of the macroturbulent velocity argihi trum that were combined into a total CCF for each target using
found at diferent wavelength ranges were used as the best tt®e maximum-likelihood approach described in detall byk#iic
timates. We note that for giants it is hard to distinguish b&2003). The combined CCF was fitted with a Gaussian to derive
tween line broadening from rotation and macroturbuleneack the RV’s. Uncertainties on the measurements were estinaasted
a more appropriate description would be a total macroscopigy = (FWHM/ v/Ngcs — 1) where FWHM is the full width at
broadening, including bothfiects. But due to the analysis soft-half maximum of the Gaussian alNj; is the number of CCF’s
ware the two parameters had to be separated. used in the combined cross-correlation. Finally we coegthe
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Table 2. Values of spectroscopic parameters for 10 bright giantsrdehed from VWA and the literature. Uncertainties on the
VWA results are the internal precision only. Uncertaintesthe PASTEL values are 80 K dng, 0.1 dex on logy and 0.1 dex on
[Fe/H]. Uncertainties on the Luck & Heiter result are 100 Kb, 0.1 dex on logy and 0.1 dex on [FHél].

VWA Lit.

ID Terr logg [FEH] | Tew logg [FeH] | Reference
a Mon 4850:32  2.6QG:0.08 0.0530.06 | 4851 2.74 -0.02 | PASTEL
uLeo 4525:63 2.7@:0.15 0.440.13 | 4565 2.90 0.29 PASTEL
a Boo 4330:33 1.3@:0.12 -0.56t0.07 | 4230 1.65 -0.63 | PASTEL
u Peg 510041 2.9Q-0.10 0.06:0.07 | 5087 3.05 0.03] PASTEL
¥ UMa 4600:22  1.95-0.08 0.030.08 | 4655 2.55 -0.14 | PASTEL

A Peg 4930:74 2.43:0.11 -0.06:0.06 | 4650 2.00 -0.26 | PASTEL
HD091190 | 5030:21 2.75:0.15 0.0%40.06 | 4890 3.07 -0.15| PASTEL
HD186675 | 5050:26 2.8Q:0.09 0.020.07 | 5050 2.85 -0.02 | PASTEL
HD197989 | 486Q:23 2.6Q:0.07 -0.0%40.05| 4843 2.78 -0.11| PASTEL
HD205512 | 4810:23 2.5Q:0.08 0.1%0.05 | 4753 2.53 0.01] (Luck & Heiter 2007)

5.3. Fundamental parameters from spectroscopy

01E + [Fe/H] for giants (Brown et al. 2011), but it is expected to be
E E large. Furthermore we find very large discrepancies fowviddi
0.0 oo e ual stars of more than 2.0 dex in both lpgnd [F¢H], which

I

stresses the need for detailed spectroscopic follow-ufepier

_, 300F - E The fundamental parameters for all targets in our samplprare

= 2ooé | E sented in Tablg“Al1. We list the KIC values as well as parame-
= ters determined from asteroseismology, using either taknsc

j( 100E + 4 3 relations of White et al. (2011) or the method_ of Kallingeakt

S RS AT (2010a). A comparison between the two methods gives a mean
e O ------- %%@** difference of 0.03 dex on lag which is negligible compared to

5 fwooé AT, = 514100 Rd A g]neagsr,)iiscal uncertainty of 0.2 dex from a purely spectroscop
— 06 ' ' ' ' 1 As illustrated in Fig[2 the temperatures derived from spec-
B, 04F + B troscopy show reasonable agreement with the ones quotied in t
= 02F 4 KIC, agreeing within the KIC uncertainty af200 K. The KIC
Y ] S S %a Ter appears to be systematically lower when moving towards
% b # % A ] the hotter stars in our sample, as indicated by the lineaAfit.
< ~02p + + E similar trend is seen for the [Ad] values, with the KIC val-

° —04F + 3 ues being systematically lower for low&g;. The discrepancies

§ _0.6 Wog(g) = —0.16%0.26 % E of the logg values are more evenly scattered around a negligi-
— 0.3F * * * , % 3 ble ofset of 0.003 dex. The scatter of both [A¢and logg is

8 : large as seen in the figure, but taking the KIC uncertainty@b

— o02F + E dex on logy into account the agreement is reasonable, except a
? E E few outliers. There are no uncertainty quoted in the KIC an th
T

>

=

<

E A[Fe/H] = 0114007 targets. These extreme outliers in ipgan likely be explained

5400 5200 5000 4800 4600 4400 4200 Py a misclassification of the stars in the photometric arnglys
T (VWA) [K] done for the KIC. As discussed by Brown et al. (2011), subgian
can be misclassified as dwarf stars in the KIC, thus leading to
Fig.1. Comparison of the parameter values determined frowrong estimates for the surface gravity. We note that 10 ef th
VWA and literature values for 10 bright giants with well-stars in our sample do not have any values in the KIC. Below we
determined parameters. All results are the re-determinkebs give the coéicients on the linear fits shown in Fig. 2. We note
from this work. The four comparison stars added to the sampkeat the ¢fset and RMS-scatter given in the figure is calculated
from Paper | are marked in red. The triangle indicates therastwith respect to the linear fits:
oseismic values far Boo.

!
©

ATes = 0.22Ter — 1013 1)
Alog(g) = 3.60x 10 *Te; — 2.02 2)
measurements for barycentric motion. We identify three.PoplFe/H] = 8.27x 107*Te — 3.83 (3)

Il stars in our sample. KIC 5698156 and 8017159 we clas-
sify as Pop. Il based on their metallicities and radial vitles
([Fe/H]= -1.33 dex, RV= -3812 kms? and [F¢H]= —-1.95
dex, RV = —-3574 kms! respectively). KIC 8017159 was al-Determining logy from spectroscopy is fficult because a
ready reported as a Pop. Il star in Paper I. KIC 7693833 is-iderhange inTe; affects how the derived Fe I-abundances depend
tified as a Pop. Il star, solely based on the very low metaflicion lines with diferent EP, and changes in Iggnd Tt strongly

we find for this star ([FAH] = —2.23 dex). affect the ionization equilibrium of Fel and Fell. This can re-

5.4, Utilizing the asteroseismic logg
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of Fe | and Fe Il to determine the spectroscopicdoét the tem-
perature and gravity ranges considered here, one wouldcexpe
non-local thermodynamic equilibrium (NLTE)fects to influ-
ence the Fel abundances. Neglecting NLTEets will lead to

an underestimation of the abundance of Fe |, because thel mode
Fe Il lines become stronger when NLTE is not taken into account
This will in turn be reflected in the discrepancy betweendog
derived from asteroseismology and spectroscopy. An ititisn

of this is seen in Figll4 where we have fixed fpgt the as-
teroseismic values in our spectroscopic analysis. Thidyzes

a disagreement between the Fel and Fe Il abundance that cor-
relates with the temperature as well as with dodhis efect
increases with decreasing IggThe linear fits in Figl¥# merely
serve as indication of systematic trends in the abundarfee di
ferences and should not be used to calibrate NLifEcts. As
shown by Mashonkina (2011) the NLTE corrections can vary by
as much as 0.16 dex betweerfédient iron lines in the same
model, so this has to be treated on a line-by-line basis oAt

the NLTE corrections from Mashonkina (2011) are for fiedi

ent parameter space than in this work, tiffees of NLTE are
expected to increase for the giants.

Another explanation for this disagreement could be that
some of the giants have as few as three Fe Il lines, which could
produce a less robust determination of ¢pflygom the ionization
equilibrium. However, inspecting Figl 5 after removing ang-
lier, which was also an outlier in Fifl 4, there is no compejli
evidence that the number of lines has any significant inflaenc
on the discrepancy between the two iron species. For these re
sons we adopt the asteroseismic ¢pgalue when determining
damental parameters. No NLTE departures are expected fo
Il at these values of lagand T, SO we adopt the Fe Il abun-
nce as the best measure for/HeL. Mashonkina, 2011, priv.
mmunication).

With the logg fixed at the asteroseismic value we adjusted
the Teg and microturbulence to remove EP and EW correlations.
The values ofl ¢ and microturbulence determined this way are
used for the remainder of this paper.
sult in a strong correlation between lg@andTe; in the spectro- One extreme outlier between the lgpglerived from spec-
scopic analysis. The asteroseismicdgiould be a more precisetroscopy and asteroseismology is the giant KIC 4070746s Thi
and robust measure of the surface gravity as the asterdseisstar shows up as an outlier both in comparison with the KIC as
logg only depends on the gross properties of the star (Gai etwkll as with asteroseismic results. While a comparison ef th
2011). We use the method lof Kallinger et al. (2010a) to detespectrum of KIC 4070746 with the spectrum of a similar star in
mine the fundamental parameters for 60 stars fromkigter terms of Ter and [F¢H] suggests that the spectroscopic value
observations. For an additional 21 stars we found fundamesi-logg is reliable, the power spectrum shows clear power ex-
tal parameters using the scaling relations of White et &112. cess around 19@Hz, consistent with the log-value determined
We were unable to derive asteroseismic parameters of ong gifrom asteroseismology. We note that this target has thedbwe
KIC 9574235, as it oscillates at such a low frequency that &iN spectrum of all stars in our samplg (70) and very few
analysis requires a longer timeseries than is currentlyadla.  useful iron lines. This, combined with thefli¢ulty of proper

In Fig.[3 we compare for 81 giants the spectroscopic paragentinuum determination in the observed spectrum, déecia
eters to the parameters derived from the asteroseismigsasal the spectroscopic parameter determination. We thus atept t
In the top panel we compare thg;'s determined from the two asteroseismic log-value for this star as well.
methods. A large scatter of the points is observed and we find
a mean deviation of 128 163 K. The scatter of the points is 5 Photometric calibration of T
too large to reliably determine if any trends are present, b eff
the Ter’s derived from the model grid used by Kallinger et alwe used the spectroscogig; to test the calibration of the tem-
(2010a) tends to obtain lower values compared to the spectperature scale by Bruntt et'al. (2012), which is valid for maai
scopic results. In the bottom panel of Hi§j. 3 we compare thg lo sequence and sub-giant stars. The calibration is basedeon th
determination from the two methods. Good agreement is gshotometric index V¢ — Ks), where V5 is the TYCHO V-
served between the asteroseismic and spectroscopig With magnitude ans is theK-magnitude from the 2MASS photom-
the spectroscopic and asteroseismicd@greeing within @r in  etry. This index has previously been shown by Casagrandg et a
more than half the cases. The mean deviation is found to (@10) to be a very good indicator dt;. Fig.[@ shows that
—0.05+ 0.30 dex. the Bruntt calibration fits the giants well. However, intetigar

We see discrepancies in Igghat correlates with the temper-reddening potentially influences the color index of thesstard
ature which likely originates from using ionization egoiium needs to be taken into account. Bruntt etial. (2012) fount tha

AT, (VWA=KIC) [K]

A[Fe/H] (VWWA—KIC) [dex] Alog(g) (VWA—KIC) [dex]

5000 4500 4000
Terr (VWA) [K]

Fig.2. Comparison between parameters determined by VV\I&_EQ
and the values found in the KIC. The Pop. Il stars in our samplg,
are marked with red circles. The devations and RMS-scatéer 2,
calculated with respect to the linear fits shown as solidslifiée
dashed blue lines indicate the RMS-scatter.
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Fig.5. Absolute value of the abundanceffdrence [Fe/H]-
[Fell/H]=[Fell/Fe 1] vs. number of Fell lines used in the anal-
ysis. Removing one outlier (red), there is no obvious catieh
between the dierence and the number of lines used in the anal-
ysis.

Alog(g) (VWA—Seismic) [dex]

4500
Terr (VWA) [K]

4000

Of the 19 targets where reddening could be measured, six

Fig.3. Comparison between parameters determined by VWArgets were excluded from the photometric calibratiorabee

and from the asteroseismic analysis. The Pop. Il stars in dley were too faint{r > 12) making the photometry unreliable
sample are marked with red circies. The mean deviations &t et all 2000). In Fid.]6, open symbols are used for targets
RMS-scatter are shown in the figure. The blue line indicatevéthout reddening corrections and the filled circles foriBear-

linear fit to the deviation in log with the dashed lines indicat- gets where we measured the reddening. The general agreement

ing the RMS-scatter of the fit. For clarity, one strong outiie Petween the spectroscopic temperatures and the calibratio
Alogg is not shown in the plot. Bruntt et al.(2012) as well as the calibration of Casagrastidd.

(2010) appears to be good, but might worsen if reddening cor-
rections are taken into account, which will potentiallyfsttie
photometric index by a non-negligible amount. Without kirow
edge about the reddening for a larger sample of the giants we
cannot draw a clear conclusion about the validity of eitleen-t
perature calibration. We plan to collect multi-color photetry

to address the reddening problem for the remaining staratin o
sample.

|

4500 4000 1.0
Terr (VWA)

| [Fell/Fel]

=041

%

1.5 20 25 30 35
Log(qg) (seismic)

5.6. Calibration of microturbulence

o000 Bruntt et al. [(2012) provided a calibration of the microuxb
lence based on lagandT; for a large sample of main-sequence
Fig. 4. [Fell/Fel] vs.Tes (left) and logg (right) for our analysis and subgiant stars. We have tested the calibration on oysleam
with logg fixed at the asteroseismic value. The discrepancy caf stars, but find that for the giants the fitting é@gients need
relates with botlTe; and logg, increasing towards lower @ to be adjusted. We found that the following calibration gthe
One outlier is shown in red. lowest residual:

0.871-2.42x 1074(Te — 5700)
—2.77x 107"(Tes — 5700¥
—-0.356x (logg — 4.0).

interstellar reddening was negligible for the main-seqeestars &/kms* =
investigated in their work. The same was also reported from
standard photometric observations|by Mole@dkowicz et al.

(2009). However, reddening is expected to play a more signifi

cant role for the giants.

In order to investigate this, we measured EW'’s for the inter- This calibration gives an RMS-scatter of the residuals d20.
stellar Na D1 line in 19 giants where this line could be sefgara km s which is 30% lower than with the calibration presented
from the stellar Na line. The reddening was estimated ugiag tin Bruntt et al. (2012). Taking into account a typical unaerty
calibration of Munari & Zwitter|(1997). Significant reddeigiis of 80 K onTe; and 0.20 dex on log, the total uncertainty on the
found for most of the giants where this analysis could be penicroturbulence from this calibration is found to be 0.14skMm
formed, reaching as high &B - V) = 0.27. The reddening In Fig.[1 we plot the stars in our sample in the (nJ «t)-plane,
was transformed to th&/¢ — Ks) index using the transformation overplotted with contours of constant microturbulenc@gthe
of Ramirez & Meléndez (2005). calibration of Eql4.

(4)
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5 400 9
< L i i i 1
E ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 in Fig.[8(a), a weak over-abundance of both elements can be
= Hoor | observed, compared to iron. We note that the abundances are
= k 4, a0 A 1 associated with large uncertainties of roughly 0.5 dex g ®
s 200p P s ] 4 atomic lines were available for the abundance deternoinati
S i of &4 as 8%, 2 ] Within these uncertainties the abundances scale with tre ir
! O &% afis ) A N A 1 abundance in the giants. The two very carbon-rich giantaatre
% I T f“A. * s 2] significantly diferent from the rest of the giants with carbon de-
= 200 e . 7 tected, in terms of ¢, logg and [F¢H]. Even though they dis-
= i 1 play the largest individual uncertaintiesQ.8 dex), inspection
400 ° 4 of the spectra shows strong absorption in the C-lines ofethes
* * * giants, compared to the giants with solar carbon abundance.
2.0 2.2 vf;OKS 0 0 In Fig.[8(b) we present results for theelement abundances.

Si appears overabundant for most targets whereas Ca and Ti
. . scales roughly with the iron abundance for fig > -0.4.
E g) ?o'thrri ui[;p;ﬁg l?nagﬁlr 2g(rjnwsleth$hsepﬁl(l:gc?i(i:rf%§Vssﬁo(\\//thz;r eTowards, lower metallicities the abundances increase foedes-

S 9 p'e. 9 fﬁg metallicity. This is consistent with what is observed by

for which we were able to measure the reddening, whereas iy, w'er o] (2012) for the 93 main-sequence stars in therkw
open triangles have not been corrected for reddening. Ttk sO In Fig.H(c-d) we show the abundances for the iron peak el-

red line shows the calibration fromlin Bruntt et al. (2012%éd ments, V, Cr, Mn, Co and Ni. Ni scales with the iron abun-

on 93 main sequence and sub-giant stars. The dashed blue

shows the calibration frorn_Casagrande etlal. (2010). The t gnee whereas V and Co appear overabunqlant, compared to

lower panels show the residuals. e. The overabundance of Co can be explained by the pres-

ence of hyperfine splitting of the spectral lines. This istaken

into account in VWA and leads to an over-estimation of the

abundance. A study of cobalt abundances in 29 red giants by

Boyarchuk et &l. (2008) shows that neglecting tHie& results

After the fundamental parameters had been determined trengin an average overestimation of the abundance.@8 @ex. If

iron lines, we derived mean abundances for several other ghis is substracted from the abundances derived by VWA, Co

ments. The abundances for all targets are presented inAgble scales with the Fe abundance, within the uncertainties edery

We use the models with the |ggixed at the asteroseismic val-the subtraction has not been done for the abundances quoted i

ues. For one star where no asteroseismic parameters wére avable[A.2 as large star-to-starfidirences from hyperfine split-

able, we used the parameters provided by the standard epeding are observed in the work of Boyarchuk et al. (2008).

scopic analysis with log determined from ionization equilib-  For V the picture is less clear. A study by Puzeras et al.

rium. All abundances are measured relative to the Sun, tiseng (2010) of 62 red clump stars also shows vanadium to be over-

Grevesse et al. (2007) values for the solar abundancesjdecabundant by A1+ 0.12 dex whereas a study by Luck & Heiter

their work is used as the reference abundances in the MAR(®Q7) find—0.07 + 0.20 dex for their sample of giants. From

models as well as for the calculation of the Igg-corrections this, there appear to be no clear trend for giants, but wittn

used in our spectroscopic analysis. uncertainties, both studies find V to scale with the Fe abnoela
Carbon and oxygen have been detected in the stars whéhés is also the case for the present analysis.

NARVAL /ESPaDONS spectra were available, due to their higher Cr appears underabundant, relative to Fe, which is a well-

SN as well as their more extended wavelength coverage. Thésewn feature for giants (see for instance Johnson [2002).

targets all display roughly solar metallicity, so no coatelns Standard spectroscopic analysis (Johmnsoni2002) also feyds a

with metallicity can be determined from this dataset. Asnse¢ematic diference between Crl and Cr Il abundances, but this is

6. The abundance pattern
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used for selecting thegwins was a rather naive idea about how

1.5F ' ' ] similar stars could be found.

Flec +o0 ] Twins were identified by calculating the deviatiam:, be-
1op (o) ‘. 3 tween the large frequency separatia, frequency of maxi-

F ] mum powerymax and the &ective temperaturd,o; for a target
o-5F ot B star (tgt) and a potentialin (tw) in the following way:
0.0f------mmmmmmmmo oo B o o A2 2 1 T

- E . E Cror = \/( Vigt — Vtw) + (Vmaxtgt - Vmaxtw) +( effstgt — effstw) (5)
o : : : : : : o(Avg) o (Vmaxtg?) o (Teragt)

F ] Here a smalbri: would indicate a clos&win in terms ofT¢g and
0.5 - . . . . .. .

E oscillation parameters, but since we were interestédiims with
0.0k different metallicities, we defined an additional 'quality tatt

F ] for thetwinsin the sample as

~0.5F 4
e Qu, = ALFe/Hl (©)
1.0F ' ' ' e ' ] Otot
o.5§‘ oV ofr AMn ‘. .' .« e s 4 whereA[Fe/H] was the diference in KIC metallicity between
o' E(©) '.-éf . PR 1 a target star and a potenttalin. Hence a larg&),, was taken
L 00— éﬂf?&é%%’mﬁ .- ;’i as indicating a good target for our investigation. Howetlsg
2 F - ° B oot %0.% 1 approach does not take into account that there is a coomelati
-0.5¢ 8 o E between [FgH] and Tt which limited the selection dfvinswith
0B ° ] very different metallicities.
1.0F To give an idea what the power spectra of setsvirfis look

F like, we present two sets dfvins. The first set consists of two
0-5¢ RGB stars (H burning). The classification is based on the-aver
0ok age period spacingP, of the dipole modes, measured from the

F o 3 power spectra as described by Bedding et al. (2011). Theandeco

—0.5F ¢ 4 set presents two red clump (RC) stars (He burning) again clas

E 1 sified by the measured average valué\Bf The parameters for

-0 : : : : : : the stars are summarized in Table 3. The asteroseismic param
1.0F ] . o .

|l ey osc 1 tersAv andvmax and their uncertainties are derived as the mean
0.5F (o) R ] values and the scatter on the results from a numberffdrdnt

F . 05% © 8%, 1 pipelines (see Hekker etlal. (2011b) for a discussion). The
0.0~ -#-------—- St Wﬁ’ . ;* and [F¢H] are from the spectroscopic analysis in this paper and

o5k o °° ] the massM, is obtained from the scaling laws lof White et al.
T ¢ 1 (2011).
1.0t ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 3 It is not the intention here to do a detailed modeling of the
-25 -20 -15 -10 -05 00 05 1.0 two sets oftwins. Instead two figures present the power spectra
[Fe/H] of the Kepler timeseries including data up to observing quarter

7 (Q7) corresponding to 494 days of observing. Even though
Fig. 8. [X/Fe] vs. [FgH] for all heavy elements measured in thdhe twins have similar parameters, the power spectra are noti-
giants for which we were able to determine an asteroseisngi@bly diferent. One star is shown without any frequency scal-
logg. Fell has been used as a proxy for the iron abundandéeg. The power spectra for the other star have been rescsded (
The errorbars located at [f4] = 0.8 are representative for theBedding & Kjeldsen 2010) using a factor close to the ratio be-
uncertainties on the abundances in each panel. tween the large frequency separatians We use the ratio from

theAv's in Table[3 as a first guess, but in order to match the cen-

tral £ = 0 modes more accurately, the ratio has to be finetuned

only observed for three of the 21 giants in our work, wherébotvith a precision better than 1%. The scalings applied weeg).
species are detected. The Mn abundance is only measured f8pé 1.024 in Figd.]9 arid 110 respectively. The scaling faater d
handful of stars, so we cannot make any clear conclusiontabmines the mean density ratio of the stars (Bedding & Iserd
general trends. 2010). _ _ .
Finally in Fig.[B(e), are shown the abundances of Y and Sc, To obtain estimates of the mode degree and frequencies we
which are associated with the slow and rapid neutron-capt@Pplied the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique by
process respectively. Both elements appear to scale rpughl Handberg & Campante (2011). The modes are marked in[Figs. 9
the iron abundance. and_10 by diterent symbols.
The two targets in Fig.]9 have similar power spectra. The
scaling of the power spectrum aligns the= 0,2 modes well.
7. Influence of metallicity on asteroseismic Also, as is evident, there are less mixed modes in the topl pane
properties where the mixed modes seem to be located within a narrower
frequency range. A detailed analysis is needed to deterihine
In order to facilitate the modeling of the giant stars in thégper, the diferences are due toftBrent masses or metallicities.
we have tried to select pairs of statwifis) with similar param- The same similarities and discrepancies are present for the
eters Ter, Av, vmax) €xcept for metallicity. The criteria we havesecond set ofwins (see Fig[[ID). The power spectra look very
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Table 3. Parameters for two sets of giamins. The first set is RGB stars and the last set red clump stars.

KIC # Av [u]Hz Vmax [1]HZ AP[s] T« [K] M/Mg [FeH]
3744043 B6+0.24 11025+6.09 58 4970 1.21 -0.31
6690139 H5+0.22 11533+6.28 49 5020 155 -0.13

11444313 3P7+0.14 3362+256 272 4750 1.16 -0.01
11569659 H9+0.13 3185+ 258 245 4890 0.95 -0.27

010 [T T T T T T T T
| | *+
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005l KIC 669OW‘59 (scolgd)
| [
L |
|
L 006 kbbb
I +
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0.00 Lt e L
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microHz

Fig. 9. The power spectra for a set of R@Bins. The main diference between the stars is the metallicity. The positithef = 0, 2
modes for the bottom spectrum is indicated by vertical lifgessh and dot-dash respectively). Modes fitted with the MGid@e
(see text) are marked by symbols at the top of each spectrditharmeaning of the symbols are displayed at the bottomderias.
The power spectrum of the star in the top panel has been sesilegithe ratio of theé\v's of the two stars.
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Fig. 10. Same plot as Fid]9 for a set of red clutugns.

similar, but even thé = 0 modes can not be made to match by micely and modes that one might discard in a single spectrum
simple scaling. Again thé = 1 modes dier and constitute such now appear to be 'significant’ when they match up with a mode

arich set that the identification of modes becomes reaflicdit in a similar spectrum of a similar star as first pointed out by

as thef = 1 modes start to overlap with modes of other degred3edding & Kjeldsen|(2010).

Interestingly, the simultaneous analysis of scaled power A clear metallicity éfect is visible when using the astero-
spectra makes it easier to identify more modes as they line sgismic parameters in combination with spectroscopy [El.
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Here we have split the stars in two subsets, based on mass and
their period spacing\P. Top panels show stars that belong to the
RGB population. We have removed targets with > 100s as g
they belong to the RC, following the procedure of Beddingléet a 1.0
(2011). Also, all stars with a mass larger than g Mave been re- g
moved, as we assume they belong to the secondary clump (SC).
The seven stars plotted with filled symbols in the top panels a
confirmed RGB stars, based on their period spacing. We assume
that the remaining targets belong to the RGB as well, as the RC
stars occupy a very narrow range Tgz and Av, although we
cannot strictly rule out that a few RC giants are presenteriaop
panels. The stars in panels (a) and (c) have been color caded a F
cording to their metallicity. We use three bins with [Ag< —0.5 10.0F
(black diamonds);-0.5 < [Fe/H] < 0.0 (red squares) and®@< i ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ]
[Fe/H] (blue triangles). In Fig11(a) it can be seen that the RGB 5200 5000 4800 4600 4400 4200 4000 3800
stars shift to lower values Gfr as the metallicity increases, in Tar [K]

the Av vs. Tg; diagram, splitting into three metallicity branchesFig_ 12. Top panel: Evolutionary tracks, showing the change in

In the bottom panels of Fig.11 we present the stars in tiie for a model of solar metallicity and mass equal 0.8 M
sample that could be identified as RC giants, based on their @otted), 1.0 M (solid) and 1.2M (dashed). Lower panel:
ues ofAP. In panel (c) it is clear that also the RC stars separaiolutionary tracks of a 1 M model with [F¢H] of —0.35 dex
into three groups. It appears more pronounced becausette rgblack), 0.06 dex (red) and 0.4 dex (blue).
in Av is much smaller in th&v-Tet plane.

By looking at evolutionary tracks we can compare the ob- .
servations in Fig—J1 to stellar models. In Hig] 12 we plotlevo 8- €onclusions

tionary tracks of dferent metallicity and mass. In the top pangj, this paper we have presented fundamental parameterdlas we
we show models with solar metallicity and masses 0.8, 1.0 agd yetajled abundance analysis of 82 red giants that asanfy

1.2 M, consistent with the mass-range of the giants investigatgg, NASA Kepler mission, and we have identified somféeets
here. In the lower panel we show evolutionary tracks for d Myt metaliicity on the stellar oscillations. THes found in the
with [Fe/H] = —0.35, 0.06 and 0.4 dex. The evolutionary trackg|c is in reasonable agreement with the spectroscopic arte, b
are taken from the BaS_TI databa:s_e (Cas§|S| et al. 2()06), frgma kic Ter appears to be systematically lower than the spec-
which we calculatéy, using the scaling relationslof White et a'troscopic value, when moving towards hotter stars. Theeglu
(2011). From the models, the influence of metallicitifeiences ¢4, logg and [FgH] from the KIC are more unreliable for the

is expected to be larger than maseatiences for the RGB Stars-giants, than is the case for main-sequence stars, with an-RMS

For RC giants, thefeects of metallicity diferences and massscatter of 0.67 dex for log and 0.50 dex for [F#], and we
differences should be comparable for the low-mass stars @entify serious individual discrepancies in both pararstin
cording to the evolutionary tracks, but dominated by migtall the worst cases higher than 2.0 dex. We test a photometric cal
ity differences for masses higher than 3.Nlhus, judging from bration ofT¢; from the photometric indexy —Ks), presented in
Fig.[11(c) the observed separation may as well be relatedss mBruntt et al. [(2012), but information about the reddeninghef
differences for stars withl < 1.0 M,,. giants is needed in order to address the validity of thishcadi

: : . tion. Furthermore, we test a calibration of the microtuemae
In Fig.[11 panels (b) and (d) is shown the RGB and RC glarﬁgn 0 .
color coded according to mass rather than metallicity. tesr 0" dwarf and sub-giant stars from the same paper, but find tha

that the two populations do not show any systematic behaviﬂidim?rem calibration gives a better fit to the observed values of
with mass. Thus, we conclude that the systematic behaviou e giants. . . N
both RGB and RC giants in Fig_1L1 (a) and (c) is a metallic- The comparison of spectroscopic and asteroseismic param-

ity effect rather than anfiect of diferent masses. As discusse(ﬁ’ters_'nd_'Cates th"_"t .th—E'e“ from t_he model grid used in the as-
above, this is consistent with the evolutionary tracks f@HER troseismic analys_ls IS underestlmated c_ompared to _thetrspec
stars, but in contrast to what is expected for the low-mass REOPICTer (see FiglB). However, this @ierence can likely be
stars. Detailed modeling will be needed to determine thetex&*Plained by dferences between the model grids used for the

cause of this, which is beyond the scope of this paper. asteroseismic and spectroscopic analyses.
For more than half the stars in our sample, agreement was

This separation in metallicity could potentially open updo oyng between the asteroseismic and the spectroscopig log
rough estimation of the metallicity of RC stars based on a-Cofihe mean fiset of ~0.05 dex is negligible compared to the
bination of asteroseismic and spectroscopic parametén®wi pn\s_scatter of 0.30 dex. For lower values of pglisagree-

a detailed abundance study. ment is found between the two methods. We attribute this to

A number of both RGB and RC stars are seen to have véW. TE effects acting in the atmospheres of the giants with low
low masses< 0.85 M), which may likely be underestimated.values of logy (< 2.5 dex), resulting in an erroneous lggrom
As shown by Miglio (20111) uncertainties on red giant massepectroscopy. We have no means of addressing the magnitude
derived from the scaling relations alone, have unceresndf up of these &ects, but note that an increase of NLTeets is ex-
to 15%. Taking this into account does, however, not change thected when moving to lower surface gravities, which is ns
conclusion that the observed separation in Eig. 11 is damihatent with the general trend we observe.
by metallicity. We note that such low masses are also obderve The abundances of most elements appear to scale roughly
in a fraction of the more than 10,000 pubKepler red giants with the iron abundance and we find that [Hedescribes the
(Stello et al., in preparation). metallicity of most of the targets analysed here. Howeverdao

10.0F

0.1[

Av [pHz]

10
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Fig. 11. Panels (a) and (b) shatw vs. Ty for the giants that could not be identified as clump starsdar@P. In panel (a) the stars
have been color-coded according to metallicity. Black diads are [F&1] < —0.5, red squares are0.5 < [Fe/H] < 0.0 and blue
triangles 00 < [Fe/H]. In panel (b) the stars have been color-coded accordimgass. Filled symbols are stars that are confirmed
RGB stars based ofiP. Panels (c) and (d): Same as top panels, but for the red cltanp slentified from theiAP-value. The
filled symbols show the one star identified as belonging tas#eondary clump. Note theftérent scalings on the axes in the top
and bottom panels.

5200 5000 48

observe a trend of increasingelement abundances when movebservations of these stars as well as detailed model atilzos

ing to lower values of [F&], as expected for metal-poor starsto understand the oscillation behaviour and how that is -influ
For detailed modeling of low-metallicity giants, we advibat enced by dierent masses and metallicities. It is clear that there
individual abundance patterns are measured from speopgscis a lot to be learned from combining ground-based obsemnati
and used in the modeling. We note that the abundances derivéth the asteroseismic parameters tkgpler has provided.

from spectroscopy only measure the abundances preser# in th
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Appendix A: Tables of results from spectroscopic analysis

Table A.1. Fundamental atmospheric parameters for all red giantsrisample.
First, we present the parameters determined from the giseopic analysis with
VWA. Uncertainties oril, logg, & and [FgH] are 80 K, 0.2 dex, 0.15 knTt$
and 0.15 dex, respectively. [ is given as the mean of the Fe | and Fe Il abun-
dances. The uncertainties on the asteroseismic deteramrd(T o and logg are
100 K and 0.01 dex. For completeness we also show the valued fo the KIC.
Last columns are the values determined from VWA by fixing thevigy at the
asteroseismic log. Here, Fell is used as the measure of/HjeAlso shown are
vsini, Vimaaro @nd radial velocityy,.q, with associated uncertainties of 1.0 km,s
1.0 kms?! and 0.15 kms. In the last column is shown the type of the giant,
being red giant branch (RGB), red clump (RC) or secondarsnpl¢SC) based
on their period spacing.

VWA Asteroseismic KIC VWA + asteroseismic
KIC-ID Teﬁ' |Ogg ‘ft [Fe/H] Teﬂ' |Ogg Teﬁ' |Ogg [Fe/H] Teﬁ' [FdH] ‘ft vsini Vimacro Vrad Type
1726211 5010 2.39 1.46 -0.68| 4765 2.42 | 4837 2.68 -0.96| 5010 -0.67 1.46 0.5 40 -145.8 RC
2425631| 4600 1.95 1.35 -0.17| 4390 2.25| 4413 2.93 -0.82| 4600 -0.04 1.35 1.9 19.1 -
2714397 | 5000 2.68 150 -0.40| 4618 2.45| 4881 252 -0.53| 5060 -0.59 1.60 . 3.5 -190.5 -
3429205| 5100 3.75 1.10 0.09 - 3.48 | 4841 351 -0.67| 5050 -0.11 1.10 2.1 20 -27.0 -
3430868 | 5126 3.04 1.53 0.04 4790 2.84 | 4729 458 -250| 5126 -0.06 1.53 5.1 0.6 5.4 -
3644958 | 5000 3.30 1.30 -0.17 - 296 | 4826 3.46 -0.74| 4970 -0.23 1.30 2.8 2.7 4.8 -
3744043| 4970 296 1.20 -0.31| 4798 298| 4994 250 -0.09| 4970 -0.31 1.20 2.5 1.5 -53.9 RGB
3748585| 4615 2.40 1.30 0.10 4591 2.58 | 4738 1.85 0.37| 4615 0.25 1.30 2.1 -5.8 -
3748691 | 4750 2.45 1.45 0.19 - 250 | 4892 2.18 0.47| 4750 0.13 1.45 2.2 -0.1 RGB
3860139 4480 2.21 1.35 0.09 - 2.22 | 4589 2.22 0.60| 4480 0.10 1.35 25 -25.2 RC
3936921 | 4510 2.11 1.65 0.03 4585 2.36 | 4436 2.38 -0.06| 4570 0.09 1.75 . 5.0 -48.9 RC
3955590 | 4565 2.75 1.50 0.34 4436 2.23 | 4537 1.76 0.52| 4645 -0.16 1.50 2.1 21 -57.2 -
4070746| 5070 1.30 1.10 -0.05| 4857 3.23| 4874 3.62 -0.81| 5150 -0.17 1.20 2.2 2.2 -1.6 -
4072740 4875 3.22 1.20 0.13 4895 3.37 | 4763 3.22 -0.19 | 4805 0.23 1.10 22 -171 -
4157282 | 4350 1.73 1.27 -0.07 | 4344 2.09 | 4344 2.13 -0.78 | 4350 0.22 1.27 . 3.0 -374 -
4177025| 4270 1.33 140 -0.44 - 1.66 | 4346 2.14 -0.49| 4270 -0.24 1.40 45 20 -123.1 -
4262505| 4900 3.00 1.35 -0.16| 4796 2.88| 4880 2.96 -0.56| 4900 -0.20 1.35 2.2 28 -140 RGB
4283484 | 5030 2.40 160 -0.78| 4671 2.42 | 4924 252 -1.70| 5030 -0.77 1.60 3.2 27 -448 -
4480358 | 4620 2.20 1.30 -0.80| 4266 1.85| 4374 2.11 -1.05| 4620 -0.96 1.30 2.1 1.8 -88.3 -
4659706 | 4450 2.20 1.40 0.4Q9 - 2.46 | 4505 2.30 0.55| 4450 0.62 1.40 29 -21.8 -
5113061| 4150 1.65 1.60 0.1 - 154 | 4281 1.81 0.62 4190 0.01 1.60 . 2.3 -4.3 -
5113910| 4510 1.70 1.65 -0.33| 4250 1.75| 4412 2.07 -0.43| 4510 -0.31 1.65 3.1 31 -124 -
5284127 | 4660 2.40 1.50 0.44 4586 2.46 | 4718 2.17 0.54| 4660 0.45 1.50 28 -73.0 RC
5511423| 4370 1.25 1.65 -1.14 - 1.33 | 4346 195 -091| 4320 -0.96 1.65 1.9 -87.3 -
5524720| 4350 1.80 1.40 0.13 4410 2.23 | 4474 2.41 0.47| 4350 0.38 1.40 . 3.1 -32.8 -
5612549 | 4850 2.50 150 -0.31| 4784 2.38| 4884 235 -0.57| 4800 -0.33 1.50 3.8 3.4 -3.5 RC
5698156| 4730 1.92 150 -1.30| 4319 192 | 4705 2.06 -058| 4730 -1.33 1.50 3.9 3.2 -381.2 -
5700368 | 4850 2.50 1.33 -0.15| 4828 250 | 4784 2.48 -0.35| 4850 -0.15 1.33 45 1.0 -32.2 RC
5701829 | 4850 3.23 1.03 -0.20| 4693 3.08 | 4623 4.63 -0.48| 4880 -0.32 1.11 3.7 1.0 -20.5 -
5709564 | 4745 2.33 150 -0.27| 4784 237 | 4752 252 -0.06| 4745 -0.25 1.50 . 4.3 -104.9 RC
5779724| 4300 1.35 150 -0.44 - 1.68 | 4423 1.79 -0.04| 4240 -0.14 1.50 3.0 3.2 -536 -
5792581 | 4950 2.90 0.90 -0.17 - 282 | 4871 381 -0.74| 4980 -0.22 0.90 2.4 2.4 5.2 -
5795626 | 5100 2.77 150 -0.69| 4713 253 | 4990 270 -1.01| 5100 -0.80 1.50 3.1 29 -89.1 RC
5859492 | 4770 2.55 1.25 0.38 4814 2.49 | 4632 2.01 0.37| 4800 0.19 1.35 1.9 -59.4 -
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Table A.1. Continued.

VWA Asteroseismic KIC VWA + asteroseismic
KIC-ID Terr loQQ fl [FQ/H] Terr loQQ Tet loQQ [FQ/H] Ter [F@H] fl vsini Vmacro Vrad Type
5866965| 4155 1.75 1.30 -0.24 - 1.34 | 4163 193 -1.02| 4155 -052 1.30 3.2 3.1 -64.9 -
5900096 | 4580 2.35 1.50 0.30 4646 2.44 | 4539 1.95 0.54| 4580 0.33 1.50 2.7 25 447 RC
6101376| 5100 2.59 1.48 -0.07| 5139 2.59 - - - | 5100 -0.05 1.48 7.8 0.6 -19.3 -
6125893 | 4280 1.60 1.50 0.13 4156 1.79 | 4346 1.92 0.27| 4260 0.29 1.50 3.0 2.8 -35.9 -
6465075| 4820 265 1.35 -0.35| 4818 2.87 | 4667 3.27 -1.18| 4770 -0.18 1.35 1.7 2.6 -4.0 -
6547007 | 4785 250 1.40 -0.67| 4488 250 | 4757 2.84 -059| 4785 -0.64 1.40 2.8 33 -94.1 -
6579998 | 5050 2.40 150 -0.73| 4853 2.45| 4969 2.89 -0.69| 5070 -0.69 1.50 3.2 3.6 -434 RC
6680734 | 4580 2.15 150 -0.43| 4393 2.17 | 4597 257 -0.53| 4580 -0.38 1.50 1.7 1.6 12.6 -
6690139| 5050 3.05 1.25 -0.13| 4800 3.00| 4950 3.22 -0.60| 5020 -0.13 1.25 3.1 3.1 13.5 RGB
6696436 | 4680 250 1.30 -0.20| 4469 2.33 | 4683 2.03 -0.43| 4630 -0.26 1.30 3.1 3.0 -139 -
6837256 | 4850 2.60 1.35 -0.63| 4576 2.48 | 4728 2.62 -0.62| 4850 -0.65 1.35 1.7 1.4 0.9 -
7006979 | 4870 2.37 140 -0.25| 4655 2.46 | 4891 221 -0.01]| 4870 -0.19 1.40 1.2 40 -57.3 RC
7340724 | 4879 3.05 1.14 0.05 4845 3.05| 4867 2.34 -0.11| 4879 0.04 1.14 3.9 1.0 -8.2 RGB
7366121 | 4910 2.69 141 -0.05| 4872 2.59 - - - 14910 -0.10 141 4.2 1.0 -26.0 RC
7693833 4900 195 1.70 -2.45| 4800 2.46 | 4848 3.16 -1.45| 48380 -2.23 1.70 2.3 22 -143 RGB
7812552 | 5070 3.50 0.95 -0.44| 4901 3.26 | 4930 3.35 -0.87| 5070 -0.59 1.05 2.5 1.9 16.0 -
7909976 | 5091 2.80 1.37 0.01 4934 2.80 - - - | 5091 0.00 1.37 4.5 0.6 -17.8 RGB
8017159 4625 1.11 1.70 -2.05 - 1.38 | 4634 245 -1.07| 4625 -1.95 1.70 3.0 3.0 -3754 -
8210100 4692 257 1.30 0.21 - 253 | 4685 2.36 0.45| 4692 0.20 1.30 4.8 1.0 -295 RC
8211551 | 4822 2.48 1.35 -0.20| 4905 2.48 | 4658 2.36 0.45) 4822 -0.20 1.35 4.5 1.0 -15.0 -
8476245| 4865 1.86 1.75 -1.33| 4372 196 | 4817 2.76 -1.20| 4865 -1.28 1.70 3.0 3.0 -129.2 -
8491147 | 5020 2.70 1.40 -0.39 - 249 | 4770 3.34 -1.03| 5050 -0.51 1.40 2.7 2.1 7.1 -
8493969 | 4830 3.00 1.00 -0.16| 4652 297 | 4655 3.30 -0.94| 4830 -0.20 1.00 1.6 1.3 -95 -
8508931| 5082 3.01 1.37 0.20 4847 2.71 - - - | 5082 -0.02 1.37 4.6 3.2 437 SC
8547390| 4810 2.40 1.38 0.11 4804 259 | 4643 4.61 0.12| 4780 0.24 1.38 5.2 1.0 -41.0 RC
8813946 | 4940 2.81 1.30 0.14 4929 2381 - - — | 4940 0.14 1.30 4.8 1.0 -275 RC
8873797| 4500 1.80 1.75 -0.01| 4793 2.41 | 4747 2.47 0.45| 4500 0.32 1.75 35 3.4 -28.6 RC
9161068 | 5120 3.30 1.10 -0.29| 4960 3.26 | 4986 3.12 -0.64| 5120 -0.29 1.10 2.1 2.6 21.2 -
9288026 | 5050 2.50 1.25 -0.35 - 242 | 4855 3.41 -0.74| 5050 -0.36 1.25 2.7 2.3 48.7 -
9474021| 4080 1.15 150 -0.45 - 1.20 | 4118 2.36 0.37] 4080 -0.47 1.50 2.8 2.8 -124.0 -
9532030 4450 191 1.26 0.02 4574 2.16 | 4408 4.59 0.33| 4400 0.23 1.26 55 1.0 -135 -
9574235| 4380 0.95 2.25 -1.30 - - 4334 1.74 -1.42 - - - 3.1 3.8 -25 -
9705687 | 5100 2.80 1.40 -0.29 - 279 | 5134 269 -0.25| 5100 -0.27 1.40 35 1.5 4.7 RC
10186608 | 4725 2.50 1.40 0.03 - 2.43 | 4850 2.40 0.21] 4725 0.00 1.40 2.8 26 -111 RC
10323222| 4676 2.75 1.28 0.17 4571 2.60 - - - | 4706 0.06 1.28 4.7 1.0 -22.7 RGB
10403036| 4485 190 1.35 -059| 4241 192 | 4388 221 -1.39| 4505 -0.61 1.35 4.5 20 -1249 -
10404994 | 4855 255 1.33 -0.02| 4706 2.54 - - - | 4855 -0.05 1.33 2.0 3.2 -0.7 RC
10426854 | 4955 2.38 1.45 -0.39 - 250 | 4731 257 -1.03| 4955 -0.37 1.45 4.5 15 -456 RC
10649021| 3960 0.80 1.45 -0.30 - 1.18 | 4083 1.79 0.54| 3790 0.37 1.35 3.6 35 -39.1 -
10716853| 4898 2.62 1.38 -0.09| 4761 2.62 - - - | 4898 -0.10 1.38 4.3 1.0 2.3 RC
11045542| 4400 1.40 150 -0.59 - 1.75 | 4425 2.12 -0.85]| 4450 -0.51 1.50 2.4 2.2 17.3 -
11342694| 4575 2.60 1.18 0.26 4758 2.82 | 4603 2.65 0.50| 4575 0.38 1.18 2.0 35 -19.9 -
11444313| 4750 2.40 150 -0.02| 4822 2.46 | 4888 2.47 0.17] 4750 -0.01 1.50 2.5 22 -17.8 RC
11569659| 4890 2.45 150 -0.27| 4680 2.43 | 5036 2.36 0.06/ 4890 -0.27 1.50 3.1 3.1 -19.2 RC
11657684 | 4840 2.00 1.45 -0.32 - 2.44 | 5066 2.60 0.25 4840 -0.09 1.45 3.4 3.0 14.0 RC
11674677| 4973 249 1.36 -0.18| 4830 2.49 - - - | 4973 -0.18 1.36 4.7 1.0 6.3 RC
12455203| 5080 2.84 1.30 0.04 4760 2.84 | 4983 3.14 -0.12| 5080 0.03 1.30 4.6 1.0 -10.8 -
12884274| 4770 2.60 1.43 0.17 4946 2.60 - - - | 4770 0.18 1.43 4.9 3.2 -346 RC

swuelb pal Jo sialaweled Jusydsowly :'Je 18 uasabAyl ‘O v



ST

Table A.2. Elemental abundances for all targets where an asteroseleqy)

could be determined. Uncertainties are 0.5 dex foH]Gnd [OQH], 0.15 dex
for [Fe/H] and 0.2 dex for the remaining elements. KIC9574235 hasddmces
based on the spectroscopic tng

KIC-ID [C/H] [O/H] [S/H] [CaH] [SgH] [T-I/H] [T-/H] [V/H] [Cr-IJH] [Cr-l/H] [Mn/H] [Fe-UH] [Fe-l/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H] [Y/H]
1726211 - — 034 -045 -036 -036 — -042 -063 - — -066  -067 — —0.60 -
2425631 - - 002 -007 - -015 -023 000 -0.26 - - -012  -003 -025 -0.17 -
2714397 - -~ -026 -0.02 -035 -0.07 - -012 -044 - - -042  -059 - -0.37 -
3429205 - - 004 - -0.02 004 -0.14 0.12 0.03 - - 002 -011 014  0.05 -0.01
3430868 0.11 002 006 008 - 0.02 0.02  0.10 0.00 -0.01 - 003  -0.06 008 -004 0.02
3644958 - - -0.06 - - -0.21 - -017 -026  -0.21 - -021  -023 -0.11 -023 -0.22
3744043 - - -022 -030 -021 -029 -0.16 -0.27 -0.39 - -038 -032 -031 -0.18 -0.28 -0.32
3748585 - - 033 009 - 0.06 0.03 032 0.09 - - 0.17 025  0.34  0.14 -0.04
3748691 - - 023 004 -001 0.01 - 004 -008 - - 0.11 013 021 006 0.02
3860139 - - 038 022 - 0.04 - 046  -007 - - 0.12 010 030 011 -
3936921 - - 036 - 002 0.02 - 016 -0.10 - - 0.03 009 032 006 -
3955590 - - 027 - - 0.36 - 072 0.26 - - 023 -016 042 023 0.3
4070746 - - -0.01 - -0.10 -0.09 - 001 -015 - - -004 -017 000 -0.12 -
4072740 - 030 030 019  0.19 0.08 0.03 0.14 0.07 0.09 - 0.16 023 038 022 007
4157282 - - 027 -014 - -0.16 - 007 -034 - - 0.02 0.24 - -0.01 -
4177025 - - 004 -0.37 - -0.28 - -004 -064 - - -036  -0.24 - -0.27 -
4262505 - - -004 -0.16 - -0.15 - -006 -027 - - -018  -0.18 -0.06 -0.19 -0.19
4283484 - - -048 - - -0.62 - -069 -0097 - - -079 -078 -0.63 -0.81 -0.81
4480358 - - -050 -0.64 -056 -048 -0.76 -0.56 -0.86 - - -085 -096 -055 -0.83 -0.91
4659706 - - 078 - - 0.36 - 063 0.46 - - 0.47 062 072 059 -
5113061 - - 032 - - 0.19 0.05 045 0.08 - - 0.11 0.01 - 002 -
5113910 - - -0.10 -0.30 - -031 -034 -010 -0.50 - - -032 -031 -0.03 -038 -
5284127 - -~ 060 - - 0.50 - 072 0.38 - - 0.45 045 075 051 0.33
5511423 - - -064 -096 -136 -1.03 - -115 - - - -110  -0.96 - -117 -
5524720 - - 044 - - 0.19 - 034 0.30 - - 0.24 038 059 026 -
5612549 - - -0.16 -0.45 - -0.43 - -043  -0.49 - - -035 -034 -025 -034 -0.37
5698156 - - -082 -100 -135 -1.03 -096 -1.20 -1.42 - - -130 -1.30 -1.16 -123 -1.11
5700368 0.11 0.2 -0.05 -0.13 -0.13 -021  -0.10 -0.16 -0.26  -024 -026 -0.15 -0.15 -0.10 -0.19 -0.15
5701829 -0.21 -0.04 -0.04 -0.06 -0.06 000 -005 011 -021  -0.27 - -023  -033 -006 -0.19 -0.33
5709564 - - 007 -013 -022 -0.07 - -005 -032 - -050 -026  -026  0.02 -0.19 -
5779724 - - 001 -0.27 - -0.37 - -037 -052 - - -035 -014 -0.01 -0.29 -
5792581 - - -016 -0.06 -013 -0.13 -022 -0.01 -0.18 - - -017  -022 -0.11 -024 -0.16
5795626 - - -041 -047 -051 -0.39 -0.44 -048 -0.74 -067 -1.00 -0.71  -0.78 -055 -0.71 -0.76
5859492 - - 047 026 - 0.41 0.10 0.66 0.35 - - 0.30 019 054 030 -
5866965 - - -0.05 -0.09 -047 0.03 - 017 -0.46 - - -036 -052 036 -0.39 -
5900096 - -~ 060 - - 0.39 - 080 0.29 - - 0.32 0.33 - 041 004
6101376  0.06 010 0.01 -0.08 -0.01 -0.18 -0.05 -0.06 -0.20  -0.26 000 -0.08  -007 -0.17 -0.18 -0.09
6125893 - -~ 043 - - 0.09 - - 0.04 - - 0.22 0.26 - 018 -
6465075 - - -0.04 -0.40 - -0.43 - -048 -058 - - -033 -018 -0.23 -0.34 -
6547007 - - -039 -062 -058 -059 -0.38 -0.60 -0.76 - -072 -067 -067 -057 -0.63 -0.69
6579998 - - -043 -0.61 -056 -0.45 -0.26 -056 -0.80 -0.77 -1.20 -071  -0.70 -0.54 -0.67 -
6680734 - -~ -011 -042 -040 -0.43 - -033 -056 - - -042  -040 -0.26 -0.43 -0.59
6690139 - - -004 -005 011 -0.08 - -018 -031 - 009 -015 -0.14  0.01 -0.14 -
6696436 - - -013 -0.25 - -0.13 - -003 -034 - - -023 -024 -001 -022 -
6837256 - - -034 -0.34 - -034  -044 -040 -0.66 - -  -064 -065 -043 -0.60 -0.60
7006979 - -~ -0.08 -0.33 -023 -0.24 - -027 -0.40 - - -027 -019 -0.18 -0.24 -
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Table A.2. Continued.

KIC-ID [C/H] [O/H] [SyH] [CaH] [SoH] [T-I/H]  [T-I/H]  [V/H] [Cr-I/H]  [Cr-1IJH]  [Mn/H]  [Fe-/H] [Fe-I/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H]  [Y/HI
7340724 — 012 016 008 007 0.03 0.04 025 0.00 -0.06 0.30 0.05 0.05 018  0.05 000
7366121 - 000 004 -002 -010 -007 -006 0.08 -012  -0.19 - -005 -010 002 -0.06 -0.07
7693833 - - - 209 -227 -242 - - -2.99 - - —248  -223 - 229 -221
7812552 - - -028 -022 -027 -017 -025 -022 -0.40 - - -046  -059 -0.24 -045 -052
7909976  0.13 -0.02  0.06 - - -003 -0.01 003 -006 -0.10 - 0.01 0.01 -0.01 -0.07 0.09
8017159 - - -137 -175 -252 -2.03 - - 232 - - -199  -1.95 - 211 -
8210100 - 026 039 013 - 0.12 017  0.37 0.08 0.23 - 0.21 022 041 023 019
8211551 -0.59 -0.04 -0.06 -0.17 -0.12 -021  -0.14 -0.15 -037 -031 -005 -020 -020 -0.07 -0.18 -0.28
8476245 - - —099 -093 -122 -1.17 - - -1.48 - -182 -132  -1.30 - -134 -
8491147 - - 029 -0.17 - -028 -037 -028 -0.39 - - -041  -051 -031 -042 -051
8493969 - - 010 -0.02 - -0.02 - 004 -016 - - -017 -019 006 -0.18 -
8508931 - -010 019 028 0.24 0.16 0.03 031 0.13 -0.05 - 016  -0.02 019 0.12 0.16
8547390 - 027 025 012 - 0.05 010 0.14 0.02 - - 0.14 025 026 013 0.17
8813946 - 032 024 015 0.19 0.05 0.15  0.19 0.07 010 - 0.14 014 028 014 0.17
8873797 - - 059 - - 0.09 0.30 -0.08 - - - 0.14 032 044 014 -
9161068 - - -0.28 - -025 -022 -033 -024 -0.33 - - -029 -029 -026 -030 -0.37
9288026 - - 029 -035 - -032 -025 -036 -045 -040 -0.35 -036 -036 -0.27 -040 -0.45
9474021 - - 009 -0.32 - -007 -035 -0.09 -052 - - -047  -047 002 -041 -
9532030 - 043 026 003 009 -0.07 000 012 -0.11 - 0.13 0.09 023 023 005 0.14
9574235 - - 096 -1.12 - -110 -141 -122 -161  -1.89 - -130 -127 -1.23 -145 -
9705687 - - -0.14 - -016 -030 -028 -0.34 -0.35 - - -029 -027 -025 -0.35 -
10186608 - - 020 -006 -0.03 -0.04 - 015 -0.07 - - 0.02 000 020 0.05 -0.15
10323222 1.04 039 025 027  0.20 0.19 0.08  0.40 010 - - 0.15 0.05 040  0.19 -0.02
10403036 - - -0.21 - -040 -0.18 - -035 -052 - - -058  -059 -0.27 -0.49 -
10404994 015 0.1 010 -0.03 -0.02 -0.05 -0.03 006 -011  -0.21 - -001  -002 011 -0.04 -0.06
10426854 - - -027 -034 - 042 - -0.46 - - - -042  -037 -030 -042 -031
10649021 - - 040 - - -014 026 011 -0.26 - - -0.04 0.37 031 -0.03 -
10716853  0.16 0.08  0.03 -0.07 -0.09 -0.13  -0.07 -0.02 -0.18 020 -018 -0.09 -0.09 -004 -0.12 -0.01
11045542 - - -031 -049 -060 -040 -039 -027 -0.63 - - -053 -051 -025 -053 -0.70
11342694 - - 050 024 - 0.28 0.34  0.68 0.18 - - 0.34 036  1.00 040 -
11444313 - - 015 -0.08 - -006 -010 0.11 -0.14 - - -002 -002 018 -005 -0.12
11569659 - - -0.16 - - -022 -026 -020 -0.37 - - -027 -027 -018 -0.27 -
11657684 - - -003 -023 -009 -031 -0.19 -029 -0.39 - - -028  -009 -012 -025 0.17
11674677 -0.11 - 008 -017 -012 -020 -0.15 -0.14 -026  -035 -0.15 -0.18  -0.18 -0.13 -0.26 -0.16
12455203 0.00 0.02 008 010  0.02 0.00 0.10 0.09-0.02  -0.05 - 0.05 0.04 012 -001 0.08
12884274 094 029 030 018 - 0.06 0.18 0.34 0.06 -0.01 - 0.17 017 037 022 007
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