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ABSTRACT

Context. The post-asymptotic giant branch (AGB) phase is arguabdyairihe least understood phases of the evolution of low- and
intermediate- mass stars. The two grids of models presemtilable are based on outdated micro- and macrophysicsi@mat
agree with each other. Studies of the central stars of @aneebulae (CSPNe) and post-AGB stars iffiedtent stellar populations
point to significant discrepancies with the theoreticatimtons of post-AGB models.

Aims. We study the timescales of post-AGB and CSPNe in the confeodiropresent understanding of the micro- and macrophysics
of stars. We want to assess whether new post-AGB modelsd lmasthe latter improvements in TP-AGB modeling, can helpous t
understand the discrepancies between observation ang twed within theory itself. In addition, we aim to understahe impact

of the previous AGB evolution for post-AGB phases.

Methods. We computed a grid of post-AGB full evolutionary sequendes tnclude all previous evolutionary stages from the zero
age main sequence to the white dwarf phase. We computed srfodéhitial masses between 0.8 andj, and for a wide range of
initial metallicities ¢, =0.02, 0.01, 0.001, 0.0001). This allowed us to provide P@3B timescales and properties for H-burning
post-AGB objects with masses in the relevant range for thmdtion of planetary nebulae (0.5-08 M,). We included an updated
treatment of the constitutive microphysics and includedaated description of the mixing processes and winds thgitgpkey role
during the thermal pulses (TP) on the AGB phase.

Results. We present a new grid of models for post-AGB stars that take aecount the improvements in the modeling of AGB
stars in recent decades. These new models are particuldtdyl €0 be inputs in studies of the formation of planetarputaee and

for the determination of the properties of CSPNe from thbsesvational parameters. We find post-AGB timescales tiesatdeast
approximately three to ten times shorter than those of ofd-p&B stellar evolution models. This is true for the wholass and
metallicity range. The new models are als®.1-03 dex brighter than the previous models with similar remmaasses. Post-AGB
timescales only show a mild dependence on metallicity.

Conclusions. The shorter post-AGB timescales derived in the present a@lkn agreement with recent semiempirical determinations
of the post-AGB timescales from the CSPNe in the GalactigéauThe lower number of post-AGB and CSPNe predicted by the
new models might help to alleviate some of the discreparfaiesd in the literature. As a result of the venyffdrent post-AGB
crossing times, initial final mass relation and luminositaé the present models, the new models will have a significapact on the
predictions for the formation of planetary nebulae and thagtary nebulae luminosity function. In particular, teswmodels should
help to understand the formation of low-mass CSPNe as eddrom asteroseismic and spectroscopic determinations.
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1. Introduction of final massesNl; ~ 0.5-08M,) are available. Those are the
. o rids computed by Vassiliadis & Wood (1994) from the AGB
The transition between the asymptotic giant branch (AGR) af},ogels of Vassiliadis & Wood (1993) and the grids computed
white dwarf phases is arguably one of the least understqodpiscker (1995a) from the AGB models lof Blockér (1995b),
phases of the evolution of low- and intermediate-mass &ing{pich are usually complemented at low masses by the models of
stars Mi ~ 0.8-8Mo). During this phase, stars are expected @-hsnpernef (1983).
evolve as OHR stars, protoplanetary nebula central stars and, )
under the right conditions, the central stars of planetatyutae Other than the fact that they are very interesting objects in
(van Winckel 2003| Herwlg 2005; Kwitter etlal. 2014). Whilghemselves, post-AGB stars are also useful for other fidlds-o
there are many grids of stellar models covering all phases fr trophysicsi(Kwitter et al. 2014). In particular, planetasgbulae
the zero age main sequences (ZAMS) to the AGB regime (e ?Ne) are bright, easy to identify, and their progenitoes ex-
Pietrinferni et all 2004; Karakas & Lattanzio 2007; Sies®?0 pected to have ages spanning frerf.1 Gyr to~ 10 Gyr. In the
Dotter et al. 2008, Karakies 2010; Cristallo etlal. 2009, 301 most simple scenario, PNe are formed when the progenitar sta
this is not the case for the post-AGB and CSPNe phases of ste$e their external layers at the end of the AGB and cross te H
lar evolution. Only two main grids covering the relevantgan diagram on their way to the white dwarf cooling sequence.l&hi
crossing the HR diagram the central stars of the PNe (CSPNe)
* Postdoctoral fellow of the Alexander von Humboldt Foundiati ~ become sfficiently hot to ionize the previously ejected material
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(Shklovsky| 195[7; Abell & Goldreich 1966; Padrski|1970). models are available (Weiss & Ferguson 2009; Cristallo.et al
Planetary nebulae and CSPN@eo unique insight into the nu-12009; | Ventura & Mariga_2010; Karakas 2010; Cristallo et al.
cleosynthesis during the TP-AGB phase. Extragalactic Rive @011 Lugaro et al. 2012; Constantino et al. 2014; Dohergtlet
be used to understand metallicity gradients and their tealpa2015), the inclusion of these improvements in post-AGB-stel
evolution in galaxies. In addition masses and numbers séextlar models is still missing. It is time for a recomputationtbé
galactic PNe can be used to derive stellar formation ratast Lpost-AGB models in the light of all these advances.

but not least, the PN luminosity function (PNLF) has proven The aim of our study is to assess the post-AGB timescales
to be a good distance indicator as far-a20 Mpc, although and properties with the help of post-AGB stellar evolutioodn

we still do not understand why _(Ciardullo 2012). The formaels, which include an updated treatment of the relevantipbys
tion and detectability of PNe depends strongly on the m@ati and in particular of the AGB phase. In Sect. 2, we describathe
ship between two dlierent timescales: Evolutionary timescaleput physics and calibration of free parameters in the stella-

of the CSPNe, which provide ionizing photons, and dynamidaition models. In sectidnl 3 we show the agreement of our nsodel
timescales of the circumstellar material ejected at theafitide  with several observables and with the other state-of-th&@B
AGB (Marigo et al. 2001). If the CSPN evolves too fast the Piodels. This shows the reliability of the new models. Inisect

is ionized for a short time, and thus has a low detection prol#awe describe the results of our computations and discuss dif
bility or might even not be ionized at all. Conversely, if tar ferences with previous post-AGB models. Then, in se¢flore5 w
evolves too slowly, the ionization of the nebula takes plehen discuss possible consequences of our results and the aimeert
the ejected material has already dispersed too much to be tikes behind the present computations. Finally, we closaitige
tectable. In this work, we address the first of these timescalwith a summary and some conclusions.

Namely, we present full stellar evolution computations loé t

post-AGB and CSPNe phases. The evolutionary timescalesof th

post-AGB remnant is mainly set by the speed at which the H-ri@. Input physics, numerics, and set up
gtna\;eeloﬁ/leo'jeﬁgrésgé)r;ﬁ%g?:g:s {ﬁgﬁ'h;n,g(géw?r! \Iligemogsg?\?emﬁh)e calculations reported here have been carried out wéh th
. ' ! o . . st version ofLPCODE stellar evolutionary code. This code
rich envelopes, higher luminosities, or more intense windst

evolve faster than those with more massive envelopes Itnwerhas been used to studyfiirent problems related to the for-
T : - ; PES, mation and evolution of white dwarfs (Althaus et al. 2013;
minosities, and less intense winds. In its turn, the posBAG

minosity and the mass of the envelope at the departure frem Miller Bertolami et al.| 2013] Salaris etlal. 2013; Althausét

= ) - :
AGB depends on the details of the TP-AGB evolution. Consﬂpla).The LPCODE is a well-tested stellar evolution code and

uently, proper modeling of the previous evolutionary fsas has been recently tested against other stellar evolutiolesco
g Y. proper 9 P . y during the main sequence, red giant, and white dwarf phases
needed to obtain accurate post-AGB timescales.

o i Salaris et dl. 2018) The numerical methods adopted IPCODE
There are some indications that available models of the, extensively described(in Althaus et al. (2003, 20053eRe
post-AGB and CSPN phases are not accurate enough. First,iii&ovements in the numerical scheme, as well as conveegenc
two available grids of post-AGB models_(Vassiliadis & Woodhoplems and how we circumvented them, are briefly described

1994;|Blocker. 1995a) do not agree with each other on theapnendiC. In what follows, we describe the adopted micro
predicted timescales (Zijlstra et al. 2008). Second, @Sty 5ng macrophysics in the present work.

between the masses of white dwarfs and those of CSPNe

seems to require faster evolutionary speeds than predisted . .
both sets of models (Gesicki et al. 2014). Third, present-mog 1. Microphysics
els of the CSPNe phase are unable to explain why the cyt- e . .
oft of the PNe luminosity function is constant in most gala(;(We have adopted state-of-the-art ingredients for the micro

ies [Marigo et all 2001, 2004). Lastly, post-AGB stellar levo physics relevant for the evolution and structure of low- and

. . e intermediate-mass stars to supersede previous post-At@B. gr
tion models, computed with updated physics in a reduced m ge nuclear network accounts explicitly for the followiny e

range |(Kitsikis 2008; Weiss & Ferguson 2009), show a stro ents:IH. 2H. 3He. 4He. 7Li 7Be. 12C. 13C 14N 15N
disagreement with the previous grids. This is not a surpri% 170' 1’80 igF ZdNe énd 2'2Ne Eoget’her v:/ith ?;4 thér-
since many improvements have been carried out in the f'eldrﬁoﬁucleér re,actic;n ratés for the1 pp-chains, CNO  bi-cycle

stellar physics in recent decades. Most importantly, aise! d helium burning. These reaction rates are identical to
ose described in_Althaus et al. (2005) with the exceptibn o

grids have been computed with opacities, which are now f%?
years old [(Cox & Stewart 1970b,a) before the big changes b Y 13 13 A
. the reactionsC + N + C + e +
troduced by the OPALL (lglesias & Rogers 1996), and Opac&%d 13C(py) 4N whifh_)are taken g;on?Anaulo otlal (13,/59)
Project(Seaton 2007) redeterminations. Similarly, narcteac- V) 4 15 T e
tion rates, equation of states, conductive opacities, @utrimo and the_reaction_raté“N(py)™O, which was taken from
- €9 ’ P ' Imbriani et al. [(2005). High temperature radiative opasitare

emission rates adopted in the models date from the early-eidi . 3 . "
ies and even earlier. In addition, Herwig et al. (1997) shibw aken from (Iglesias & Rogets 1996) and conductive opaxitie

: e re taken from OPAL from_Cassisi et al. (2007), respectively
that the existence of carbon stars at low luminosities caexbe We use updated low-temperature molecular opacities witjrva

plained by the addition of mixing beyond the formal convec- . :
, . ; ng C/O ratios. For this purpose, we have adopted the low-
tive boundaries during the thermal pulses (TP) on the AGB. Iifré]mperature opacities of Ferguson et al. (2005) extendéd wi

nally,IMarigo (2002) showed that C-rich molecular opasitee X . .
L e . the tables for varying © ratios presented in_Kitsikis (2008)
2SGS§r:;'ﬁljtecl)spggggcgqéhga(r:ggne%ﬁé?ﬁotinlp%?;udrensbZP?rZCtPeand Weiss & Ferguson (2009). I'PCODE, molecular opacities

tions). This is particularly important because of the inp@fc 1 testing of the code at the main sequence and red gi-
effective temperatures on the mass loss rates. While all thgge phases was performed in a series of workshops “The

improvements in stellar modeling have been implemented Aarhus Red Giants Workshops”, which can be found at
AGB stellar models, and very detailed and exhaustive gk chttp://users-phys.au.dk/victor/rgwork/
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are computed by adopting the opacity tables with the corrét, AGB stellar winds are not fully understood. While theo-
abundances of the unenhanced metals (e.g., Fe) gAbdalio. retical and observational evidence of the existence ofgpiols-
Interpolation is carried out by means of separate quadiatic enhanced, dust-driven winds is strong for C-rich starssitua-
terpolations inR = p/Te®, T and Xy, but linearly inNc/No. tion of O-rich (M-type) AGB stars is much less clear. In pati
This approach is inferior to the on the fly computation of apaaular, numerical simulations of pulsation-enhanced, dinsten
ties (Marigo et all. 2013), but allows us to capture the firsieor winds are unable to findfigcient mass loss rate (Woitke 2006),
effect of the formation of a C-rich envelope without the neealthough there is still hope for this mechanism_(Norris &t al
to follow the huge number of ions and elements that parti@012; Hofner 2012; Bladh et al. 2015).
pate in the opacity of AGB envelopes. The equation of state The inclusion of C-rich molecular opacities implies #&eli-
during the main-sequence evolution is the updaiesl 20057 ent treatment of O- and C-rich AGB stars, as both radiryg (
version of thedPAL EOS (Rogers et al. 1996) for H- and He-richand dfective temperatureT¢s) are very sensitive to the/O
composition and a given metallicity. Neutrino emissioresdior ratio of the model. In its turn, pulsation-enhanced, duteth
pair, photo, and bremsstrahlung processes are those @dtldh winds are themselves very sensitive to the value®Rpfand
(1996), while plasma processes are included with the expré&sy. Then, a consistent treatment of pulsation-enhanced dust-
sions presented hy Haft et &l. (1994). For the early whiterflwalriven winds with the actual /O ratio is needed. In order to
regime, we use the equation of state| of Magni & Mazziteliave a internally consistent description of AGB winds we-can
(1979) for the low-density regime, while for the high-dewmsi not rely on theoretical determinations, as those are ulzdolai
regime we consider the equation of state| of Segretain etfal O-rich stars. Fortunately, Groenewegen etlal. (1998920
(1994). Outer boundary conditions are set by simple Eddimgthas determined mass loss rates for both C- and M- type AGB
grayT(r)-relations. stars adopting the same technigues. Following the suggesti

by |Groenewegen et al. (1998, 2009), we adopted for pulsating

. O-rich AGB stars the relation
2.2. Macrophysics _
(6]
While the microphysics of stellar models is relatively westab- |og M = -9+ 0.0032 (P/day), 2)
lished, macrophysical processes are their main unceytdmt Mo /yr
particular, the modeling of convective and nonconvectve-m e the mass loss for the winds of pulsating carbon stass wa
ing processes and stellar winds are among the main uncert%'&'opted as
ties in the computation of stellar evolution sequencess THi
even worst in the case of stellar evolution computationsfro MC
the ZAMS all the way down to the white dwarf stage, such 489 = —16.54+ 4.08 log(P/day) 3)
. . - Mo /yr

those presented in this work. In these computations one must
deal with many convective regions and with winds during manyo compute the mass loss from efgs. 2 Bhd 3, it is necessary to
and very diferent, stages of the evolution; see Weiss & Henegstimate the value of the pulsation perd\Ve compute® from
(2013) for a nice review on this topic. In what follows, we dethe relation of Ostlie & Cdx (1986), i.e.,
scribe the prescriptions adopted for the stellar windsrdytihe
different stages of the evolution and how we have calibrated thg(P/day)= —1.92— 0.73logM,/Mo) + 1.86 IogR,/Ro), (4)

different free parameters involved in the treatment of conwecti )
which for values of logR,/R.) = 2.5 and 1< M, /M, < 10 is

always within a 10% of th&(M, R) relation of Wood|(1990) (as
2.2.1. Stellar winds given by Vassiliadis & Wodd 1993).
Mass loss during the RGB is usually included in stellar evg- Itis yvell kr_10wn that th_ere must be some kind of upper limit
lutionary computations following the empirical formula o orI the mtenﬁlty ofdthg wm(;is. It hqsdusually tt))een ar%Jgd tha
Reimers[(1975). More recently, (Schréder & Clintz 2005, 20084 sation-enhanced, dust-driven winds must be constidiye
argued for a reinterpretation of this formula in terms of aenoe single scattering limit (e.d., Vassiliadis & Wond 1994,

physical picture of the mechanism behind mass loss. This [0 Situation in which all the momentum of the stellar radiat
to the update of Reimers’ formula including two more fa ield is transferred to the wind

tors.|Girardi et al.|(2010) and Rosenfield et al. (2014) slibwe <o L.

that this new formula also provides a better descriptionref p = Vo ()
dust AGB winds. In line with these recent studies, we have

included winds from cold giants following the prescriptioh wherec is the speed of light and., is the terminal wind

Schrdder & Cunitz (2005), i.e., velocity, for which we assume&,, = 10knys as suggested
by the results of Groenewegen et al. (2009). However, as ar-

MmSC u(Le/Lo) (Re/Ry) [ Teg \*° %o gued byl Mattsson et all_(2010), there are theoretical reason

Mo/yr = 8x10° (M, /M) (4000 ( 430@*)- to think that such a limit is not appropriate for pulsation-

1 enhanced, dust-driven winds. In fact, the numerical sitraria
(1) fromMattsson et al. (2010) show many models with mass loss

Since the seminal work &f Schonbetrier (1979), it became el@tes beyond the single scattering limit given bylég. 5. diad
dent that steady stellar winds play a decisive role in the AGB tion, more recent observational eviderce (Groenewegermé&rs|

particular, it is stellar winds that rule the length of thenimally 2013) supports the existence of mass loss rates beyond the
pulsating AGB phase (TP-AGB). Stellar winds during the AGiBingle scattering ]|m|t. FoIIowmg the results presented i
lead to the (almost) complete removal of the H-rich envelo Mattsson et dll (2010) we constrained the mass loss rategsof e

forcing the remnant star to contract to the white dwarf phageand3 not to exceed three times the value given b/leq. 5. This
Is a rather arbitrary choice, but in line with the resultsgerged

2 Available athttp://opalopacity.1llnl.gov/E0S_2005/ inMattsson et al. (2010) and Groenewegen & Sloan (2013).
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Finally, during the CSPN phase, radiation-driven windstmuadopt the Grevesse & Nogels (1993) initial chemical compmsit
also be included. Following Blocker (1995a), we derivedma-si for the calibration of the sun. Once the calibration of the-mi

ilar relation from the results of Pauldrach et al. (2004),,i. ing length and initial composition is carried out, the acayr

- CSPN of the solar model can be tested by comparing the depth of the
M = 9.778% 10735 x (L, /Lo) " x (Z0/20)?3, (6) ogter convecti\{e Iayers anq surfa\fg/alu? with the values ob-
Mo/yr tained from helioseismological studieg{' = 0.2485+0.0035;

which s, for the range of luminosities of interest, alwaygima Ro- = 0.713% 0.001R; [Serenelli et al. 2009). Our treatment of
factor of two from the mass loss rates derive by Blidker 699 time dependent elementffiision is based on the multicompo-
from the earlier results 6f Pauldrach et al. (1988). Givext tur Nent gas picture of Burgers (1969) taking tiEeets of gravita-
grid spans a factor 20 in the initial metal content of thesstire  tional settling, chemical diusion, and thermal dusion into ac-
dependence witl, in eq.[8 was included after the derivation®PUnt, butneglecting radiative levitation. In particylae solved
The factorZe?? reproduces the known dependence of radiatioRe difusion equations within the numerical scheme described in

driven winds with the heavy metal content of the star, i.esty /Althaus etal.l(2003). _

of iron; seel(Vink et dl. 2001). We cor_nputed severalM, mode_ls_s_tartlng from_ the ZAMS
Finally, all these prescriptions (e@3[1[2[B, 5 Bhd 6) fek st and adopting dferent values of the initial composition and mix-

lar winds in diferent regimes must be combined. This is dorB9 length. The best solar model was obtained by assuming

under the assumption that the mechanism driving cool winds’ini = 0.7092,Zo = 0.0194 and a value of the MLT param-

RGB stars is always active until pulsation-driven windselep. ©t€r Ofamr = 1.825. With these Yfalues, we obtain vzilfues of

Specifically, onceP > 100 days, we take the cool wind rate td- = 0-99940, Ter = 577685K, YS! = 0.24415, g/X)*"" =

be the maximum between egs 1 d0d R (3), whiriNo < 1 0.02488 andR*? = 0.7144R, at an age of = 4.5684 Gyr. We

(Ne/No > 1) consider this an overall good solar model and, consequevely

. ) ) adoptemir = 1.825 throughout this work.

M = Max(MSC, MA®B) if P > 100d (7) Turbulent mixing beyond the formal convective boundaries
« = MSCif P < 100d (8) described by a bare Schwarzschild criterion (Schwarzschil

) 1906) is one of the main uncertainties in stellar astropisysi
From now on, we call this process convective boundary mixing
Where MA®8 stands forMC or M©, depending on whether (CBM). In LPCODE, CBM processes are included following the
Nc/No is above or below unity, and constrained not to exceddggestion of Freytag et/al. (1996) of an exponentially geca
three times the single scattering limit. ing velocity field. The dfusion codicient beyond convective
While all mass loss prescriptions are somewhat uncéoundaries is (Herwig et al. 1997)
tain, the mass loss rates during the transition from the cold
AGB to the hot CSPN phase is completely unconstraingd,, = Doxexp[_—zz
Schonberner & Stéen (2007) argue that cool winds must last fHp
until Teg ~ 5000—6000K to reproduce the spectral energy dis- . . . .
tribution of post-AGB objects. \F/)Ve have chosgn to exponfa?y}l/tiaWhereDO is the difusion codlicient provided by the MLTDo =

decrease the cool wind rates to its CSPN valuesl{eq. 6), as g @mit Hp) close to the convective boundalyp is the pres-
model evolves from loGer = 3.8 to logTer = 4.1, by means of SU'® scale height at the convective boundaig,the geometric
a simple linear interpolation in the logarithmic rates distance to the formal convective boundary, &nid a free pa-

rameter that must be calibrated. We tdkgas the mean value
log M@ = x log M + (1 — x) log MESPN (10) of the MLT diffusion codficient in the region within AHp from
the formal convective boundary and the CBM region is extende

wherex = (log Te — 3.8)/0.3. The accuracy of this interpolationuntil the difusion codicient falls 10 orders of magnitude, i.e.,
between the extrapolation of two prescriptions outsidé @ D, o,z = 1071°Dy. The valueDcy o (Which is rarely stated
lidity range is completely questionable. However, we showe in the literature) is as important as the valuefoih slow evo-
following sections that, unless mass loss rates are mudiehigiutionary stages, where mixing of the main chemical element
than these values, they are of no relevance for post-AGBievak always complete and only the extension of the CBM region,
tion. and not the mixing speed, becomes relevant (e.g., core H- and
He-burning).

For our aims, the main convective boundaries (and related
f values) are the boundaries of convective cores during cere H
We treat convection according to the Kippenhahn et al. (0l&hd He-burning fcys and fches), the lower boundaries of the
formalism of mixing length theory (MLT|_Biermanhn 1932;convective envelopef¢e), and the pulse-driven convective zone
Bohm-Vitense 1958). The MLT free parametayt has been (fppcz) during the thermal pulses on the AGB.
fixed with solar calibration and kept constant for all masses There is a general agreement, within uncertainties, that
during all evolutionary phases. For the solar calibratione an extension of @Hp in the convective core of up-
needs to find the combination of initial He (Y) and metal (Zper main-sequence stardfers a relatively good agreement
mass fractions and the value of the mixing-length parameteith observation of the main sequence in open clusters
that reproduce the solar radiuB,( = 6.96 x 10'%cm), lumi- and the field [(Maeder & Meyret 1991; Stothers & Chin 1992;
nosity (Lo = 3.842x 10 erg s*'; Bahcall et all 1995), and(Schaller et dl. 1992; Herwig etlal. 1997; Pietrinferni e24104;
ratio Z/X = 0.0245+ 0.005 (Grevesse & Noels 1993) at anMeiss & Ferguson 2009; Ekstrom etlal. 2012). With our choice
age oft, = 4.57 Gyr. Solar models without microscopic dif-of D¢yt o, this is reproduced by assuming a valuefefis ~
fusion or with new_Asplund et all (2009) compositions cann@t0174. This value of the extension of the convective core is
properly account for some seismic properties of the Sun. Forgood agreement with determinations coming from eclips-
this reason, we decided to account for atomitudion and to ing binaries; see Claret (2007); Stafidiet al. [(2015). It is

, (11)

2.2.2. Convection and convective boundary mixing
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Tablle 1 M, qnd M, va]ues for the bpundary mixing recipe at the con-  \pe performed several exploratory computations with
vective core in the main sequence, ifens = 0.0174x(Mi~M1)/(M2— 1 pcopE that confirm the previous picture. We find that values
M) for M; betweenM, andM, of 0.005 < fepcz < 0.01 are needed to reproduce the high
O abundances of PG1159 stars, while the simultaneous inclu-
Zo Mi/Mo  Ma/Mo sion of fcg > 0.002 leads to final masses not in agreement
0.02 1.15 1.75 with our expectation from semiempirical IFMRs. In fact, in a
0.01 1.15 1.75 preliminary study (Miller Bertolami 2015; from now on M15,
0.001 13 1.75 see AppendiX'B), we adopted values fphcz = 0.005 and
0.0001 1.6 2.2 fce = 0.13, and the resulting IFMR of the theoretical models
is far from that suggested by Galactic clusters at solar Imeta
licity, and even stars wittM < 1M, become carbon stars, at
well known that the inclusion of CBM processes in smallariance with observations of stellar clusters in the Mizgéxt
convective cores of low-mass main-sequence stars mustdeuds (Girardi & Marigh 2007). In the next section, we show
restricted. Following previous works (Pietrinferni et @004; that choosingfppcz = 0.0075 andfce = 0 allows us to repro-
Weiss & Ferguson 2009), we adopted a linear dependenced@ée many relevant AGB and post-AGB observables. Note that
fchs with the initial mass of the star, so that it attaiftsis = we do not claim thatffice should befcg = 0 at all timef, but
0.0174 in the upper main sequendé ¢ M) and decreases toonly that this choice of parameters allow us to reproduceyman
zero for stars without convective cored (< M;) (see tabl€ll). relevant AGB and post-AGB observables. Among them are the
Following|Ekstrom et al. (2012), we checked that this chaiee C/O ratios of AGB and post-AGB stars in the Galactic disk, the
lows us to reproduce the width of the upper main sequence|B¥R at near solar metallicities, the/@ intershell abundances
presented by Wl & Simon (1997). of AGB stars as observed in PG1159 stars, and the mass range
The CBM at the border of the He-burning core is signifef C-rich stars in the stellar clusters of the Magellanicu@ls. In
icantly less understood. While there are some physical-arguldition, the resulting AGB stellar models show propertiese
ments (e.g!l, Castellani et al. 1985) and asteroseismiceinées growth, carbon enrichment, and IFMR) well within the predic
(Charpinet et al. 2013; Constantino etlal. 2015) in favorhaf t tions of available AGB grids. Then, the predicted struciuard
existence of CBM at convective boundaries, its extensiontisescales obtained with this choice &pcz and fcg can be
much less constrained. In the absence of a better constnaint considered good representatives of state-of-the-art AtBlas
set fcyes = 0.0174 (i.e.,= 0.2Hp) in our simulations for all evolution modeling for the post-AGB phase.
stars.

Of particular interest for the present work are the CBM pro- ]
cesses during the thermal pulses on the AGB.REODE and in 3. Evolution from the ZAMS to the end of the AGB
many other codes (e.g., Herwig etlal. 1997; Weiss & Fergusg\p

: : computed a grid of 27 sequences with initial masbg¥lfe-
2009 and references therein) third dredge up (3DUP) does ot o
. i . ) S ween 0.8M, and 4M, and four diferent metallicities to study
appear, or is not veryficient, in low-mass (luminosity) AGB the evolution of stars after the AGB atfidirent masses and

models without CBM processes. This contradicts the exigten L )
of carbon starsNc/No > 1 by number fractions) in the Iower?eiﬁggﬂe%' E;I'I\P/}e 2:3'?8;%??“&?:25 rgr?gi?] ! Sleq_:_Jﬁirlei(;Str?ée
AGB and at all metallicities. Furthermore, CBM processdheat O N P gy

lower boundary of the convective envelogied) are also needed main range of interest for the formation of PNe. The initiatad

to create theé*C pockets needed for the creation of s-proceggggn&g;;hﬁ as(;[g(;zr\bs) gota_koe razto C? glso(l)a(;OSf aalﬁg 8’%%81/ e\r/a!

elements. Also, CBM at the lower boundary of the pulse—airivi“ ; — L= : o

convective zonefepcy) is needed to reproduce the oxygen abu Qenlﬁmrzf) Sc%%%gﬁi'gﬂgwféiz i‘ tl;eggu.am (2009) for thaanit

dances of post-AGB PG1159 stars, which are believed toa[yspr1

the intershell abundances of AGB stars (Herwig etal. 199 B

The values offcg and frocz are_certainly not well constrained?(z‘)) = 0245+ 2o x2, (12)

IphDe Ze i“g O%X\F/)vlgtrfliél(r)gpcr‘gyue(:r;m tlﬁe(i(t))za)dzlri%ggsgf géq?%%ssta{&good agreement with our present understanding of Big Bang
Cz > = P ; . _pucleosynthesis (Steigman 2007; lzotov et al. 2013; Avatiet

while fce should be significantly larger. Studying the prOdUCt|0201‘3' Coc et el 2‘0'L4)V and close to our calibration of thersola

of s-process elements, Lugaro et al. (2003) suggestedhibse t d ’I S

values should be ofppcz ~ 0.008 andfcg ~ 0.128.[Herwig model.

- ; he evolution of low- and intermediate-mass stars up to the
(2005) argued that the oxygen abundances in PG1159 stars carl "€ ) .
be reproduced with values ofGD5 < fppcz < 0.015 and that beginning Of the TP-AGB is relatively well understood. Anrup
o -, dated description of the main relevant phases and the pghiysic

I ffce ~ 0.1 I h for the s= —
a value offce ~ 0.13 would be enough to account for the s glved can be found in Kippenhahn et al. (2012). Table 2 shows

process production, but would lead to neutron exposures t i ch o . ; he ZAMS
are too large and an overabundance of second peak elemdfifsMain characteristics of our sequences from the ZAMS to
end of the TP-AGB phase. Lifetimes during the main se-

Unfortunately, it has been shown by Salaris etial. (2009) a . .
Weiss & Fergusarl (2009) that the inclusion of CBM processsgence’ the red-giant branch, and the He-core burning arage
both at the convective envelope and the pulse-driven cenv gnoted byrvis, Tree, @Ndriece, respectively. As is well known,
tive zone leads to an initial-final mass relation (IFMR) irs-di
agreement with Observat'ons' This IS particularly trueifital implies the need for a layer with both H afC after the 3DUP. While
masses o 3Ms, which would have final masses 6f0.6Mo. the problem with the IFMR comes from the inclusion of CBM at th
These masses are far from the final masses@¥M, suggested pottom of the convective envelope before and during theldpweent

by semiempirical determinations of the IFMR from stellarssl of the 3DUP. As the entropy barrier drops during the thermge it
ters (Catalan et al. 2008, Salaris et al. 2009, Gesicki@Hl4 seems plausible that CBM or other mixing processes are naillgq

and references therein). effective before and at the end of the thermal pulse.

3 The existence of thEC pocket needed for s-process nucleosynthesis
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Table 2. Main properties of the sequences from the ZAMS to TP-AGB.

M; ™S Tree HECF  Thece  Teace  Mi'"  TTP-AGB(M)  TTP-AGB(C) HTP My Nc/No
[Mo] [Myr]  [Myr] [Myr]  [Myr] [ Mzo(]) 5 O[ZMW] [Myr] (AGB) [ Mg]

1.00 9626.5 2043.9 yes 131.60 11.161 0.5119 0.65512 0.0000 49.5281 .400
1.25 3857.6 1262.8 yes 124.96 10.302 0.5268 0.89729 0.0000 ®.5615 .368
1.50 2212.4 480.67 yes 114.64 11508 0.5267 1.2959 0.16683E 11 0.5760 2.20
2.00 1055.0 33.928 no 307.42 19.420 0.4873 2.9196 0.971749E- 18 0.5804 1.12
3.00 347.06 4.6762 no 83.942 6.2381 0.6103 0.79992 0.10622 8 10.6573 1.66
400 163.85 1.5595 no 28.196 1.9150 0.8086 0.32029 0.0000 30.8328 .812

Zo = 0.01

1.00 7908.5 1697.2 yes 113.53 11.965 0.5128 0.73881 0.0000 49.5319 372
1.25 32595 988.43 yes 110.20 11.177 0.5276 1.0972 0.14698E 8 0.5660 3.93
1.50 1889.2 400.18 yes 101.54 11.439 0.5289 1.2904 0.75063E 10 0.5832 1.13
2.00 921.34 27.072 no 282.61 12.747 0.5170 1.6179 0.37651 168.5826 1.98
2.50 509.27 8.6930 no 148.01 7.6400 0.5728 0.71424 0.41896 2 10.6160 2.48
3.00 318.67 4.0683 no 73.307 4.1321 0.6755 0.31492 0.14332 3 10.7061 1.97

Zo = 0.001
0.800 12430. 1313.5 yes 116.80 13.089 0.4918 0.35321 0.0000 O 0.4971 271
0.900 8020.9 1024.7 yes 102.38 10.345 0.5167 0.77626 0.0000 3 0.5340 316
1.00 5413.9 808.66 yes 95.343 10.531 0.5282 0.85648 0.B081 4 0.5517 6.61
1.25 2368.4 533.69 yes 103.72 8.2357 0.5439 1.0575 0.15402 D.5849 5.89
1.50 1300.9 288.15 yes 99.209 7.7074 0.5573 0.74257 0.46337 8 0.5995 5.79
1.75 951.65 46.973 Ao 210.27 8.2381 0.5298 1.1446 1.1904 15 0.5867 6.41
2.00 67198 17.363 no 151.06 7.5069 0.5717 0.60336 1.0910 18.6182 6.59
2.50 389.98 5.9308 no 70.605 3.6796 0.6976 0.11696 0.49306 6 10.7101 6.98
3.00 255,51 29146 no 41.077 2.0364 0.8244 0.22804 0.82625E 24 0.8314 2.38
Zo = 0.0001

0.800 11752. 891.50 yes 98.484 10.089 0.5049 0.77058 0.0000 3 0.5183 194
0.850 9425.1 768.48 yes 93.850 9.5246 0.5128 1.1515 0.7BR65 4 0.5328 6.45
1.00 5255.3 525.95 yes 94.476 8.3594 0.5280 1.3575 0.92008E 5 0.5631 7.00
1.50 1261.4 24151 yes 112.01 8.1327 0.5526 0.76920 0.89965 12 0.6024 6.50
2.20 470.74 10.813 no 98.665 3.2623 0.7022 0.12220 0.48387 6 10.7130 4.86
2.50 349.85 5.8835 no 66.012 2.6371 0.7568 0.20994 0.20654 7 10.7543 5.70

M;: Initial mass of the model (at ZAMSX.us: Duration of the main sequence un)ﬁﬁe”tefz 10°8. 1rep: Lifetime from the end
of the main sequence to He-ignition, set atleg/L, = 1. HeCF: Full He-core flash (and subflashes) at the beginditigeacore
He-burning phaseryecs: Lifetime of core He-burning untiKfeMe" = 1075, reagg: Lifetime of the early AGB phase from the end

of core helium burning to the first thermal pul$él™": Mass of the H-free core at the first thermal pulse (defineti@set regions
with Xy < 107%). T1p-AcB(M): Lifetime of the star in the TP-AGB as an M-type stiic(No < 1). 7rp-acg(c): Lifetime of the star in
the TP-AGB as a carbon stal{/No > 1). #TP: Number of thermal pulses on the AQ@B;: Final mass of the stalNc/No : C/O
ratio in number fraction at the end of the TP-AGB phase.

“no™ indicates that a mild He-burning runaway appeared but Hdfe-core flash and subflashes finally developed.

timescales become longer as initial mass decreases antt meigh increasing initial mass; see for example Montalbar.et a
licity increases. The main exception to this general tranobi- (2013). The mass of the HFC during He-burning not orffgets
served around the transition from degenerate to nondeggnetycg, but also the properties of the next evolutionary stages.
He-ignition as stellar mass increases. Column 4 in Table 2 ifhe mass and also the composition of the HFC keeps a memory
dicates whether He-ignition happened in the form of a Hexcoof the previous evolutionary history. For example, we se&ain
flash (HeCF) or did not occur for each sequence. As shownhte[2 that the duration from the end of He-core burning to the
column 5 of Tabld R4 attains a local maximum aroundfirst thermal pulse (early AGB phasesgg) also reflects, to a

M; ~ 2M,, for solar-like metallicitiesZp = 0.02, 0.01), and at certain extent, the éfierent HFC sizes left by He-core burning.
slightly lower M; for lower metallicities. Below this maximum, More importantly, for the same reason, the HFC at the firgt the
sequences that undergo an HeCF have an almost constantri@-pulse shows a clear minimum as a functiorivif(see col-
burning lifetime ofryecg ~ 108 yr, irrespective of initial mass umn 7 in Tablé€R). This is why models with vergfieient 3DUP

and metallicity. In contrast, sequences of higher masses 8te  (Weiss & Ferguson 2009; Miller Bertolami 2015) predict ayer
typical trend of decreasing lifetimes with increasing ma3se pronounced plateau in the IFMR beldwy ~ 2.5M,.

behavior ofryecg is due to the dferent sizes of the H-free core

(HFC) during He-core burning. The HFC at the beginning of He- In the last two decades, the TP-AGB has been the object of
burning is approximately constant for sequences that guodemany detailed studies (see Herwig 2005; Karakas & Lattanzio
a HeCF. The HFC decreases at the transition between deged@@7; Cristallo et al. 2009; Karakas & Lattanzio 2014 aneref

ate and nondegenerate He-ignition and monotonically asze ences therein). Grids of models and yields for TP-AGB stegs a
now available for a wide range of masses and metallicitigg; e
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Karakas|(2010); Cristallo etial. (2011). A detailed distus®f 4 x x x x x

the present models in the TP-AGB phase would take us too far M-starshLMC clugters—&—
; . 35¢F C-stars| LMC clusters—e—

afield from the goal of the present work, and add almost ngthin =0.01, C-rich -

to the present knowledge in the field. Yet, as we discuss in the 3F Z%0.001, Cdrich -

next sections and analyze in Appendix A, the main resulth®f t A =0.01, Oich -4

present work are related to the accurate modeling ofthe GB-A = 25| Z50.001, O-rich =

phase. Specifically, the post-AGB sequences are sengitivet = 2t

properties of the HFC and the CNO content of the envelopes

Both the properties of the core and the envelope of post-AG 15+

stars are determined by 3DUP episodes; see Herwig 2005 for a 1k

detailed description of the process. Third dredge-up Bitgmnot

only determines the amount of carbon pollution of the envelo 0.5 Z

but also the IFMR, especially #; < 3M,, (Salaris et al. 2009). 0 Z'w ..... 7

The same post-AGB madd; is attained by models with very M 1

different initial masses and evolutionary histories depending

the intensity of 3DUP. It is then important to know to which ex Minitial [Msud

tent the present modelsfer an accurate description of the main 4 x x x x x

structural properties of AGB stars. In the following pargts M-stars, SMC clusters—A—

we show that with the calibration of Sectibh B¢z = 0.0075 3.5¢ C-starsz,,_%l\él)cli c(lzuiehrs o

andfce = 0) our sequences are able to r_eproduce several key ob- 3t :6_601’, C-rich -

servables of AGB and post-AGB stars in our Galaxy and in the Z=0.01, O-rich &

Magellanic Clouds. We also compare the IFMRs, HFC growths, 2.5 L =0.001, O-rich g

and carbon enrichment of our sequences during the TP-AGB,
with those of state-of-the-art TP-AGB models. This compami @
shows that our models are good representatives of modern ACfB
stellar evolution models.

On the AGB most of our sequences undergficeent 3DUP
events and carbon enrichment of the envelope. Only the lower
mass models avoid a carbon enrichment of the envelope. As a -
consequence offécient 3DUP events, during the TP-AGB most 1 15 2 25 3
of our models become C-rich; i.eNc/Ng > 1; see tabl€l2. The Mipitial Msurd
lower limit for the formation of carbon stars is dependent on nital sy
the initial metallicity of the sequences, beingMt ~ 1.5Mo, Fig. 1. Lifetimes of ourZ, = 0.01 andZ, = 0.001 sequences as C
1.25Me, 1M, and 085M,, for Zy = 0.02, Q01, Q001 and and M stars on the AGB as compared with the timescales dehyed
0.0001, respectively. Fifll 1 shows that our sequences repeodGirardi & Marigo (2007) from the Magellanic Clouds. In theseaof
the range of masses for the formation of carbon stars irferfd-type stars, we computed the lifetime of the star as a O-dbh
from the study of globular clusters in the Magellanic Cloud§ct With Mg, < -3.6 to be consistent with the values presented by
(Girardi & Marigd[2007). Aimost no carbon stars are predicteGlrardl & Marigo (2007). This is why the values plotted here mbt
at low masses< 1.25M., the exact value depending on initiaP9ree With therre_aceqw) in tablel2.
metallicity) because of the lack of 3DUP events and almost no
carbon stars are predicted at higher masse®,). 9.5

When AGB models become C rich, they become colder
owing to the presence of C-rich molecules, as originally
shown by [ Marigo (2002); see also__\Weiss & Ferguson o}
(2009); |Ventura & Marigo [(2010); | Lugaro etlal.| (2012);
Constantino et all (2014) for discussions on the impact ate-
molecular opacities in full stellar evolution models. Besa of y
larger radii and dferent mass-loss rates of carbon stars, mass 3°|
loss is strongly increased. This causes our models to uaderg

log gg

.
Jype”*PNes Kingsburgh & Barlow (1994) ]
-~ ®  non-Type 1 PNe, Kinggburgh & Barlow (1994)
. ] PNe, Milanova & Kholtygin (2009) e
L » . E’Ne, Delgado-Inglada & Rodriguez (2014) e

only a few more thermal pulses as C-rich stars before most of . hot post-AGB, Mello et al. (2012)

. . ° C-Stars Lambert et al. (1986) =
the H-rich envelope is removed and they evolve away from the . ‘ M-stars Smith & Lambert (1990) =
AGB. This is in agreement with observational data of the G- 8 8.5 9 9.5
tio of PNe; see Fid.J2. If many thermal pulses were to follow th log ec

carbon-star formatlo.n, planeta(y nebula(@@ath W_ould.cover. Fig. 2. Carbon and oxygen abundances of AGB and post-AGB objects
a much larger range; see Heriig (2005) for a similar discunssi ;

. > in the Galactic disk as compared with the predictions ofafe 0.02
This shows that our models depart from the TP-AGB at the r'gﬁjtpper set) and@, = 0.01 sequences (lower set). Tracks in blue lines

time in terms of carbon enrichment, which gives us confidenggirespond to those that experience significant 3DUP, whi black
in the accuracy of the post-AGB models. In addition, our n®déines indicate sequences with no significant 3DUP. The neel tior-
also reproduce the/O ratios observed in M- and C-type starsesponds to the evolution of thevid (Z, = 0.02) sequence that ex-
(Lambert et al. 1986; Smith & Lambert 1990) and post-AGBeriences both 3DUP and hot-bottom burning. Abundancespiare
objects |(Kingsburgh & Barlow__1994; Milanova & Kholtyginsented in the customary astronomical scale for logarittabimdances,
2009; [Mello et al[ 2012} Delgado-Inglada & Rodriguez 201499¢x = 109(Nx/Nw) + 12, whereNy andNy are the number densities
of the Galactic disk; see Fifl 2. of elementsX andH, respectively.
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Fig. 3. Initial final mass relation of the sequences computed invibik 1.2 Karakas & Lattandio (2007)
and those of Miller Bertolarm| (2015) (M15). The semiempititFMR e Cristallo etal. (2011)
derived from clusters for solar-like metallicities|lby S#aet al. (2009), 1| —e— stancliffe et al. (2004)
and also that of Gesicki etlal. (2014), are shown for comparis Herwig (2000)
0.8 —e— This work ./.‘p.
PR
1.6 [y , , , , : < 06 _eee,
1.4[°%° ¢ . o Z7002—e— 1.4 75 :
12 7=0.01 —— 0.4
o o [ Z=0.001 —— ] 7
L2 10¢ ¢2=0.0001 —+— 1 o 0.2 S M;=3, Z=0.02
X 08} 1 65 2
e Q .
X 06} N » o v 1 6 0 &,
0.4 e . 1 054 056 058 06 062 064 066 068 0.7
gg [ o 8 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ | 5.5 Murc Msud
er . sm e
o 06k 7=0.001 —r— ] 7 Fig. 5. Upper_panel: IFMR of the models presented here ﬂ_.‘br: 0.0_2
T T le e Z50.0001 —— @  compared with the results from state-of-the-art AGB modelavail-
D> 04 le 6.5 §’ able in the literature_(Karakas & Lattanzio 2007; Cristaltal. 2011,
x 6 Weiss & Ferguson 2009) and the IFMR|of Weidemann (2006)ver
0.2 H 1 panel: Third dredge up #iciencies {) during the TP-AGB for dierent
00820 n . ‘ - ! 5.5 models of a 81, andZ, = 0.02 (Herwig 2000; Standfie et al| 2004;
: 055 060 065 070 075 080 0.85 Karakas & Lattanzio 2007; Cristallo et/al. 2011).
Mfinal

Fig. 4. He-, C-, and O- intershell abundances in the post-AGB phasethe O-rich abundances of PG1159 stars| see Herwig et al€{199
compared with the derived abundances of PG1159 type staimidfr and Herwig [(2005) for a detailed discussion.
mass [(Werner & Rauch 2016). Most of the high dpstars (see color  The reproduction of the key AGB and post-AGB observables
bar) are probably undergoing gravitational settling, amastthe high re|ated to the HFC growth and carbon pollution during the TP-
He abundances might not reflect the original intershell casitjon. AGB (Figs[1[2[B anfll4) give us confidence that our post-AGB
sequences begin with accurate post-AGB structures. Y&, it
_ _ ) ) possible to wonder to which extent our AGB models, and conse-
Third dredge up is a key process in the shaping of thgiently the following post-AGB phase, are representativeio
IFMR (Salaris et al. 2009) and the core-luminosity relatiogyrrent understanding of stellar evolution. The upper pafie
(Herwig et al. 1998; Mowlavi 1999). Both the core-lumingsit Fig.[§ shows the IFMR of our models compared with the IFMR
relation and the IFMR set the timescales of the post-AGB rergf gvailable state-of-the-art AGB models (Karakas & Larign
nants (see AppendixlA). A proper modeling of 3DUP episodeg07; Weiss & Fergusbn 2009; Cristallo etlal. 2011). The final
becomes of utmost importance for the accuracy of post-AGB $fiasses of our models are well within those predicted by -avail
quences. Fig.I3 shows that our sequences reproduce thexsemigle grids. The lower panel of Figl 5 shows the evolution ef th
pirical IFMR (e.g.} Salaris et &l. 2009; Gesicki et al. 20I#)is  3DUP dficiencyl 1 as a function of the mass of the HFC for the
implies that our post-AGB models of a given mads descend penchmark case of; = 3M,, Zy = 0.02 sequence. Also in this
from reliable progenitor models. Models with high CBM eftase our model shows a behavior well within the spread of the
ficiencies at the the bottom of the convective envelope (e.gredictions of diferent state-of-the-art AGB models. This spread
Weiss & Ferguson 2009 and M15) produce final masses that gfghostly due to the dierent treatments of boundary mixing pro-
too low atM; ~ 3Mo. cesses in dierent stellar evolution codes and is representative
Our models also reproduce to a good extent the rangeaddfthe present uncertainties. In particular, our model igoond

He-, C-, and O- intershell abundances of AGB stars, as dareement with the predictions by Karakas & Lattanzio (3007
termined from the observations of PG1159 stars (Eig. 4; see Fig.[@ shows the predictions for thg@ ratio of our post-
Werner & Herwig 2006; Werner & Rauch 2016). This is an imAGB models compared with the/O-ratios at the end of the
portant result, as PG1159 stars are the only way to constrain
the value offepcz, which does fiect the intensity of the He 4 j — AMzy,/ AMiner; WhereAM,e, is the increase of the mass of the
flashes and the consequent 3DUP episodes.[Fig. 4 shows HFat during the previous interpulse phase amdsq,,is the decrease of
the choice offppcz = 0.0075 allow our models to reproducethe mass of HFC during the 3DUP event.
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Fig. 6. C/O ratios at the end of the TP-AGB of the present modelsig. 7. Upper panel: HR diagram of o, = 0.001 sequences that

as compared with results available in the literature (\&is®rguson departed from the AGB as H-burners. Lower panel: Mass of the H

2009; Cristallo et dl. 2011). rich envelope as a function of Iagg for the same sequences. Red dots
indicate the moment in whicMen/Mgiar = 0.01, which has been used
to define the beginning of the post-AGB.

AGB for available grids. As shown in the upper panel of Fig - .
B, our models predict very similar/O ratios to the models ~CB models; Figs.: ard 6. Our models are good represersative
of Weiss & Fergusaon (2009) and Cristallo et al. (2011) at rsol%lf the predictions of modern AGB computations.

metallicities. The only exception is the high(C ratio of our

M; = 15My (Zo = 0.02) model. The high © ratio of this 4. Post-AGB evolution

model is explained by the occurrence of a final thermal pulse a

the very end of the TP-AGB. In those cases, the C dredged4ip. Description of the results

to the surface is diluted into a significantly smaller massipf

leading to a higher surface carbon abundance. While the th{g OUr models, the departure from the AGB occurs as a conse-
sets of models predict rather similar values at solar metallduence of steady winds reducing the mass of the H-rich epeelo
ities, they difer at lower metallicities. In particular, the mod-Venv (Schonberner 1979). Consequently, this transition occurs
els of [Cristallo et al.[(2011) predict very high/@ ratios of 9radually and the definition of the beginning of the post-AGB
Nc/No > 20 for Zo = 0.001 while our models and also thosePhase (i-e., end of the AGB) is somewhat arbitrary. The mass
of Weiss & Fergusori (2009) predict a more moderate carbon @h{N€ envelope as function offective temperature is shown in
richment. The values dfic/No > 10 are in significant disagree-F19: [ for our H-burning sequences willy = 0.001. As soon
ment with the observed/O ratios of PNe (Fig-2) and also withS the mass of the envelope becomes comparable to the mass of
the recent study of Ventura et dl. (2015). As in the case of core Men/Mstar = 0.5-01, depending on mass; see Fig.
comparisons of Fidl]5, we see that the calibration and chaficdl): M0dels move to the blue with decreasing envelope mass.

physics described in Sectiéh 2 leads to TP-AGB propertiesiifSt Pig changes in the envelope mass lead only to a modest
good agreement with independent works. increase in temperature. This phase lasts until the madseof t

envelope becomes a few times (between three and five times
We have shown in this section that the models we presémthe sequences shown in Fig. 7) larger than the final mass of
here are able to reproduce several observed AGB and post-ABB white dwarf envelope. After this point, small changethim
properties both of the Galactic disk and the Magellanic @&u envelope mass lead to big changes in tifeative temperature
see FigslM.13,12, arid 1. In addition, when compared with othafrthe model. Most models depart from the AGB region in the
state-of-the-art AGB models they usually predict propsrthat HR diagram during the first, slower stage. Consequentlyethe
are in between those predicted by the available stateestth is no natural definition of the end of the AGB. We have defined
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Table 3. Main post-AGB properties of the H-burning sequences.

M M¢ Tir Tcross XH XHe Xc XN Xo AM évrllr\}ds/ AM ttaont\a/l I
[Mo]  [Mo] [kyr]  f[kyr]
Zy =0.02
1.00 0.5281 9.14 24.9 .671 .309 .287E-02 .181E-02 .952E-02 .1670
1.25 0.5615 4.09 5.97 .673 .307 .265E-02 .203E-02 .956E-02 .2080
1.50 0.5760 3.39 4.49 .637 .308 .281E-01 .218E-02 .170E-01 .2230
2.00 0.5804 2.27 1.99 .661 .309 .985E-02 .271E-02 .117E-01 .2440
3.00 0.6573 1.21 .378 .645 321 .133E-01 .322E-02 .107E-01 .3270
400 0.8328 .587 .499E-01 .627 .333 .622E-02 .159E-01 12E 0.569
Zy =0.01
1.00 0.5319 36.1 63.0 .701 .289 .133E-02 .105E-02 .474E-02 .2010
1.25 0.5660 4.61 9.30 586 .310 .733E-01 .990E-03 .248E-01 .1540
1.50 0.5832 3.10 4.22 .700 .285 .503E-02 .117E-02 .592E-02 1730
2.00 0.5826 2.43 2.40 .685 .292 .109E-01 .144E-02 .734E-02 .1880
250 0.6160 1.67 1.22 .675 .300 .129E-01 .163E-02 .691E-02 .2160
3.00 0.7061 1.08 .339 .684 297 .850E-02 .171E-02 .576E-02 .2930
Zy = 0.001
0.900 0.5340 9.89 67.3 731 .268 .111E-03 .136E-03 .468E-03 0.052
1.00 0.5517 4.49 10.4 .684 284 .262E-01 .115E-03 .528E-02 .0600
1.25 0.5849 2.46 3.44 .649 296 .444E-01 .166E-03 .101E-01 .0740
1.75 0.5867 1.82 2.14 549 332 .872E-01 .371E-03 .181E-01 .0780
2.00 0.6182 1.57 1.28 .661 .294 345E-01 .185E-03 .698E-02 .0970
2,50 0.7101 .937 .318 .642 297 .463E-01 .532E-03 .882E-02 .1950
3.00 0.8314 .763 117 .691 278 .767E-02 .168E-01 .428E-02 .2750
Zy = 0.0001
0.850 0.5328 4.63 425 459 346 161 .142E-04 .333E-01 80.03
1.00 0.5631 3.02 5.44 .677 .286 .310E-01 .147E-04 .590E-02 .0380
1.50 0.6024 1.76 1.98 .619 .308 .557E-01 .191E-03 .114E-01 .0490
2.20 0.7130 .951 377 641 .297 .310E-01 .172E-01 .847E-02 .1160
2,50 0.7543 .715 .184 566 .326 .603E-01 .205E-01 .141E-01 .1890

M;: Initial mass of the model (at ZAMSM;: Final mass of the staty: Timescale from the end of the AGB (takenMt,, =
0.01M,) to the moment in which lo@es = 3.85. 7¢r0ss : Timescale from the moment in which Idgz = 3.85 to the point of
maximum dfective temperatureXy, Xpe, Xc, Xn, and Xo: Surface abundances H, He, C, N, and O of the post-AGB models.
AMYInds and AMP!: Reduction of the H-rich envelopd/n,) from logTe; = 3.85 to the point of maximunTe; owing to winds

and the combinedfiect of winds and H-burning, respectively.

the beginning of the post-AGB phase as the moment in whipbst-AGB phase. Splitting the post-AGB timescalerifnss and
Menv/Mstar = 0.01. At this moment, models have already movet, allows 7¢0ss t0 be a useful and reliable quantity. The quan-
significantly to the blue, which is true at all masses and metéity 7055 is then unéfected by our lack of understanding of the
licities. This choice defines the end of the AGB in a homogearly post-AGB winds and the absence of a clear end of the TP-
neous way independently from their mass and metalliciied, AGB. We definer, as the time from the end of the AGB (taken
is based on the underlying physical reason behind the deparét Meny = 0.01M,) to the moment in which lo@e = 3.85,
from the AGB. while 7¢oss IS the timescale from lofes = 3.85 to the point

Fig. [ displays the evolution of our H-burning postof maximum dfective temperature. The value tf.ss is almost
AGB sequences in the theoretical HR diagram foffesti independent of the precise definition and would have beest pra
ent metallicities and masses. In works dealing with tHigally the same if the initial point were set at [dgr = 4 as in
evolution of post-AGB stars and CSPNeé (Renzini 198%assiliadis & Wood (1994) and Weiss & Ferguson (2009) or if
Schénberner_1990;Vassiliadis & Wodd _1994; Marigo ét alve had adopted the definitionof Blocker (1998a)
2004; Weiss & Ferguson 2009), it is customary to define two Table[3 and Fig 18 shows the main post-AGB properties of
different timescalesy andrqss, for the discussion of the post-the H-burning sequences computed in this work. We empha-
AGB evolution. The quantity; corresponds to the duration ofsize the extreme mass dependence of the post-AGB timescales
the early post-AGB evolution when AGB-like winds might ktil While higher mass models: (0.7 M) require only a few hun-
be important andl'ez does not depend strongly dvien,. The dreds of years to cross the HR diagram and only thousands
valueteoss, iN turn, gives the timescale of the later post-AGBf years to fade two orders of magnitude, lower mass models
evolution when there is a tightesr — Meny relation, from the (g 0.55 My) require more than 10 kyr to cross the HR dia-
end of the early phase to the point of maximuffeetive tem-

perature. Our simulations show that aroundTgg ~ 3.85 all 5 Blocke! [1995a) defines the end of the transition stage apoinet
our sequences have started the fast part of the post-AGB eyfizre the pulsation perioBl = 50d, which also sets the zero age for
lution. In addition, at these temperatures (and beyondpsvingheir post-AGB tracks. This definition corresponds to a pwirthe HR
play only a secondary role in setting the timescales. Thisesia diagram where the post-AGB object has Tog = 3.78-390, depend-
timescales in the second phase more reliable than in thg eary on mass.
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Fig. 8. HR diagrams of the H-burning post-AGB sequences we comoteatifferent masses and initial metallicities. Tracks are preskefiom

the beginning of the post-AGB phase when the H-rich envetispps belowMe,, = 0.01M, to the moment in which the star has already entered
its white dwarf cooling sequence lat = L. At that point gravitational settling should have alreatrted to turn post-AGB stars into DA-WDs,

a process not included in the present computations. Red iiticate computed isochrones foffdrent ages since the zero point defined at
log Ter = 3.85. Thin gray lines in th&, = 0.001 andZ, = 0.0001 panels correspond to the evolution of Me= 0.8M. He-burning sequences
shown in Fig[ZID ¥ = 0.4971M, and 05183V, respectively).

gram and more than 100 kyr to decrease their luminosity ontyat ryy has a very steep decrease for remnant masses between
by an order of magnitude. The predicted post-AGB timescale9.53M and~ 0.58M; and a flatter decrease at higher masses.
do not depend strongly on the initial metallicity of the ptgpgu The value ofry is both sensitive to the precise definition of the
tion (i.e., iron content). A sudden decrease in timescalesjnd end of the AGB and to the intensity of winds during the early
M; ~ 0.58M, for most metallicities, is apparent in both Tablg@ost-AGB phase, which are poorly known. Changing the defini-
and Fid®. This corresponds to the transition from modeds thion of the end of the AGB from.01M,, to 0.007M,, can change
did, and did not, undergo a HeCF in the previous evoluti@n, i. i by more than 50%. With this in mind the valuewfpredicted
models withM; = 1.5 and 2V, for Zy = 0.02, 0.01, and to by the new models goes from ~ 2—7 kyr atM; ~ 0.53M, to

M; = 1.25 and 175M,, for Z; = 0.001. These sequences endy ~ 0.5-1 kyrM; > 0.7Mg with exact values depending on the
with similar M¢ but they reached the AGB with fiikrent HFC precise definition of the end of the AGB and the metallicity.
masses NI1P; Table[2). Consequently, the time spent on the

AGB and the chemical and thermal structure of the core at the )

end of the AGB are not the same. As discussed in the Appendix !N light of the fact that no #ort was made to control the

[A the thermal structure of the core and CNO enrichment of tR@ase at which the models depart from the AGB, we stress that a
envelope play a key role in setting the properties of the-po&i9 majority of our sequences depart from the AGB, and evolve
AGB models. As a result of a fierent 3DUP history, the com- through the post-AGB, as H-burning models. Only the very-low
position of the envelope is fierent, with models on the high-mass and low metallicity models.@M, andZ, =0.001, 0.0001)
mass side of the transition showing mofiaent 3DUP. Models €volved away from the AGB as He-burning models. In addi-
on the high-mass side of the transition have higher lumiiessi tion, one sequence underwent a late thermal pulse (LTPkBfGc
and less massive H envelopes. As the timescale for the ngps®002) in the post-AGB evolution (Mo, Zy =0.001) and two

of the HR diagram®xoss ) iS given by the speed at which theother sequences underwent a very late thermal pulse (VLTP,
envelope is depleted, both higher H-burning rates and smafplocker2001) already on the white dwarf cooling track2@
initial H envelopes lead to shorter timescales for modeth wiand Mo models withZ, = 0.02).

Mt = 0.58Mc.

We can estimate the so-called transition timag Table[3) Fig. [I0 shows the evolution of lotks and logL/Le of
immediately after the departure form the AGB. Table 3 showiise only three He-burning sequences computed in this work.
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Fig. 9. Crossing timescales from the zero point, set afligg= 4 to allow comparisons with all previous works, to the poiftnaximum dfective
temperature in the HR diagram; i.e., the so-called knee ektholutionary tracks shown in Figl 8. Timescales are shawralf the sequences
presented and the H-burning post-AGB sequences availatiie literature, i.e., Vassiliadis & Wood (1994) (VW94) Heabernen (1983)); Blocker
(1995a) (B95-S83); and Weiss & Fergusan (2009) (WF09). Crossing timesaafithe new sequences (this work and also Weiss & Fergugsh) 20
are much shorter than the crossing timescales of the Hitmymbdels of Schonberner (1983); Vassiliadis & Waod (19843cker (1995a). The
sudden decrease tgssat Mg ~ 0.58M,, (Z, = 0.02, 0.01 and 0.001) can be traced back fedences in the previous evolutionary history of the
models (see text). Because of slightlyfdient definitions of the zero point, the numbers do not cotelyi@gree with the value af;ssgiven in

Table3.

The time lapse frofhlogTe; = 3.85 to the point of maxi- quences of similar mass and metallicity (3.4 and 2.1 kyr Tsde
mum dfective temperature is of 487 kyr (~ 334 kyr) for [3). The evolution of very low-mass post-AGB sequences can be
the Q4971M,, (0.5183Vl;) sequence. These values are muakery involved with even several flashes taking place in the&po
higher than the crossing times of the H-burning sequencesA@B phasel(Blocker 1995a). This is the case of 049G 1M,

lower mass {ross ~ 20-60 kyr forM; ~ 0.53Mg; table[3). sequence (green curve in Fig]10), which undergoes two post-
While we refer to these low-mass sequences as He-burn@&GB thermal pulses with he first at~ —375 kyr in Fig.[T0.

they do not spend the whole post-AGB as He-burners.[Elg. ¥8ry low-mass post-AGB sequences also experience some sud-
shows that only in the first 100 kyr the sequences are Heden enhancements in the H-burning shell just before thet poin
burners Lhe > Ly) while for the rest of the post-AGB H- of maximum temperature, as the star model contracts toward t
burning becomes dominant again, as is typical from the 4intevhite dwarf cooling phase; the spikeslip are just at the point
pulse phase in the TP-AGB. The reignition of the H-shell iof maximum dfective temperature; Fig. 110.

the post-AGB phase leads to a temporary decreasksinas

the model readjusts to the new structure. Only objects with

very low H abundances in the envelope can evolve through tﬁ‘ Comparison with previous post-AGB arids
whole post-AGB phase as He-burners. This is the case for our P p p g

LTP M; = 1.5M,, Zy = 0.001 sequence, which undergoes a

LTP and finally becomes an object with surface abundancesTdfe main result of our study is the finding that new models
[H/He/C/N/O/Ne]=[0.0360.5040.3535.8 x 104/0.0750.029] predict post-AGB timescalesss) that are three to ten times
because of the dilution of the H envelope during 3DUP. Akhorter than the older models|of Vassiliadis & Wood (1994) an
though H is reignited immediately after the LTP, it never mveBlocker (1995a) (see Figl 9). This result is in agreemertt wie

takes the He-burning energy release and the sequence eemaievious results found hy Weiss & Ferguson (2009) in the low-

a He-burner throughout the post-AGB phase (see[Fig. 10). Thass range (Fid.]9). The agreement is reassuring because the
crossing timescale for this sequencedgss = 12.4 kyr, which results of Weiss & Fergusoh (2009) were computed with a dif-

is much larger than the crossing timescales of H-burning gerent stellar evolution code, but also include a statéhefart
modeling of the TP-AGB. The new models are also brighter by

® Taken at the last time the star had this temperature befofeiegto  about~ 0.1...0.3 dex for most remnant masses, as shown in Fig.
much higher temperatures. .
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computed byl_Miller Bertolami| (2015) under fiirent assumptions
of the evolution on the TP-AGB with the same code and micro-
physics. This shows the uncertainty in the computed posB-8@ssing
timescales due to uncertainties in the treatment of 3DUBoeis on
the TP-AGB| Miller Bertolami!(2015) models show a betteresgnent
with the results of Weiss & Fergusion (2009), which were atsoputed
finder the assumption of veryfieient CBM processes on the TP-AGB.

time [yr]

Fig. 10. Evolution of logTes (upper panel) and log/L (lower panel)
during the post-AGB phase and the end of the TP-AGB. The zeird p
of the x-axis was taken at the last time the sequence hatifog 3.85
before evolving toward the white dwarf cooling phase. Timahown
in years for theM; = 0.8M,, sequences, but it has been multiplied by
factor 10 for theM; = 1.5M, sequence to allow proper visualization.

guences have updated microphysics and a better modeling of

The speed of the post-AGB evolution of H-burning semixing processes on the AGB. This leads to verjadient core-
quences is set by the speed at which the H-rich envelope is cRitninosity relations in the AGB and post-AGB phases, as show
sumed. Models departing from the TP-AGB with less massive kirFig.[T1. These dierences also producefidirent masses of the
rich envelopes, higher luminosities, or more intense wimdst H envelope at the moment of the departure from the TP-AGB. As
evolve faster than those with more massive envelopes, lwer discussed in Appendix]A, new models depart from the AGB with
minosities, and less intense winds. With the exception®stt  prighter luminosities and smaller H-envelope masses,ymiod
quence with the highest metallicity and maZs & 0.02 and 3 faster post-AGB evolution. In addition, théieient 3DUP of
Mi = 4My), post-AGB winds always play a secondary role ifost of the sequenceffects the properties of post-AGB mod-
the depletion of the H-rich envelope and even become negligis through the carbon enrichment of the H-rich envelope and
ble at lower metallicitiesAMgm?/AMS2!, Table[3). Yet, mass jts impact on the IFMR (see also Appenfik A). The fact that the
loss still plays a relevant role, on the orderdflys/ AMS' ~  new sequences are able to reproduce several AGB and post-AGB
0.15-035, in setting the exact timescale of the higher metallicigphservables (Fids.[] P] B 4) not reproduced by the oldermod
sequencesp =0.01, 0.02). The secondary role of mass loss f@is implies that the new models should be preferred overrolde
the post-AGB timescales implies that the reason for thesfast models. The dference in envelope masses, carbon enrichment,
lution of the new models must be related to the other two ingrgnd IFMR explains the much faster post-AGB evolution that we
dients that define post-AGB timescales, post-AGB lumin@sit obtained, as compared with the older grids (Schénbérnet; 198
and H-envelope masses. Vassiliadis & WooH 1994; Bl6ckér 1995a); see Apperidix A for

The reason why post-AGB models havéfelient luminosi- a detailed discussion.
ties or H-rich envelope masses is involved and is related to Fig.[d shows that the models by Weiss & Ferguson (2009)
the core mass-luminosity relation on the TP-AGB. Modern spredict even shorter timescales than our models. This isison
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tent with the fact that Weiss & Ferguson (2009) adopted high€learly, the new post-AGB timescales seem to be in very good
CBM efficiencies,fce = fppcz = 0.016, during the TP-AGB, agreement with the empirical determinations_of Gesicki.et a
and consequently have moréieient 3DUP. When our mod- (2014).
els are computed with higher CBMtieiencies, the predicted  The faster evolutionary timescales and higher luminasitie
post-AGB timescales are shorter and very close to the ees@t our H-burning sequences should have an important impact
of Weiss & Ferguson (2009). This is shown in Higl 12, whersn the study of the formation of PNe (Schénberner Et al. [2014;
the value ofr¢oss from the sequences presented here (coffieala & Arthuf[2014). The low-mass models lof Schénberner
puted with fce = 0; Table[B) are compared with the result§1983), which are still in use to complement the sequences of
of Weiss & Ferguson (2009) and our preliminary computatiofiiocker (1995a), show crossing timescales-a340 kyr (0.546
from [Miller Bertolami (2015) (M15 models, computed withM,) and~ 20 kyr (0.565M,). Our H-burning sequences of sim-
fce = 0.13, see AppendixIB). Mierent CBM dficiencies lead to ilar mass and metallicityZ, = 0.02) show crossing timescales
different 3DUP histories. Mordlecient 3DUP, in turn, leads to aabout~ 3.5 to > 15 times faster and even faster in the case of
higher carbon enrichment of the envelopes and smaller retnnil15 models. The discrepancy is even larger in the case of the
massesdVi; for the same initial mash!;. As shown in Appendix low-mass models of Vassiliadis & Wdod (1994). In order to be
[Ala higher carbon enrichment of the envelope leads to brightghle to produce PNe, the central stars need to evolve inHass t
models (see Fig._11) and smaller post-AGB envelopes, lgadifew tens of thousand years. If that is not the case, theroircu
to shorter post-AGB timescales. In addition, post-AGB modtellar material dissipates before the star becomes hatgéno
els of equal final masd\;), coming from larger initial massesto ionize it. This fact, together with the very long timessabf
(Mj), also seem to produce shorter post-AGB timescales (Sggss = 100 kyr of the low-mass models of older grids, leads
also AppendixA). This explains why the post-AGB timescalas the conventional wisdom that low-mass post-AGB stags (
of the models we present here are not as short as those).66M,) cannot form PNe; see, e.g., Jacoby etlal. (2013); Bond
Weiss & Ferguson (2009) and M15 models. Weiss & Ferdus(@015). In this context, the new models might help to expla@
(2009) and the M15 models predict final masses that are too leyistence of single CSPNe with masses lower tha@.55M,
for our present understanding of the IFMR, especially adougAlthaus et all 2010; Werner & Radch 2016). The new models
M; ~ 3M, (Weidemann 2000; Salaris et al. 2009; Gesicki et ahould also have an impact on the question of whether single
2014). In contrast, the models in table 3 give a much bettef fitstellar evolution can form PNe in globular clusters (Jacebal.
the IFMR around solar metallicities (Fid. 3). 2013;/Bond 2015). Our H-burning post-AGB sequences with
Finally, due to the dferent definitions ofr, it is very dif- ages similar to that of globular clusters (9 to 12 Gyr) havaes
ficult to directly compare these values with those quoted loy 7¢ss ~ 25—70 kyr. Timescales drop tQss ~ 5—10 kyr for
Schonbernen (1990), Vassiliadis & Wood (1994), and Blockebst-AGB sequences with slightly younger progenitors (3 to
(19954). It can be safely concluded, however, that our diglini Gyr); see Tablds|2 ad 3. Timescales are even shorter in see ca
yields r;y values that decrease with increasing remnant masspithe models of Weiss & Ferguson (2009) and M15 (see Ap-
agreement with both Schonberner (1990) and Blocker (1995s¢ndix[B). The much shorter timescales of the new H-burning
but at variance with the results of Vassiliadis & Wood (1994post-AGB sequences call into question the idea that sirtgle s
which yield higher values and show no significant dependeney evolution cannot produce PNe in globular clusters.
on the remnant mass. Some studies of the number of post-AGB stars in old pop-
ulations like M32 |(Brown et al. 2008) and the Galactic halo
(Weston et al. 2010) point to a significant lack of post-AGB
stars in comparison with the prediction of older stellarlavo
The more accurate description of the AGB and post-AGB obien models. The fastest evolution of our models can help to
servables of the new models (Fig$[L[R, 3 Bhd 4) makes it relaminish these discrepancies, but they will hardly solventh
sonable to assume that the new timescales are more relignle Because of the age of the hosting population, the post-AGB
those of the old post-AGB grids. Post-AGB timescales playstars in those systems should be of low mass. In the case of
role in several studies and shorter timescales certaintg ha the study of Weston et al. (2010), reproducing the number of
impact on the conclusions of previous works based on olthstelpost-AGB stars just by increasing the evolutionary speedldvo
tracks. In the following section, we discuss these and dptzu require an evolution faster than that of the low-mass mod-
on the possible consequences of the new post-AGB models atglof Weiss & Ferguson (2009). As our models evolve some-
their shortcomings. what slower than the models of Weiss & Ferguson (2009) it
Gesicki et al.|(2014) determined that the post-AGB evotutias clear that our models cannot solve the discrepancy. We can
predicted by Blocker (1995a) needed to be accelerated hytab®ach a similar conclusion about the discrepancy reporjed b
a factor~ 3 to reconcile the peaks of the mass distributions @rown et al.[(2008) in M32. M32 has an almost solar like metal-
WDs and CSPNe. Even more, one expects the peak of the masty and is composed of two main populations: an interraésli
distribution of CSPNe to lie somewhat below the peak of ttege population (2-5 Gyr) of stars that contribute-td0% of the
mass distribution of WDs. The timescales of CSPNe are steepiass and an old population 6 Gyr) that contributes te 55%
dependent on mass, making lower mass central stars much nodrthe mass|(Monachesi et al. 2012). This means that the vast
abundant than more massive central stars. While the highermajority of the post-AGB stars should have progenitors leetw
minosity of more massive CSPNe makes them more easily del and~ 1.5 My. While our models are faster than the models
tectable, the dference in luminosities is less significant than thadopted by Brown et al. (2008) for the same final mass, the dif-
difference in timescales. One might then take the facter 8f ference is smaller when compared at similar progenitor egss
as a lower limit for the accelerated evolution needed in Béic (this is also true in the case of our M15 models). In the raieva
(1995a) post-AGB sequences. As shown in Eig. 9, the new pastass range, our post-AGB timescales are enli.4 and~ 2.6
AGB timescales are 3.5 and~ 8 times shorter than those com{for M; =1 and 1.5M,, respectively) times faster than the older
puted by Blocker (1995a) in the range of interest for the pfak models. This seems inlicient to completely solve the discrep-
the WDs and CSPNe mass distribution&{0s M/Mg < 0.63). ancy with the observations.

5. Discussion
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Finally, a more quantitative comparison with the lifetimesuming updated modeling. The faster evolution of our pasBA
derived byl Girardi & Marigo [(2007) from the clusters of themodels is in very good quantitative agreement with the eicadir
Magellanic Clouds point to some shortcomings of the preseatdtermination of Gesicki et al. (2014) from the study of C&PN
models. While our models reproduce the right qualitative b the Galactic bulge. These agreements give us confidetice in
havior of the C and M star lifetimes, they quantitativelygicte main conclusion of our work. The filerences between the new
lower timescales by a factor of a few (Fid. 1). This is particunodels and the older grids is traced back to the update iromicr
larly significant at the higher metallicities of the LMC, wiee physics and, in particular, to a better modeling of 3DUP &ven
our models predict timescales that are more than four times turing the TP-AGB. This improved modeling changes the IMFR
short for both M- and C-type stars. While the failure to quarand final C content of the envelope of post-AGB models, leadin
titatively reproduce the timescales of carbon stars migimitp to shorter post-AGB timescales.
to an overestimation of the mass-loss rate, the duratioh®f t The new grids should have a significant impact in studies of
M-type stars phase cannot be solved this way. This is beca@®PNe. On the theoretical side, we expect the much faster evo
in our sequences the duration of the M-type star phase is-detetion will have a significant impact for the formation andoev
mined by the intensity of 3DUP, which sets the number of thdution of PNe. Radiation-hydrodynamic numerical simuas
mal pulses after which the model becomes a carbon star. Giy8ehonberner et al. 2014; Toala & Arthur 2014) of the forma-
that the CBM at the inner boundary of the convective envelogien of PNe based on new post-AGB stellar evolution models
is already set to a minimum in these sequendgs € 0) a de- would be very valuable. The faster post-AGB evolution of the
crease of their dredge-ufffieiency could only be attained by anew models calls into question the conventional wisdom that
decrease inthe CBM at the pulse-driven convective zésief). single stellar evolution cannot lead to the formation of Rie
However, as mentioned in the previous section, a decredbisof globular clusters (Jacoby et al. 2013; Bond 2015). In paleic
value would lead to a disagreement between the O abundartbesfastest evolution of the new models should allow for tre f
at the intershell and those observed in PG1159 stars. Ittmighation of low-mass CSPNeM ~ 0.55M,) in line with spec-
be necessary to explore alternative mixing processes &ngbth troscopic and asteroseismic determinations (Althaus @0410;
rameter space of pre-AGB stellar evolution models to repced Werner & Rauch 2016). In addition, the brighter core mass-
all AGB and post-AGB observables simultaneously. luminosity relation of the new models (see Higl 11) willeat
estimations of the masses of post-AGB stars based on their lu
minosity; e.g. Jacoby et al. 2013. Finally, it would also hoth-
while to carry out another study of the implications of thevne
We present a detailed grid of post-AGB sequences computéaescales for the properties of the PNLF foffelfent popula-
with updated micro- and macrophysics. This is the first griégPns (Marigo et al. 2004).
of post-AGB sequences in the whole range of masses of in- Our models might help to diminish the discrepancies be-
terest for the formation of PNe that takes the developmetiteeen the predicted and observed number of post-AGB ob-
in stellar astrophysics in the last 20 years into account Tjects in M32 and the Galactic Halo. A simple estimation of the
new models include updated opacities both for the low- afithescales indicates that they might be unable to completel
high-temperature regimes and for the C- and O-rich AG®Ive these discrepancies, but a detailed study is negessar
stars. Also, conductive opacities and nuclear reactiomsrat The agreement of the new models with all the previously
have been included according to the last developments in thentioned AGB and post-AGB observational constraintsgilon
field. During the AGB phase, the models also include a cowith the much updated modeling of the stellar physics, sfiyon
sistent treatment of the stellar winds for the C- and O-ricduggest that these models should be preferred over the older
regimes. In addition, they include CBM processes during theodels. However, it would be unwise to assume the currentmod
thermal pulses and previous evolutionary stages. Thisvalloels to be perfect. Our sequences fail to quantitativelyadpce
the new models to reproduce several AGB and post-AGB dive number of M- and C-type AGB stars as derived from the
servables not reproduced by the older grids (Vassiliadis@tlv Magellanic Clouds. As discussed in the previous sectiois, it
1994; | Blocker 1995a). In particular, the new models reproot clear that it is possible to quantitatively reprodudeA&B
duce the @ ratios of several AGB and post-AGB objectsind post-AGB observational constraints simultaneoustiwi
of the Galactic disk | (Lambertetlal. 1986; Smith & Lambethe present framework for CBM processes on the AGB. An ex-
1990; Kingsburgh & Barloiv 1994; Milanova & Kholtygin 2009;haustive calibration of models on the basis of the AGB and-pos
Mello et alll 2012} Delgado-Inglada & Rodrigliez 2014) and aléAGB observables is needed to improve our knowledge of the
the mass range of carbon stars in the Magellanic Cloupgst-AGB phase.

(Girardi & Marigo [2007). In addition, the IFMR and inter-  Finally, but not of least importance, the sequences we ptese
shell abundances of the new post-AGB models are condigre were computed under the assumption of steady winds on
tent with semiempirical determinations from globular elusand after the TP-AGB. While it is possible to devise tricks to
ters (Salaris et al. 2009) and the determinations in posB-AGvoid the instabilities at the end of the TP-AGB, it is clear
PG1159 stars (Werner & Rauich 2016; Werner & Herwig 2008jat there are some physical reasons behind these ingesbili
respectively. (Wagenhuber & Weiss 1994b; Lau etlal. 2012) and a proper as-

The main result from our study is that new post-AGB seessment of the consequences of these instabilities iedeed
guences predict post-AGB evolutions, which are at leaseths  improve our understanding of the post-AGB phase. An almost
ten times faster than the models of similar mass in the oldés g total ejection of the envelope could produce post-AGB dtzais
(Vassiliadis & Woodl 1994; Blocker 1995a). Also, the new postepart from the AGB with less massive envelopes. Conselyyent
AGB models are 0.1 to 0.3 dex more luminous than the olddrese instabilities could produce much faster post-AGBuwevo
sequences of similar remnant masses. Qualitatively, theesh tions than predicted by our current models.
timescales are agreement with the results obtained byki€itsi  The main grid of H-burning post-AGB sequences computed
(2008) and Weiss & Fergusan (2009), for a restricted maggeraiin this work, as well as the M15 models (also presented in
and by means of a completely independent code but also @bles B.1 andB]2), are provided in tabulated electronimfo

6. Conclusions
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and at similar points in the HR diagram to allow for an eaSyroenewegen, M. A. T., Sloan, G. C., Sosli, |., & Petersen, E. A. 2009,

interpolation. Sequences are available in electronic fatrat
our web sitéhttp://www.fcaglp.unlp.edu.ar/evolgroup
and at the CDS via anonymous
cdsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.5) or
http://cdsweb.u-strasbg.fr/cgi-bin/qcat?]/A+A/.
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Fig. A.1. Evolution of the main quantities of the sequences Wwith=  Fig. A.2. Evolution of the main quantities of the sequences With=

0.5281M, and M; = 0.5619M, (Zo = 0.02). These sequences haveé.5340M, (Z, = 0.001) with diferent degrees of CNO pollution in

higher luminosities and smaller final envelope masses tmambdels the H envelope (see text for a discussion). There are higineinbsi-

of similar final mass of Schonberher (1983). ties, smaller final envelope masses and, consequentlyesipost-AGB
timescales when the envelope is polluted with C and O.

Appendix A: The physics behind the crossing time
log Teg = 3.85) with Mgpy ~ 0.0073M, (Meny ~ 0.0022M,) and

(Teross) a post-AGB luminosity of~ 1500, (~ 3900,). As shown in
In sectiond¥ and]5 we have discussed that the timescalesigfi[A.T, ourM; = 0.5281M, (M; = 0.5619M) sequence de-
the post-AGB evolution 1(oss) predicted by the new mod- parts from the AGB withMep, ~ 0.0031IM,. (Mepy ~ 0.0014M,.)
els are much shorter than those of the older sequencesandl a post-AGB luminosity of 3260, (~ 5360.y). We see
Vassiliadis & Wood [(1994) and Blocker (1995a) (Fig. 9); thithat models with an updated treatment of the previous eeniut
is in agreement with the more recent results presented ibyparticular, opacities and nuclear reaction rates, leadddels
Weiss & Ferguson| (2009) and_Miller Bertolami (2015). Théhat depart from the AGB with smaller H-envelope masses and
value ofress during the post-AGB phase is mainly set by thérighter luminosities. Consequently, the new models ddvevo
speed at which the remaining H-rich envelopé.§,) is con- much faster than the older models.
sumed to its final value in the white dwarf phase. Models that There is another improvement of the new models that leads
depart from the AGB with less massive envelopes or with high® even shorter timescales. As we discussed in Sddtion Bethe
luminosities (i.e., faster H-burning) display shorterésoales. models are able to agree with the expected carbon enrictament
In what follows, we show that updated microphysics and prebserved in many AGB and post-AGB observables (figs. 1 and
AGB modeling, together with carbon pollution of the envedog?). This is a consequence of the mofiéaient 3DUP present in
and lower values oM« (M;), lead to post-AGB models that arethe new models. Next, we discuss two numerical experiments t
brighter and depart from the AGB with smallglen,, leading to show that more féicient 3DUP on the TP-AGB leads to post-
a faster post-AGB evolution. AGB models that evolve faster than in the absence of 3DUP.

Fig.[A.1 shows the evolution of the main quantities of the se- Fig.[A.2 shows the main properties of a model with =
quences withtM; = 0.5281M, andM¢ = 0.5615V;, (Zp = 0.02) 0.5340M,, (Zo = 0.001) when diferent degrees of CNO pol-
we present here. These sequences do not undergo 3DUP oriutien are added to the H-rich envelope. The original seqaen
TP-AGB and their envelope composition is not enriched in CNEbrresponds to th&1s = 0.5340M, (Z, = 0.001) of initially
elements. As a result of the similar masses and metallciti®.9M, (see tablé]3), which does not undergo 3DUP episodes
these two sequences can be directly compared with the 81546and has a CNO element mass fractiorXefio = 0.0007. For the
and 0.565M, sequences of Schonberner (1983). The 0846 other sequences in Fig._A.2, we atrtificially increased theOCN
(0.565 M) of ISchdnberner (1983) depart from the AGB (i.emass fraction by factors of 2, 4, 8. and 16, before the depar-
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In addition to the CNO pollution of the envelope, 3DUP

18888 L ] changesthe IFMR of the models; see Salaris et al. 2009 fera di
8000 L ] cussion. Intense 3DUP delays the growth of the HFC during the
7000 g TP-AGB evolution, leading to smaller final masdds than in
s 6000 - the absence of 3DUP for the same initial migsDifferent HFC
< 5000 histories lead to dierent core mass-luminosity relations and also
3888 ] to different H envelopes at the departure from the AGB. The fol-
2000 I lowing simple numerical experiment shows this point. Weehav
1000 | taken two of our H-burning post-AGB sequences witfietient
0 , —t ; , ; evolutionary histories, but similar core masses, and chdige
0.01¢ 12 M- 0.5826 M 3 envelope on top of one of them to match the composition of the
5 ké‘un_ 0.5832 M‘un other;Zy = 0.01 sequences with initial masskt = 2 and 1.5
g Msun- 0.5832 M, alt. env. Mo in table[3, from now on sequences A and B, respectively.
s This was done on the TP-AGB to allow the H-shell to advance
Z 0.001 E to the location of the new composition and to give time for the
= envelope structure to relax. As shown in Fig.]A.3, when the en
velope composition of sequence A is put on top of the HFC of
sequence B (from now on sequenc®,Bhe luminosity is in-
0.0001 creased due to a higher molecular weight and the mass finactio
6000 [ of CNO elements. Yet, the luminosity of sequencei8lower
5000 |- than that of sequence A, in spite of having the same envelope
4000 - composition and almost the same core mass. In fact, the core
= 3000l mass is even slightly larger; see Fig.A.3. This experimeots
= that the influence of the core goes beyond the value of its core
2000 mass. The burning shell is not influenced either by the cossma
1000 or the core radius alone, but only through the gravitati@zal
ok celerationg(r) at the location of the burning shell. Talile A.1
-1000 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ shows some relevant quantities of the sequences A,B aatl®&8
38 40 42 44 46 48 50 5.2 similar point in the HR diagram. As can be seen, the change in
Log Ty the envelope composition 6f39% in the CNO-mass fractifin

and of 1.3% in the molecular weight can help to understand the
Fig. A.3. Evolution of the main quantities of the sequences A, B ahd B- 5.5% change in the luminosity between sequences with the
from the numerical experiment described in Sedfibn 5 andsTAHL same core but élierent envelopes (see Marigo etlal. 1999 for a

very similar discussion). However, in spite of the5.5% lumi-

; o nosity increase resulting from aftérent envelope composition,

TableA.1. Properties of the models of Fg.A.3 at fogr = 5. model B is still ~ 9% less luminous than sequendgwhose
core is 0.09% smaller). A closer examination of the modehsho
that the gravitational pull at the location of the H-burngtell
is ~ 10% higher than that of sequence B and Bhis experi-
ment shows that at the moment of the departure from the AGB
our models show a core still warm enough that the strict core
mass-radius relation does not hold (they are yet not “cayedr
in the sense discussed by Patgkil1970) . Consequently, pre-
vious evolutionary histories still play a significant role de-
ture from the AGB, and recomputed the post-AGB evolutiotermining the post-AGB timescales and luminosities. Thi® a
The proportion of the polluting material is 82%C and 12% helps to explain why our g, (Zo = 0.02) is~ 50% faster than
180 so thatNc/No ~ 5 for highest adopted pollution, as ob-our 15M, (Zo = 0.02) in spite of having similar core masses
served in the detailed models; see tdble 3. As shown in Fimd the second having almost twice the mass fraction of CNO
[A.2, the higher the CNO pollution of the envelope, the highelements (tablgl3). The influence of the core through thei-grav
the luminosity and the lower the mass of the H envelope at ttaional pull at the H-burning shell is even more importdvart
departure from the AGB. A qualitative explanation of this behe chemical change due to 3DUP.
havior can be obtained from the study of toy envelope models; we have shown that the short post-AGB timescales of the
see [(Tuchman et gl. 1983; Marigo etlal. 1999). The enrichmeyy post-AGB models we present (table 3) can be traced to
of the envelope with CNO element alters both the CNO burnifigree main causes. First, as a result of the update in themicr

rate and the molecular weight of the envelope, leading thetig and macrophysics of the evolutionary models, the new models

luminosities for the same core mass. MOdels witfceent 3DUP depart with smaller H enve'opes and brighter luminositse:-

consequently show shorter post-AGB timescales. ond, because of the CNO pollution of the envelope produced by
Our models ofM; z 1.5M, undergo éicient 3DUP and 3DUP in most of the sequences, the post-AGB models have even

CNO pollution of the envelope. Consequently, they show @ighsmaller H envelopes with brighter luminosities. Third cakse-

luminosities, smaller post-AGB H envelopes, and shortest{po

AGB timescales than models with nfiieient 3DUP (as those of 7 | the model with the altered envelope, the shell adjusts poiat

the older grids). Thisféect is more important for sequences afith a slightly lower temperature. Because of the extrenidyn sen-

low initial metallicities o), as the relative increase of the CNGiitivity of the CNO cycle to temperature, this prevents ithignge of

elements is much higher. ~39% to translate directly into the luminosity.

ID  Mass Mshell Oshell Lsut  XE .o  Menv
[Mo] [Mo] [Gol [Lo]

A 05826 0.58237 1248.6 6609 0.0197 0.624

B* 0.5832 0.58289 1120.1 6026 0.0197 0.624

B 0.5832 0.58293 1135.7 5692 0.0121 0.616
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cause of the existence of 3DUP, the post-AGB models of a giveheree is an arbitrary value to avoid divergence in the case of
massM; originate from initial models of higher mas4. Post- ™! ~ f" ~ 0. According to this criterion, a mesh point is added
AGB models derived from initial models of higher mass hawshen it is not fulfilled at least for one equation, and removed
more compact HFCs and also depart from the AGB with smallehen all equations fulfill this mesh point by more than onesord
H envelopes and with brighter luminosities. of magnitude.

Despite numerical improvements and debugging, our com-
. putations of the end of the AGB still face several convergdpr
Appendix B: M15 Post-AGB sequences lems. In particular, two main instabilities were found egrthe

(Miller Bertolami2015) computation of these sequences. Although we have not studie

M15 models have been computed with the same code and midpgm in detail they can be traced back to the instabilitiesaaly

physics but a dferent choice of the CBM processes during thientioned in the literature. Both were found in late TP-AGB
TP-AGB. In particular, M15 models were computed under tH@odels in Whl_ch the H-rich envelope mass has been significant
assumption of gicient CBM process at the base of all convectiv%sigltui::gf[jagﬂi(ily'?_n ?érﬁta;jlye;%?gg\rg?é%tig ;{rr\]tee{pn%esdsiaotfeﬁ;gf. The
i = 0.13. I - ; ° )
envelopes, Sett-lﬁngE 0.13. Consequently, M15 models un gls during the TP-AGB just after the thermal pulses when the
- ; ; ; nvelope expands as a consequence of the energy injected by
grid; tabled B ani]2. As discussed in Secfion 5, prewou&e\t/ofhe thermal pulse and the H-burning shell is temporarilyt shu

tionary history can play an important role in the deterniom : o .
of theypost-AéB timzsgales oth)he models. In particular, sisd down. We find that as the luminosity of the star increases a be-

; : : . ~havior arises that is similar to the thermal hydrogen infitgb
with more dficient 3DUP during the TP-AGB have lower final . . . .
massesNl;) for the same initial %as%). Consequently, and in described by Wagenhuber & Weiss (1994b), and our simulstion
line with the discussion of sectiofis 4 4dd 5, mafiEnt éDUP crash. While it would be worth stuo!ylng whether such ingdtabi
leads to faster post-AGB evolution for thé same valuéVigf ity finally develops into a sudden ejection of the upper quts
While M15 models fail to reproduce the IFMR at almost soldP'€ €nvelope, our code is unable to deal with such hydrodimam
metallicities, we consider these models valuable at asgpgee  Situations. The instability develops in the upper part & Hr
uncertainty behind the results we present. In fact, thesgefso rich enve_lope and thus it is very unlikely that it would le.@d !
predict lifetimes of the C-rich phase in better agreemetit tie € €iection of the whole H-rich envelope and the termimatio
determinations of Girardi & Mariga (2007) from the study loét .Of thﬁ A—?E Kg%s.e' We"adssum.(; tf&att) thi mean (;nas_s ZJeCt'On dlur-
Magellanic Clouds. For this reason, we present in this aqbimen'ngt e lr TIS We.d isc? ek fyt e steady win Sf (Ehs.h,
the main properties of the M15 model in the previous evohitio® 3,2 and). To avoid the lack of convergence, we force the

; ; g B integration of the outer stellar envelope (wel®/dt = O is as-
Z%hllz?;%?blml) and during the post-AGB phase ( sumed; see Althaus et/al. 2003 for details) below the poirtrevh

H recombination takes place. A second instability was foiand
intermediate-masaM; > 2My) models already departing from
Appendix C: Numerical improvements and the AGB at the base of the H-rich envelope where the iron opac-
convergence issues ity pea_k is found,_ca}usmg convection to become s[lghtlﬂap
diabatic and radiation pressure to become dominant, at some
The computation of the very end of the TP-AGB sufpoints becoming even more than one order of magnitude larger
fers from convergence problems (Wagenhuber & Weiss 1994@an the gas pressure. This instability is thus related ¢airth
Weiss & Ferguson 2009; Lau etial. 2012). This implies that a Istability discussed in detail by Lau et al. (2012) and refees
of human time (babysitting) is required to compute the transherein. In our sequences we do not find a clear runaway insta-
tion from the TP-AGB to the CSPNe phase. Even when codeitity as in the study of Lau et al. (2012), probably becauke o
converge, convergence happens at the expense of proéipitithe lower luminosity and mass of our sequences. This irlgiabi
small time steps (even down & ~ 1 hour). In the following, does, however, force the timestep to very small values (s
we describe the methods and tricks adopted to improve the ctivan one hour). This transition time, between the end of BBA
vergence of the code during the very end of the AGB. and the beginning of the CSPNe phase, is on the order of 1000
The main dfference with previous works is that now remeshe 10000 yrs and, with such small timesteps, it would require
ing in LPCODE can be done by checking the assumption of liseveral millions of timesteps to compute this short-livedge.

earity made on the fierential equations of structure, This has to be compared with the few thousand to tens of thou-
sands of models required to compute the whole evolution up to
dyi/dx = fi(y1. Y2, Y3, Ya), the beginning of the AGB phase. Even if the models do not fail

- to converge, such small timesteps are ftoraable. This insta-
as suggested by Wagenhuber & Weiss (1994a), wiyer@e pjjity hecomes worse for more massive (i.e., luminous) nisde
some function of the structure variablesP, r, and T and | grder to overcome this fliculty we have forced the bottom
x is a function of the Lagrangian coordina® HOWeVer, .fhe convective envelope to the adiabatic regime. As dised
we adopt a much more straightforward approach than thatﬁl Lau et al.[(2012) forcing adiabatic convection helps toicv
Wagenhuber & Weiss (1994a). Instead, we simply check tat {fis instability. In fact, when this is carried out, we findatihe
relative changes ady;/dx from one shell ) to the next+ 1) - gggillations in thes, = —Tds/dt term in the energy equation
are kept under a certain value, i.e., are damped, which facilitates much larger timesteps. Tlis w

2067 — £ /(£ + £ 4 )| < 6, done on_Iy at the very bottom of th(_a con_vective envelope where
' ! ! ! " convection is only slightly superadiabatic to allow theesute-
8 There are two other minor fierences with the main grid of modelsgions of the envelope to be superadiabatic and thus obtain th
we present: the wind limit of e@] 5 was not applied andZgelepen- COrrect stellar radius andfective temperature. This is impor-
dence in the hot winds (e[ 6) was not included. Neither afettevo tant because our mass-loss prescriptions (é4s.[1,[2, 3, B)and
differences play a dominant role in the final post-AGB timescales  are strongly dependent on having the right surface paramete
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Table B.1. Main properties of the M15 sequences from the ZAMS to the TTBA

M ™S Tres = HECF  Thecs  Tence  MI™™  Trp_aceM)  TTP-ncBC) HTP M¢ Nc/No
[Me]  [Myr]  [Myr] [Myr]  [Myr] [ M%]O 5 O:{Myr] [Myr] (AGB) [ Mg]
1.00 8539.1 1847.8 yes 112.45 10.825 0.5119 0.71950 0.0000 0.5282 404
1.50 1989.7 481.76 yes 102.81 9.6305 0.5271 0.81428 0.263687 0.5595 1.77
2.00 969.87 59.771 no 162.42 13.899 0.5062 1.5132 0.65170 10.5584 2.52
250 53459 9.2022 no 165.72 10.055 0.5434 0.61113 1.1034 10.5678 3.80
3.00 334.09 4.2506 no 87.321 4.8755 0.6386 0.17697 0.34383 8.6352 3.16
4.00 164.01 1.4422 no 27.686 1.6394 0.8018 0.29503E-01 70210 11 0.7968 1.95

Zo = 0.001

1.00 5649.1 848.89 yes 86.936 8.5632 0.5240 0.62546 0.242554 0.5451 8.44
1.50 1342.9 319.05 yes 84.146 7.3278 0.5564 0.52748E-03 151.0 7 0.5804 7.78
2.00 616.85 15.556 no 158.36 5.6971 0.6167 0.82512E-01 20977 10 0.6202 8.29
2.50 399.46 6.0777 no 82.517 3.3881 0.7021 0.20568E-03 860%6 12 0.6916 7.03

M;: Initial mass of the model (at ZAMSX.ys: Duration of the main sequence, urm,?f”‘erz 1078, Treg: Lifetime from the end
of the main sequence to He-ignition set at lag/L, = 1. HeCF: Full He-core flash (and subflashes) at the beginrfitigeacore
He-burning phaseryecg: Lifetime of core He-burning, unti}(ﬁ%”‘erz 1078, 7eac: lifetime of the early AGB phase from the end
of core helium burning to the first thermal pul$é¢l™": Mass of the H-free core at the first thermal pulse (defineti@set regions
with Xy < 1074). Trp-acB(v): Lifetime of the star in the TP-AGB as a M-type stid/No < 1). trp-ace(c): Lifetime of the star in
the TP-AGB as a carbon stal{/No > 1). #TP: Number of thermal pulses on the A@B;: Final mass of the staNc/No : C/O
ratio in number fraction at the end of the TP-AGB phase.

Table B.2. Main post-AGB properties of the H-burning sequences coetbby M15.

M; My Tir Tcross Xu Xne Xc XN Xo AM gvrllr\}dS/ AM te?’lt\? I
[Mo]  [Mo] [kyr]  [kyr]
Zy =0.01
1.00 0.5282 8.54 22.9 717 273 .145E-02 .876E-03 .477E-02 1770
1.50 0.5595 3.69 5.38 .706 .275 .842E-02 .109E-02 .632E-02 .2280
2.00 0.5584 2.68 2.96 .681 .288 .165E-01 .151E-02 .875E-02 .2340
250 0.5678 2.03 1.74 .661 .302 .226E-01 .166E-02 .793E-02 .2370
3.00 0.6352 1.39 717 675 .299 .146E-01 .177E-02 .616E-02 .3080
400 0.7968 .934 .714E-01 .662 .313 .876E-02 .598E-02 .HBOE 0.551
Zy = 0.001
1.00 0.5451 6.26 16.2 .669 .294 .310E-01 .400E-03 .490E-02 .2030
1.50 0.5804 2.33 2.47 .676 .286 .318E-01 .176E-03 .544E-02 .2650
2.00 0.6202 1.36 .806 .615 .321 .503E-01 .197E-03 .809E-02 .2850
250 0.6916 1.03 312 .664 290 .354E-01 .250E-03 .670E-02 .3330

M;: initial mass of the model (at ZAMSM; : final mass of the stary,: timescale from the end of the AGB (taken\ag,,, = 0.01M,,)
to the moment in which lo@er = 3.85. 7¢0ss : timescale from the moment in which Idgr = 3.85 to the point of maximum
effective temperatureXy, Xpe, Xc, Xn, andXo: H, He, C, N and O surface abundances of the post-AGB modérrgv,',(‘,ds and
AMDE!: reduction of the H-rich envelop@en,), from logTer = 3.85 to the point of maximuriTe;, due to winds and due to the

env -
combined &ect of winds and H-burning, respectively.

In addition we have checked that this procedure doesffietta wherex is a mean value of the Rosseland opacity in the atmo-
our results by computingl; = 2M,, (Zo = 0.01) sequence with sphere.
and without this alteration of the temperature profile atlihee

of the convective envelope and obtaining the same resuilts. F
nally, a diferent convergence problem arose (only) in the case of

our most massive and highest metallicity sequemde=£ 4M,

Zy = 0.02). In that sequence convergence problems also arose
during the integration of the outer boundary conditionstef t

model at high &ective temperatures (I0gg = 5). This is not
surprising since, at thoSeg values, the opacity bump of the iron

group elements is located close to the photosphere and Bven i

the atmosphere. Then at high luminosities, the Eddingtoit i

very close and hydrostatic solution might not exist. We dedi

this convergence issue by adopting a very rough boundary con
dition for the photospheric pressureRs 3 = 2GM,./(3R2k),
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Fig. B.1. HR diagrams of the H-burning post-AGB sequences computedtyfor different masses and initial metallicities (Tabl€lB.2). Tracks
are presented from the beginning of the post-AGB phase wiehltrich envelope drops beloM,,, = 0.01M, to the moment in which the star
has already entered its white dwarf cooling sequends, at L. At that point gravitational settling should have alreatiyrted to turn post-AGB
stars into DA-WDs, a process not included in the present coatipns. Red lines indicate computed isochrones fifedint ages since the zero
point defined at loJ ¢ = 3.85.
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