arXiv:2309.09385v1 [astro-ph.SR] 17 Sep 2023

DRAFT VERSION SEPTEMBER 19, 2023
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX631

A Data-Driven Model for Abundances in Metal-poor Stars and Implications for Nucleosynthetic Sources

AXEL Gross ' ZEwEI X10NG 2,2 AND YONG-ZHONG QIAN (2!

LSchool of Physics and Astronomy, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN 55455, USA
2GSI Helmholtzzentrum fiir Schwerionenforschung, Planckstrafie 1, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany

ABSTRACT

We present a data-driven model for abundances of Fe, Sr, Ba, and Eu in metal-poor (MP) stars. The production
patterns for core-collapse supernovae (CCSNe) and binary neutron star mergers (BNSMs) are derived from the
data of Holmbeck et al. (2020) on [St/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for 195 stars. Nearly all the data can be
accounted for by mixtures of contributions from these two sources. We find that on average, the Sr contribution
to an MP star from BNSMs is ~ 3 times that from CCSNe. Our model is also consistent with the solar inventory
of Fe, Sr, Ba, and Eu. We carry out a parametric r-process study to explore the conditions that can give rise to our
inferred production patterns and find that such conditions are largely consistent with those from simulations of
CCSNe and BNSMs. Our model can be greatly enhanced by accurate abundances of many r-process elements
in a large number of MP stars, and future results from this approach can be used to probe the conditions in
CCSNe and BNSMs in much more detail.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that Type Ia (SNe Ia) and core-collapse
supernovae (CCSNe) are major sources for Fe, that elements
heavier than the Fe group are mainly produced by the rapid
(r) and slow (s) neutron-capture processes, and that asymp-
totic giant branch (AGB) stars of low to intermediate masses
are the site of the main s-process producing Sr and heavier el-
ements (see e.g., Arcones & Thielemann 2023 for a review).
The spectacular multimessenger observations of GW170817
(Abbott et al. 2017) provided strong support of binary neu-
tron star mergers (BNSMs) being a site of the r-process (e.g.
Kasen et al. 2017), and many theoretical studies have been
devoted to this topic both before (see e.g., Thielemann et al.
2017 for areview) and after this event (e.g., Curtis et al. 2023;
Just et al. 2023; Kiuchi et al. 2023). In addition, theoreti-
cal studies suggest that CCSNe may produce some elements
heavier than the Fe group (e.g., Woosley & Hoffman 1992;
Hoffman et al. 1997; Wanajo et al. 2018; Wang & Burrows
2023) and that a subset of them may even be a site of the r-
process (e.g., Nishimura et al. 2015; Siegel et al. 2019; Fis-
cher et al. 2020).

Despite the above advances, we are still far from being able
to make precise ab initio predictions for the nucleosynthesis
of astrophysical sources. In particular, the extreme condi-
tions in the dynamic environments of CCSNe and BNSMs
are inherently difficult to simulate, and there are large uncer-

tainties in the nuclear input for simulating these sources and
the associated r-process. On the other hand, because both
sources are associated with rapidly-evolving massive stars,
they are expected to have dominated the chemical evolution
of the universe during the first ~ 1 Gyr, before Fe contri-
butions from SNe Ia and s-process contributions from AGB
stars became significant. Consequently, metal-poor (MP)
stars formed during this early epoch provide an excellent fos-
sil record for deciphering the nucleosynthesis of CCSNe and
BNSMs. For example, Qian & Wasserburg (2001, 2008) took
the observed elemental abundance patterns in two MP stars
as the production patterns of two distinct sources and showed
that the data for other stars could be largely explained as mix-
tures of those two patterns. With hindsight, they should have
identified those two sources as CCSNe and BNSMs rather
than two distinct subsets of CCSNe.

In this Letter we take a data-driven approach to infer the
average production patterns of CCSNe and BNSMs. Unlike
Qian & Wasserburg (2001, 2008), we do not take these pat-
terns from two individual MP stars. Instead, we derive them
from the latest data on [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] (Holm-
beck et al. 2020) provided by the R-Process Alliance (RPA)
search for r-process-enhanced stars in the Galactic Halo. We
attribute the pattern with dominant production of Fe and Sr
to CCSNe and that with dominant production of Sr, Ba, and
Eu to BNSMs. We show that nearly all the RPA data can be
accounted for by mixtures of contributions from these two
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sources, and that their contributions over the Galactic his-
tory are also consistent with the solar inventory of Fe, Sr,
Ba, and Eu (§2). We then carry out a parametric study of
the r-process to explore the conditions that can give rise to
the inferred production patterns and compare such conditions
with those found in simulations of CCSNe and BNSMs (§3).
Finally, we summarize our results and discuss how our ap-
proach can be greatly enhanced by accurate abundances of
many r-process elements in a large number of MP stars and
how future results from this approach can be used to further
probe the conditions in CCSNe and BNSMs (§4).

2. MODEL FOR ABUNDANCES IN MP STARS

We model the abundance of element E in an MP star as a
mixture of contributions from two distinct sources, each with
a fixed characteristic production pattern. The number ratio of
E to Fe atoms in the star is given by

B)=-(B) 0@, o

where (E/Fe); and (E/Fe)s represent the production of E
relative to Fe by sources 1 and 2, respectively, and z is
the fraction of Fe contributed by source 1. Because abun-
dance data are commonly presented in terms of [E/Fe] =
log(E/Fe) — log(E/Fe)q, we rewrite Eq. (1) as

10IB/Fe] = g 5 100/Fel (1 — ) x 10(B/Felz - (2)

The RPA data (Holmbeck et al. 2020) consist of com-
plete measurements of [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for 211
MP stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1. We suspect that 16
of these stars received s-process contributions (from rela-
tively massive AGB stars or through binary mass transfer
from former AGB companions) based on their high values
of [Ba/Eu] > 0, and therefore, exclude them from further
consideration. As a first test of the model, we determine two
sets of parameters {[Sr/Fe];, [Ba/Fe|;, [Eu/Fe];} (i = 1,2)
that best reproduce all the data for the remaining 195 stars
taking into account the uncertainty of o ~ 0.2 dex for each
measurement. We obtain these parameters by minimizing

0-¥n GRS ) T

g

where [E/Fe]; and [E/Fe],. ; refer to the predicted value and
the measured mean for the jth star, respectively, and H(y)
is the Huber loss function defined by H(y) = y*/2 for
ly| < 1and H(y) = |y| — 1/2 for |[y| > 1. The use of
H(y) reduces sensitivity to the outliers in the data. With
{[Sr/Fe]1, [Ba/Fe|;, [Eu/Fe];} = {—0.49,—3.00,—0.77}
and {[Sr/Fe]s, [Ba/Fels, [Eu/Felo} = {0.90,0.91,1.30},
we find that all the data on [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for
140 (190) out of the 195 stars can be reproduced within 1o

(20). Note that the fraction = of Fe contributed by source 1
to each star is also optimized during the above calculation.

The above production patterns are inferred from a math-
ematical procedure without considering the mechanisms of
synthesizing Fe, Sr, Ba, and Eu. In this sense, they repre-
sent important observational constraints on the sources for
these elements. Sources 1 and 2 have drastically differ-
ent production of Sr, Ba, and Eu relative to Fe. With re-
spect to the solar composition, source 1 has high Fe pro-
duction while source 2 has high production of Sr, Ba, and
Eu. The extremely low production of Ba by source 1 with
[Ba/Fe]; = —3.00 is especially striking. Because the above
characteristics of sources 1 and 2 bear strong resemblance
to those of CCSNe and BNSMs, respectively, we carry out
a second test of our model by incorporating predefined fea-
tures of these two sources. Specifically, we assume that CC-
SNe produce Fe and Sr but no Ba or Eu while BNSMs pro-
duce Sr, Ba, and Eu but no Fe. In this simplified but well-
motivated case, the production patterns are characterized by
[Sr/Fe]sn, [Ba/Sr|nsm, and [Eu/Balxsm. The values of
[St/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for a star are given by

[Sr/Fe] = [Sr/Fe]qy + log(1 + a), 4)
[Ba/Fe] = [Sr/Fe|qy + [Ba/Sr]ygy + log o, 5)
[Eu/Fe| = [Ba/Fe] + [Eu/Ba] gy (6)

where « is the ratio of the Sr contribution from BNSMs to
that from CCSNe. Note that o plays a similar role to x in
Eq. (2) because now only Sr is produced by both sources.
By minimizing @ in Eq. (3), we find that with [Sr/Fe]sy =
70.54, [Ba/Sr]NSM = 000, and [Eu/Ba}NSM = 043, all
the data on [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for 141 (189) out of
the 195 stars can be reproduced within 1o (20). So the same
level of agreement with the data is achieved for the model
represented by Eq. (2) and that by Egs. (4)-(6). We focus on
the latter in the discussion below.

Next, we estimate the uncertainties in the inferred pro-
duction patterns using Bayesian techniques.  For the
jth star, the likelihood of reproducing the data D; =
{[Sr/Fe], ;. [Ba/Fe], ;,[Eu/Fe|, ;} by the model with the
parameters M = {[Sr/Fe|qy, [Ba/Sr]yom [Eu/Balygnt
and A; = log «j is

P (D;|M, Aj) = Nj(St)N;(Ba)Nj (Eu), — (7)
where, for example, A;(Sr) is the normal distribution of
[Sr/Fe]; centered at [Sr/Fe], ; with a standard deviation of

0. Assuming uniform prior probabilities for M and all the
A;’s, we obtain the posterior probability of the model

I1; P;(D;|M, A;)
rP{D;})

where P({DJ}) = fdMHdeAJPJ(DJ|M, AJ) Var-
ious marginal distributions can be obtained by integrat-

P(M,{A;}{D;}) =

®)
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Figure 1. Corner plot for parameters characterizing the production
patterns of CCSNe and BNSMs. The marginal distribution of each
parameter as well as 1o, 20, and 3o contours for pairs of parameters
are shown. Filled circles indicate the best-fit parameters, which are
close to those (crosses) inferred from a different method.

ing P(M,{A;}|{D,}) over the parameters of no concern.
For example, P([Sr/Fe|qy), P([Sr/Felgy, P([Ba/Sr]ygn)s
and similar distributions are presented in Fig. 1. We find
[Sr/Felqy = —0.457097, [Ba/St]xgy = 0.03 £ 0.05, and
[Eu/Ba]ygy = 0.44£0.02. The optimal values found above
by the second test of the model are in good agreement with
these results (within 10).

Because CCSNe are the only source for Fe and BNSMs are
the only source for Ba and Eu, the model predicts

10[Sr/Fe] — 10[Sr/Fe]SN + 10[]38,/1:‘6}—[Ba/SI"]NSM7 (9)
[Eu/Ba] = [Eu/Ba]NSM. (10)

The above predictions are compared with the data in Fig. 2.
Taking into account the measurement errors, we find that
nearly all the stars follow these predictions. The same is also
true of the relation between [Sr/Fe] and [Eu/Fe] (not shown),
which follows from the above two predictions. In Fig. 2a,
one star lies far below while three lie significantly above the
relation between [Sr/Fe] and [Ba/Fe]. We will discuss these
anomalous stars further in §4.

The normalized histogram of the optimal A; for each star
is shown in Fig. 3. We take the algebraic mean of all
the marginal distributions of A; to be the distribution of
A = loga for MP stars, which is also shown in Fig. 3.
This distribution is very similar to the histogram and gives
A = 0.477022 which means that on average, the Sr contri-
bution to a star from BNSMs is o = 10# = 3 times that from
CCSNe. Assuming that CCSNe and BNSMs have operated

[Eu/Ba]

245 09 -03 03 09 3 25 2 45 -1
[BasFe] [FeH]

Figure 2. Comparison of the model with the data (crosses) for (a)
[St/Fe] and [Ba/Fe], and (b) [Eu/Ba] and [Fe/H]. The dark curve
corresponds to the best-fit parameters and the gray region reflects
1o uncertainties in the parameters. The error bars indicate the un-
certainties in each measurement.
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Figure 3. Normalized histogram of optimal A; for each star and
distribution of A for MP stars. The latter (black curve) is taken to
be the algebraic mean of all the marginal distributions of A;.

the same way over the Galactic history, we expect that the
solar system material represents the average mixture of their
contributions very well, and therefore,
1O[Sr/EH]NSM (Fe/H)®
e ~
© 1O[Sr/Fe]SN (Fe/H)® SN

~ 3, (11)

where (Fe/H) gy is the CCSN contribution to the solar Fe
inventory, and we have taken (Eu/H), gy =~ (Eu/H)g
because almost all of the solar Eu inventory came from
the r-process. With [Sr/Eulygy = —[Ba/Srlyem —
[Eu/Ba]ygy = —0.47 and [Sr/Fe|qy = —0.45, we obtain
(Fe/H), gn ~ (Fe/H), /3. Studies of Galactic chemical
evolution (e.g., Matteucci & Greggio 1986; Timmes et al.
1995) estimated that CCSNe contributed =~ 1/3 to 2/3 of the
solar Fe inventory. In view of the very different approaches
taken here and in those studies, it is remarkable that they give
similar results.

Our model predicts that the net r-process contribution from
CCSNe and BNSMs to the solar Sr inventory is

(Sr/H)@,r - 1+ aq
(Sr/H), %

% 10[8/Bulnsym oy 0.45, (12)
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and that the net r-process contribution from BNSMs to the
solar Ba inventory is

(Ba/H)g

~ 10~ Ev/Balxsu ~ 0.36. (13)
(Ba/H),

The conventional way of estimating the solar r-process in-
ventory of an element was to subtract the s-process contribu-
tion from its net solar inventory. Because the s-process con-
tribution was estimated from a parametric model, this proce-
dure could have large uncertainties. For example, for 33Sr,
the dominant isotope of Sr, Goriely (1999) estimated that the
r-process contributed &~ 23% of its solar inventory, but with
a possible range of (0-27)%. While the higher end of this
range is ~ 1.6 times lower than our estimate, the discrep-
ancy is less in terms of the s-process contribution, with his
estimate (73%) being ~ 1.3 times higher than ours (55%).
Goriely (1999) also estimated that the r-process contributed
~ 15% of the solar inventory of 13513713883 the dominant
isotopes of Ba, but with a possible range of (0-38)%. Our es-
timate is just below the higher end of this range. Considering
the drastically different approach used here, we regard our
estimates of the r-process contributions to the solar inven-
tory of Sr and Ba as quite reasonable. Qian & Wasserburg
(2001) advocated similar estimates to make their model fit
the data on MP stars available then. The difference is that
our estimates are the direct consequences of our model while
theirs were introduced into their model as corrections.

3. IMPLICATIONS FOR CCSNE AND BNSMS

Because CCSNe and BNSMs are inherently difficult to
simulate and there are large uncertainties in the nuclear input
for simulating these sources and the associated r-process, it is
not very instructive to compare the production patterns calcu-
lated from specific simulations with the average patterns de-
rived above from the data on MP stars. Instead, we carry out
a parametric study of nucleosynthesis to explore the astro-
physical conditions that may produce our inferred patterns,
and then compare such conditions with those found in simu-
lations. In each parametric run, we follow the expansion of
some ejecta that could occur in CCSNe or BNSMs. We start
each run at time ¢ = 0 from an initial state with tempera-
ture Ty = 10 GK, density pg, and electron fraction Y, . The
subsequent evolution of density is specified by

poe_t/'r, t S ttra

\ s (14)
poe /T (b /)3, t > tyy,

p(t) =

where 7 is a characteristic timescale and ¢, = 3(1 —1n0.6)7
corresponds to the transition between the two expansion
regimes as suggested by Lippuner & Roberts (2015). We de-
termine po from ¢g = k5Tgmn /(h3c3po), where kp is the
Boltzmann constant, A is the Planck constant, c is the speed

of light, and my is the nucleon rest mass. We assume nu-
clear statistical equilibrium between 7j) and 7' = 8 GK and
use a reaction network to evolve the nuclear composition for
T < 8 GK. For a specific set of ¢, 7, and Y, o, the change of
composition at each time step is accompanied by energy re-
lease. We calculate the corresponding change of temperature
based on the thermodynamics associated with this energy re-
lease and the expansion as described in Mendoza-Temis et al.
(2015). Consequently, T'(t), Y. (t), and the entropy S(¢) are
updated along with p(t) at each time step.

We logarithmically sample ¢y between 1 and 100 kg per
baryon and 7 between 1072 and 1 s, and uniformly sample
Y. 0 between 0.05 and 0.55. Each parameter takes 21 val-
ues, so there are a total of 9261 parametric runs. We use
the same nuclear reaction network as employed in Collins
et al. (2023) and adopt the nuclear mass model FRDM for
the r-process (see Mendoza-Temis et al. 2015). Because
the evolution at 7 < 5 GK is more pertinent to the final
nucleosynthesis outcome, we use the expansion timescale
Texp = |d1n p(t)/dt|~! along with the Y, and S at T = 5 GK
to characterize the outcome of each parametric run below.

Our main interest is in the r-process production of Sr, Ba,
and Eu, which requires neutron-rich conditions with Y, <
0.5. For fixed Y., the qualitative outcome of this nucleosyn-
thesis approximately correlates with S® /7oy, (€.g., Hoffman
etal. 1997). As shown in Fig. 4, regions of log(S®/7exp) and
Y, fall into three categories, in which significant production
occurs for Sr only, Ba and Eu only, and all of them, respec-
tively. As a quantitative criterion, an element is produced
significantly if its mass fraction exceeds 10% of the corre-
sponding value for the solar r-process pattern.

It was expected long ago that CCSNe are a significant
source for Sr (e.g., Woosley & Hoffman 1992) with the pro-
duction occurring in the neutrino-driven wind (e.g., Hoff-
man et al. 1997). The parameter region with significant pro-
duction of Sr only in Fig. 4 can be compared to the con-
ditions found in CCSN models (e.g., Roberts et al. 2010;
Wanajo et al. 2018; Xiong et al. 2019, 2020; Sieverding et al.
2020; Wang & Burrows 2023). The relevant ejecta have
S ~ 10-80kp per baryon and Texp, ~ 0.01-0.6 s, with
lower S associated with smaller 7ex,. The corresponding
range of log(S3/Texp) is ~ 5-6, where S is in units of kp
per baryon and 7., is in units of s. These ejecta typically
have Y, ~ 0.45-0.55, but some models have Y, as low as
~ 0.38 (e.g., Wanajo et al. 2018), and more models can have
similarly low Y, if v, and ¥, are appropriately mixed with
sterile species that do not interact with matter (e.g., Xiong
et al. 2019). It can be seen from Fig. 4 that those CCSNe
with ejecta having log(S®/Texp) ~ 5-6 and Y, ~ 0.38-0.45
would be a significant source for Sr. With a typical Fe yield
of ~ 0.1 M,, CCSNe should produce ~ 10~% My, of Sr on
average to account for [Sr/Fe]q = —0.45. This amount is
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Figure 4. Regions of log(S®/7exp) and Y for significant produc-
tion of Sr only, Ba and Eu only, and all of them, respectively. Con-
ditions in the dynamical ejecta, HMNS wind, and BH torus from the
BNSM model sym-nl-a6 simulated by Just et al. (2023) are shown
for comparison.

broadly consistent with the mass of the relevant ejecta (e.g.,
Wang & Burrows 2023).

BNSMs are favored as the dominant source for r-process
elements beyond Sr because they have very neutron-rich
ejecta. The various components of their ejecta also facili-
tate the production of a wide range of r-process elements
(e.g., Kiuchi et al. 2023; Curtis et al. 2023; Just et al. 2023).
The most neutron-rich component is the tidally-disrupted dy-
namical ejecta, which have Y, ~ 0.05-0.45, S ~ 3-30kp
per baryon, and 7Texp, S 0.01 s. Subsequent to the forma-
tion of an accretion disk, the ejecta are dominated by the
polar neutrino-driven wind during the life of the hypermas-
sive neutron star (HMNS) and by the outflow, or torus, as-
sociated with viscous heating following the collapse of the
HMNS into a black hole (BH). Both the HMNS wind and the
BH torus interact with neutrinos, and therefore, have more
correlated conditions than the dynamical ejecta. The HMNS
wind is more affected by neutrinos and has Y, ~ 0.3-0.53,
S ~ 15-60 kp per baryon, and Tex, ~ 4 x 1073 t0 0.03 s.
The BH torus has Y, ~ 0.23-0.45, S ~ 10-30kp per
baryon, and 7.y, ~ 0.01 to 0.3 s. The conditions for each
of the above three ejecta components from the model sym-
nl-a6 simulated by Just et al. (2023) are shown in terms of
log(S?/Texp) and Y, in Fig. 4. The amount of ejecta in each
component as a function of Y, can be found in their Fig. 3a.
It can be seen from these two figures that both the HMNS
wind and the BH torus mostly have significant production of
Sr only, with a very small fraction of the latter having signif-
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Figure 5. Contours of [Eu/Ba] — [Eu/Ba]yg,, as functions of

log S and log Texp for (a) Ye = 0.1 and (b) Ye = 0.25. Solid curves
correspond to the boundary for significant production of Ba and Eu
only. Dashed lines indicate constant values of log(S®/Texp).

icant production of Ba and Eu only. In contrast, the dynam-
ical ejecta mostly have significant production of Sr only or
Ba and Eu only, with a small fraction having significant pro-
duction of Sr, Ba, and Eu. Although the nuclear input for the
r-process in Just et al. (2023) was different from that in our
parametric study, their results on nucleosynthesis in the three
ejecta components are in good qualitative agreement with the
above discussion.

We note that while regions of significant production for
individual elements are well defined in terms of 53 /7ex,, and
Y., the production ratio for a pair of elements is much more
sensitive to the detailed conditions, and therefore, is better
defined in terms of S, 7Texp, and Y,. For example, Fig. 5
shows contours of [Eu/Ba] — [Eu/Ba]ygq,; as functions of
log S and log Texp for Y. = 0.1 and 0.25, respectively. It can
be seen that for fixed Y., [Eu/Ba] can change drastically for
a constant value of 5% /Teyp.

Nonetheless, the regions of significant production in Fig. 4
provide good guidance to the conditions that could give rise
to the inferred BNSM production pattern. In fact, the three
categories of regions can be combined in numerous ways
to obtain this pattern. For example, most of the points in
the Ba-Eu-only region reproduce the inferred [Eu/Ba]ygy
to within a few dexes, so a mixture can easily give the cor-
rect result. Then, such a mixture can be mixed further with
any of a large number of points in the Sr-only region to give
the inferred [Ba/Sr]yqy- The above mixtures can also be
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obtained with the reasonable requirement that each type of
ejecta involved contribute, for example, at least 10% of the
total mass. Therefore, we expect that when averaged over
various BNSMs, the superposition of the r-process produc-
tion in the dynamical ejecta, HMNS wind, and BH torus
would account for the inferred BNSM pattern.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a data-driven model for abundances of
Fe, Sr, Ba, and Eu in MP stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1. The
production patterns of two distinct sources are derived from
the RPA data on [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe] for 195 stars
(Holmbeck et al. 2020). We simplify these two sources as
CCSNe producing Fe and Sr but no Ba or Eu and BNSMs
producing Sr, Ba, and Eu but no Fe. Nearly all the data
can be accounted for by mixtures of contributions from these
two sources, which are characterized by [Sr/Fe|q = —0.45,
[Ba/Sr|ygy = 0.03, and [Eu/Ba]ygy = 0.44. We find that
on average, the Sr contribution to an MP star from BNSMs
is &~ 3 times that from CCSNe. Assuming that CCSNe and
BNSMs have operated the same way over the Galactic his-
tory, we find that CCSNe contributed ~ 1/3 of the solar Fe
inventory, in agreement with estimates from studies of Galac-
tic chemical evolution that use Fe yields and rates of occur-
rence for CCSNe and SNe Ia. The r-process contributions
to the solar inventory of Sr and Ba predicted by our model
are also reasonable in comparison with estimates based on
subtraction of the s-process contributions when the large un-
certainties in the latter approach are taken into account.

Four stars show large deviations from the relation between
[St/Fe] and [Ba/Fe] predicted by our model (see Fig. 2a).
The star J09471921-4127042 with [Fe/H] = —2.67 has
a very low value of [Sr/Fe] = —1.57 while J15230675—
7930072 with [Fe/H] = —2.55 has a high value of [Sr/Fe] =
0.71. Their low [Fe/H] values suggest that they might have
formed from materials enriched by a few special CCSNe and
BNSMs. On the other hand, for J06195001-5312114 with
[Fe/H] = —2.06 and J06320130-2026538 with [Fe/H] =

—1.56, their high values of [Sr/Fe] = 1.00 and 1.44, respec-
tively, may reflect that due to the rarity of BNSMs, deviations
from our average BNSM production pattern can still occur up
to [Fe/H] ~ —1.6. Of course, it is also possible that more
than two distinct production patterns are required to charac-
terize CCSNe and BNSMs, even in the average sense. Un-
fortunately, with the data on [Sr/Fe], [Ba/Fe], and [Eu/Fe]
only, we are unable to derive three well-defined production
patterns. Clearly, exploration of more than two distinct pro-
duction patterns requires precise measurements of more 7-
process elements in a large number of MP stars.

We have also carried out a parametric study to explore the
conditions in CCSNe and BNSMs that may give rise to our
inferred production patterns. We find that such conditions
are largely consistent with the results from simulations. We
emphasize that the production ratio for a pair of elements is
much more sensitive to the detailed conditions (see Fig. 5).
However, to narrow down the combinations of Y., S, and
Texp that can give rise to a production pattern, we need an ex-
tensive pattern covering many elements. Therefore, data on
abundances of more 7-process elements are required to probe
the conditions in CCSNe and BNSMs in more detail. For this
purpose and for exploring the possibility of more than two
distinct production patterns, we strongly urge large surveys
of MP stars to cover many r-process elements in addition to
Sr, Ba, and Eu.
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