THE ASTROPHYSICAL JOURNAL, 559:925-941, 2001 October 1
© 2001. The American Astronomical Society. All rights reserved. Printed in U.S.A.

A MODEL FOR ABUNDANCES IN METAL-POOR STARS

Y.-Z. QIaN! AND G. J. WASSERBURG?
Received 2001 February 12; accepted 2001 June 7

ABSTRACT

A model is presented that seeks to explain quantitatively the stellar abundances of r-process elements
and other elements associated with the r-process sites. It is argued that the abundances of all these ele-
ments in stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 can be explained by the contributions of three sources. The
sources are the first generations of very massive (2100 M) stars that are formed from big bang debris
and are distinct from Type II supernovae (SNe II) and two types of SNe II, the H and L events, which
can occur only at [Fe/H] = —3. The H events are of high frequency and produce dominantly heavy
(4 > 130) r-elements but no Fe (presumably leaving behind black holes). The L events are of low fre-
quency and produce Fe and dominantly light (4 < 130) r-elements (essentially none above Ba). By using
the observed abundances in two ultra—metal-poor stars and the solar r-abundances, the initial or prompt
inventory of elements produced by the first generations of very massive stars and the yields of H and L
events can be determined. The abundances of a large number of elements in a star can then be calcu-
lated from the model by using only the observed Eu and Fe abundances. To match the model results
and the observational data for stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 requires that the solar r-abundances for
Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba must be significantly increased from the standard values. No such changes appear to
be required for all other elements. If the changes in the solar r-abundances for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba are not
permitted, the model fails at —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 but still works at [Fe/H] ~ —3 for these four ele-
ments. By using the corrected solar r-abundances for these elements, good agreement is obtained
between the model results and data over the range —3 < [Fe/H] < —1. No evidence of s-process contri-
butions is found in this region, but all the observational data in this region now show regular increases
of Ba/Eu above the standard solar r-process value. Whether the solar r-components of Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba
used here to obtain a fit to the stellar data can be reconciled with those obtained from solar abundances

by subtracting the s-components calculated from models is not clear.
Subject headings: Galaxy: evolution — stars: abundances — stars: Population II

1. INTRODUCTION

We present a phenomenological model that seeks to
explain abundances of a large number of elements in ultra—
metal-poor (UMP) stars with [Fe/H] ~ —3 and extend this
model to metal-poor (MP) stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1.
Recently, Burris et al. (2000) reported abundances of heavy
elements, both above and below Ba, in 70 Galactic halo
stars with a wide range in [Fe/H]. This new work and
previous observations by, e.g.,, McWilliam et al. (1995) and
Ryan, Norris, & Beers (1996) stimulated us to address the
problem of chemical evolution in the early Galaxy. Recent
studies have discussed Galactic chemical evolution of H to
Zn (Timmes, Woosley, & Weaver 1995) and of heavy ele-
ments from Ba to Eu with both s-process and r-process
contributions (Travaglio et al. 1999). These studies have
shown general trends for abundance ratios of different ele-
ments to Fe as a function of [Fe/H] that converge on solar
values. Raiteri et al. (1999) treated temporal evolution of
asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars and rates of Type II
supernovae (SNe II) and simulated Galactic Ba enrichment.
Their results on Ba/Fe show a wide scatter at low [Fe/H] as
observed. This was attributed to local inhomogeneities in
the interstellar medium (ISM). In the present paper we will
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show that the abundances in UMP and MP stars follow
almost quantitatively from a set of simple rules.

The present study is purely phenomenological and con-
fined to —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 where SNe Ia (an Fe source)
and low-mass AGB stars (the dominant s-process source)
would not contribute significantly to the ISM. As pointed
out by Truran (1981), abundances of neutron capture ele-
ments (e.g., Ba) at low [Fe/H] are dominated by r-process
contributions from SNe II. We focus on the most extensive
and self-consistent data set so far available, that of Burris et
al. (2000), but treat data sets of Magain (1989), Gratton &
Sneden (1994), and Johnson & Bolte (2001) as well. We will
present the abundances resulting from production by the
first generations of stars formed after the big bang and
yields for two hypothesized types of SNe II. These results
will be inferred from the observational data and not from
theoretical models for the first generations of stars or for
r-process production by SNe II. The r-process abundances
(r-abundances) calculated from our model for UMP and
MP stars will be compared with the observational data.
More specifically, the r-abundance of an element that rep-
resents the total abundance of all r-process isotopes of the
element is calculated for comparison with observations as
there are no data on isotopic r-abundances in stars other
than the Sun. When referring to r-process nuclei, we con-
sider both those that are the direct products of a rapid
neutron capture scenario and those that may be produced
by other processes closely related to the r-process in the
same SN II event. The latter would include many nuclei
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with atomic masses of 4 ~ 90 that would be made in the
a-process (Woosley & Hoffman 1992). If a sufficient neutron
abundance existed at the end of the a-process, the nuclei
with 4 ~ 90 would become the seed nuclei to capture the
neutrons during the subsequent r-process. Otherwise, these
nuclei would experience no further processing and would be
a part of the SN II ejecta. The a-process could be the domi-
nant source of Sr, Y, and Zr.

1.1. The Basis of the Phenomenological Model

It is assumed here that SNe II are the source of r-process
nuclei (r-nuclei). The abundances of the r-nuclei *#*Hf and
1297 in the early solar system (ESS) are well established.
These data require that the SNe II responsible for 182Hf not
produce any significant amounts of !2°1 (Wasserburg,
Busso, & Gallino 1996, hereafter WBG96). The frequency of
this type of SN II was argued to be ~(107 yr)~! for a
standard reference mass of hydrogen (see § 1.2). The nuclide
1291 was attributed to a different type of SN II with a fre-
quency of ~(108 yr)~1. These hypothetical SN II types are
called H and L events for “high” and “low” frequency,
respectively. This approach assigns the dominant pro-
duction of nuclei with 4 > 130 (“heavy” r-nuclei) to the H
events and the nuclei with 4 < 130 (“light” r-nuclei) to the
L events. Qian, Vogel, & Wasserburg (1998) developed a
simple r-process model involving neutrinos to examine the
different conditions in H and L events that are needed to
provide a split between the production of heavy and light
r-nuclei at 4 ~ 130. Because of their much higher fre-
quency, the H events were expected to be likely the first SNe
IT to inject r-nuclei into the ISM (WBG96). The effects of
such “first-generation” SNe II should be apparent in the
abundances of r-elements in UMP stars. Exquisite obser-
vations by Sneden et al. (1996, 2000) and Westin et al. (2000)
have established that abundance ratios of many other heavy
r-elements relative to Eu in UMP stars are remarkably con-
stant and close to solar r-process values. This demonstrates
that abundances of heavy r-elements in UMP stars appear
to reflect production by pure H events. Sneden et al. (2000)
also found that the abundances of light r-elements such as
Pd, Ag, and Cd in the UMP star CS 22892-052 were low
relative to the solar r-abundance pattern that is translated
to pass through the Eu data. This provides additional evi-
dence that there should be at least two distinct types of SN
II sources for the r-nuclei.

The available data on UMP stars (e.g., McWilliam et al.
1995; McWilliam 1998; Westin et al. 2000; Sneden et al.
2000; Burris et al. 2000) show that there is a wide range in
the abundances of the heavy r-elements Eu and Ba (~ 2 dex)
for stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —2.5. This clearly indicates
that heavy r-elements, including the chronometer Th, are
produced without any significant coproduction of Fe, thus
requiring that heavy r-elements and Fe be produced in dif-
ferent types of SNe II. There is little Ba in stars with
—4 < [Fe/H] < —3 (McWilliam et al. 1995; McWilliam
1998). Wasserburg & Qian (2000, hereafter WQO00) inferred
that the large dispersion in Eu and Ba abundances at
[Fe/H] ~ —3 was caused by H events adding heavy r-
elements but no Fe to a preexisting inventory of elements in
the ISM. This preexisting inventory of Fe and associated
elements was called the initial or prompt (hereafter P)
inventory and attributed to the first generations of very
massive (=100 M ) stars formed from big bang debris. It
was further inferred that normal stars with masses of
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~1-60 M could only form in a medium with sufficient
metals to permit cooling during the collapse of a gas cloud.
Normal stars with masses of ~10-60 M, would later
become SNe II. Further evidence for the decoupling of
heavy r-elements from Fe has been provided by the obser-
vations of the U-rich star CS 31082-001 (Cayrel et al. 2001).
This star with [Fe/H] = —2.9 has extremely abundant Os,
Ir, Th, and U, sharply exhibiting the effect that little Fe is
coproduced with the heavy r-elements as argued by Qian &
Wasserburg (2001b, hereafter QWO01). Figure 1 shows the
available Ba data over —4 < [Fe/H] < —1 and includes
the Ba abundance inferred by QW01 for CS 31082-001
based on the three-component (P, H, and L) model for
abundances in UMP and MP stars. This inferred abun-
dance (upper cross) is within ~0.3 dex of the preliminary Ba
data on CS 31082-001 (lower cross) reported by Hill et al.
(2001). As discussed above, the large scatter in Ba abun-
dance at —3 < [Fe/H] < —2.5 shown in Figure 1 is attrib-
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Fi1G. 1.—Data on log €(Ba) (filled diamonds: McWilliam et al. 1995;
McWilliam 1998; open triangles: Westin et al. 2000; open squares: Burris et
al. 2000; open circle: Sneden et al. 2000) shown as a function of [Fe/H].
The upper cross indicates the Ba abundance inferred for CS 31082-001 by
QWO01 based on the three-component model and is within ~0.3 dex of the
preliminary Ba data on this star (lower cross) reported by Hill et al. (2001).
The dotted line labeled “1 H Event” indicates the Ba yield of a single H
event. The low Ba abundances at —4 < [Fe/H] < —3 compared with this
H yield are attributed to very small admixtures of H contributions into
clouds having almost pure P-inventory composition. The rapid rise of
log €(Ba) at —3 < [Fe/H] < —2.5 (between the two vertical dashed lines)
is due to the onset of H events. The dot-dashed line shows the mean trend
of data at [Fe/H] > —2.5, where both H and L events occur, but cannot
describe the data at lower [Fe/H]. Observed log e(Ba) values at
—3 5 [Fe/H] < —2.5 that correspond to ny 2 30 H events (e.g., the open
circle for CS 22892-052 and the linked crosses for CS 31082-001), as well as
those at [Fe/H] > —2.5 that are far above the trend line, may represent
enrichments by surface contamination in binaries instead of gross increases
of Ba abundance in the ISM from which the stars formed.
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uted to the rapid occurrence of H events shortly after the
onset of normal star formation.

The scenario adopted here for the evolution of r-process
related elements over Galactic history is schematically
shown in Table 1. Some time after the big bang, baryonic
matter condenses in dark matter potential wells. Only very
massive stars can form from big bang debris. These stars
explode and contribute newly synthesized material. The
number of such events is not known, but many such dis-
rupting events may be required to give [Fe/H] ~ —3 in an
average parcel of the ISM or intergalactic medium (IGM).
The ISM or IGM now has a changed chemical composition
compared with big bang debris. When some of this material
cools, there is condensation of gas to form a more or less
normal stellar population that includes the progenitors for
SN II H and L events and lower mass stars. This state of
condensation can be achieved when the abundance of all
metals in the ISM or IGM reaches or surpasses some criti-
cal value. A nominal value of [Fe/H] ~ — 3 for the critical
“metallicity ” was inferred by WQOO from the observational
data on UMP stars. This appears to be supported by the
recent results of Bromm et al. (2001) who have simulated the
collapse and fragmentation of gas clouds with different
metallicities. The nominal value [Fe/H] ~ —3 will be used
below for the P-inventory of Fe although the onset of
“normal ” astration may correspond to a possible range of
—4 < [Fe/H] < —2.7. The first SNe II to contribute r-
elements to the ISM are the most frequent and most prob-
able H events. On a timescale of > 10%® yr, the relative
contributions of H and L events should approach well-
defined values that are determined by the average frequency
ratio of ~10:1 and the yields of these events. From then on
the evolution of r-elements and Fe would progress as if
there were only one type of SN II with small statistical
deviations (see the evolution of Ba abundance relative to Fe
at [Fe/H] > —2.5 indicated by the dot-dashed line in Fig.
1). At [Fe/H] ~ —1, SNe Ia begin to contribute and domi-
nate the Fe production, as inferred from the O data (e.g.,
Timmes et al. 1995; Qian & Wasserburg 2001a).

This approach sharply separates heavy-element pro-
duction in the earliest epochs (epochs 2 and 3 in Table 1)
from later production by SNe II (epochs 6 and 7) and from
even later production by SNe Ia and contributions of
evolved normal low-mass stars. The numbers of H and
especially L events through epochs 6 and 7 are not very
large (see § 1.3) so that a discrete model is required.

For simplicity it is assumed that each H or L event has a
fixed relative abundance pattern for the elements produced
in each case and that the yields are constant for each H or L
event. The average frequencies of these events are also
assumed to be constant for a standard reference mass of
hydrogen. The main results of the model only depend on the
assumption of fixed yield patterns for H and L events (see
§§ 1.2 and 1.3). The key parameters of the model that must
be determined by consideration of the observational data
are the yields of H and L events for pertinent elements and
the P-inventory composition that defines the baseline to
which the contributions of H and L events are added. As we
are concerned with the addition of elements to the ISM or
IGM whose hydrogen mass fraction is essentially not
altered during Galactic chemical evolution, we will typically
use a representation where the abundances are given rela-
tive to hydrogen. This is the standard spectroscopic nota-
tion log €(E) = log (E/H) + 12 for element E where E is
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also used to represent the number of E atoms. The common
notation [E/Fe] complicates the discussion and is avoided
here as ranges in [ E/Fe] may result from addition of either
element E or Fe.

1.2. Time-Dependent Evolution and Mixing

Consider a homogeneous system of gas with a time-
dependent total number H of hydrogen atoms. The rate of
change in the total number E of E atoms in this gas may be

written as
dE E\ dH
E=;PEJ+<E)E, (1)

where ) ; Py ; is the total rate for injection of element E into
the gas after production by its sources and the last term
accounts for the removal of matter from the gas by either
astration or fragmentation (dH/dt < 0 for both cases). The
above equation may be rewritten as

d(E/H) _ Y Py, 2
dt H

Thus, if SN II H and L events are the only sources under
consideration for element E and the SN II frequencies are
proportional to the amount of hydrogen in the gas, then
equation (2) reduces to the following for a homogeneous
mass of gas:

- el o

or in the spectroscopic notation,
lolog €(E) _ lolog ep(E) + Ny X lolog eH(E) + ny % lolog eL(E) .

)

In equation (3), (E/H); is the P-inventory, (E/H)g or (E/H),,
is the number of E atoms produced per hydrogen atom in
the gas phase by each H or L event for a standard reference
mass of hydrogen that is assumed here to mix with the
ejecta in each case, and ng or n;, is the number of H or L
events that have occurred in this reference mass.

Now consider the mixture of two different gas systems
(with subscripts “1” and “2”) that have different nucleo-
synthetic histories. For fixed values of (E/H),, (E/H)g, and
(E/H),, the abundance of element E in the mixture of two
gas masses can be written as

<E> _ (B/H),(H); + (E/H),(H),
H) i (H), + (H),

E _(E _(E
- (ﬁ) * (ﬁ) * (ﬁ) O

where
_— (ng)(H); + (ng),(H),
|, @), )
. (ny)(H); + (n)(H),
=), + (), (©)
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TABLE 1
CHRONOLOGY OF EvVOLUTION
Epoch Description
1...... Big bang
2., Formation and explosion of very massive (2100 M ) stars in regions of baryonic matter condensation with production of “metals”
(C,N, O, Mg, AL Sy, ..., Fe, ..., Sr, Y, Zr)
3. Disruption of condensed regions by explosions of very massive stars, return of material with “metals” to the IGM, and reionization
of the IGM
4...... Cooling and condensation of some of the baryonic matter in the IGM
Seeeens Formation of normal stellar populations with masses of ~1-60 M  when a metallicity of —4 < [Fe/H] < —2.7 was reached
6...... Occurrence of the first SN II H events [with a frequency of ~(107 yr)~! for a standard reference mass of hydrogen]
Teeeins Coeval occurrence of SN IT H and L events [with an L-frequency of ~(10® yr)~! for a standard reference mass of hydrogen]
8...... Later occurrence of SNe Ia with major Fe addition and evolution of low-mass AGB stars resulting in substantial s-process contributions

to the ISM at [Fe/H] = —1

It can be seen that a mixture of two gas systems with differ-
ent nucleosynthetic histories will result in a new system with
effective values of /iy and #1; corresponding to the weighted
averages of the contributing systems. As a result, all that
mixing will do is change the values of ng and n; but still
produce abundance patterns congruent to those resulting
from H and L events. If the absolute yields of H and L
events were to shift but the relative yields of one element to
the other were maintained in each type of event, then the
only result of this shift would again be to change ng and n;,
but the same congruence of abundance patterns would be
maintained. It follows that a wide range of removal by
astration and mixing of matter with different chemical evol-
ution lead to a result that is indistinguishable from a simple
history if the P-inventory composition and the basic relative
yield templates of H and L events are fixed as assumed in
this model. Thus, complex mixing and transport models are
not required to pursue the approach used here but are effec-
tively represented by the ng and n; values for a star. If the
model assumptions are correct, then they provide a full
basis for quantitatively determining the r-abundances in
UMP and MP stars.

The frequencies of H and L events inferred from the
abundances of '82Hf and !2°I in the ESS, ~(107 yr)~! and
~ (108 yr)~ 1, respectively, correspond to a reference mass of
hydrogen of ME" ~ 3 x 10* M, for a total SN II rate of
~(30 yr)~! and a total gas mass of ~10'° M in the
present Galaxy (Qian & Wasserburg 2001a). This reference
mass is also the total amount of ISM typically swept by an
SN II remnant (e.g., Thornton et al. 1998). We take this as
the standard reference mass of hydrogen to mix with the
nucleosynthetic products of an SN II H or L event. We will
use equation (4) with fixed parameters log €p(E), log €4(E),
and log €;(E) to discuss abundances in UMP and MP stars.
All quantities in this equation will be calculated for the
above reference mass of hydrogen. The absolute yield of
element E in units of mass for an H or L event, Y4(E) or
Y;(E), can be estimated from the relationships

E\  YuB)<4pdm
<ﬁ>H - oMy (72)
E\  %(B)K4p),
<ﬁ)L oMyt (70)

where {Ag >y or {(Ag), is the average atomic mass for the E
isotopes produced in an H or L event.

In discussing the stellar observations, we consider that
the observed stars formed from the immediate precursor
ISM with the homogenized r-abundances of that local
region. These r-abundances are not considered to have been
altered by the subsequent evolution of the star. If the surface
of a star is contaminated by some form of mass transfer
from a companion (or nearby) SN II, then the observed
abundance pattern should represent the products of that
SN II (an H or L event), but the abundances would be
greatly enhanced from those with which the star formed.
For example, the extremely high Ba abundances in CS
31082-001 (crosses linked by a line) and CS 22892-052 (open
circle) shown in Figure 1 may have resulted from surface
contamination by the SN II explosion (of the H type) of
their respective binary companions (QWO01). The issue of
what level of r-process enrichment is so large that an SN II
companion (or neighbor) appears to be required has been
discussed by QW01 and will be considered below (see § 3.2).

1.3. Calculation of ng and n;,

Given the P-inventory, log €,(E), and the yields of H and
L events, log e4(F) and log €, (E), the abundance of element
E in a star, log €(E), can be calculated from equation (4).
The numbers of contributing H and L events for the star, ng
and n;, are required for this calculation. If a certain element
is exclusively produced by H or L events, then ng or n; can
be simply obtained from the observed abundance of this
element in the star by using the yield of an H or L event for
this element.

Data on Ba (A~135) at —4<[Fe/H]< —3
(McWilliam et al. 1995; McWilliam 1998) indicate that the
P-inventory of heavy r-elements is negligible (WQO0; see
Fig. 1). Observations also show that the abundances of Ba
and above in UMP stars very closely follow the solar r-
abundance pattern (Sneden et al. 1996, 2000; Westin et al.
2000). We consider that H events are the exclusive source
for the heavy r-elements above Ba (possibly including Ba)
with a yield pattern identical to the corresponding part of
the solar r-abundance pattern (see §§ 2.1 and 3.1). Then the
H yield of any heavy r-element above Ba can be used to
calculate the value ny for a star. We use Eu (4 ~ 151) for
this purpose as it is typically observed in UMP and MP
stars and its solar inventory is dominated by r-process con-
tributions. Specifically, the solar r-abundance of Eu,
log €, ,(Eu) = 0.52 (Arlandini et al. 1999), was contributed
by ng = 10° H events for a frequency of fi = (107 yr)~!
over a period of 10'° yr prior to solar system formation
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(SSF; see § 14). Thus, logeyz(Eu)=Ilog ey (Eu)
— log n§ = —2.48. The value ng for a star is then

nH — 1010ge(Eu)—logeH(Eu) — 1010g €(Eu)+2.48 . (8)

As little or no Fe is produced in H events (see § 1.1), we
consider that the Fe abundance at —3 <[Fe/H] < —1
results from contributions of L events being added to the
P-inventory:

lolog e(Fe) _ lolog ep(Fe) + n % lolog er(Fe) . (9)

As SNe Ia were the dominant Fe source at [Fe/H] > —1,
only a fraction oy, of the solar Fe inventory log e, (Fe) =
7.51 (Anders & Grevesse 1989) was contributed by SN II L
events. For oy, = % (e.g., Timmes et al. 1995; Qian & Was-
serburg 2001a) and with n® = 102 contributing L events for
a frequency of f; = (10® yr) ! over a period of 10'° yr prior
to SSF (see § 1.4), log e, (Fe) =log ag, + log e, (Fe)
—log nP = 5.03 corresponding to [Fe/H], = log €;(Fe)
— log ex(Fe) = —2.48. We take log e€p(Fe) ~ 4.51 corre-
sponding to [Fe/H]p, ~ —3. The P-inventory of Fe is over-
whelmed by Fe addition from a few L events. Thus, the
possible range in [Fe/H], has little effect on the determi-
nation of n; for MP stars. By using the above P-inventory
and L yield of Fe, the value n; for a star can be obtained
from equation (9) or from its equivalent in the [ Fe/H] nota-
tion,

100/ — 1OIFe/MIP 4 g 5 10U (10)

In all our works, SN II H and L events are considered to
occur stochastically with frequencies of f; and f; in some
standard reference mass of hydrogen throughout the
Galaxy over Galactic history (WBG96; WQO00; Qian &
Wasserburg 2000, 2001a; QWO01). At any given time ¢ since
the onset of SNe II, the probability P(ng, t) for a standard
parcel of the ISM to have had a number ng of H events is
given by the Poisson distribution

P(ny, t) = (11)

(fH t)nH e—th _ (ﬁH)nH e H
- B
ng! ng!
where iz = fyt is the average number of occurrences for H
events at time ¢. For L events a similar expression applies:

P(ny, 1) =—(th), e‘fL‘=—("L), e ™. (12)
! ng!

The variances of the distributions in equations (11) and (12)
are ng and 7i1;, respectively. The square root of the variance,
1y/? or i1/, can be used as a measure of the variation in ny
orn; attime t:ny X fig + ny” orn;, ~ iy, + a2 Att = 10°
yr, ng ~ 100 + 10 corresponding to log €(Eu) ~ —0.53 to
—0.44, while n;~ 10+ 3 corresponding to [Fe/H]
~ —1.62 to —1.36. For shorter times, the dispersion in
n; becomes much more prominent. For example, at
t=3x10® yr, nz~30+5 corresponding to
log €(Eu) * —1.08 to —0.94, while n; ~ 3 + 2 correspond-
ing to [Fe/H] ~ —2.37 to —1.76. The abundances of heavy
r-elements (e.g., Eu) are a better measure of time because of
the higher frequency of H events and hence much lower
dispersion in ng. Thus, it follows that there is a substantial
dispersion in [Fe/H] for a rather fixed abundance of any
heavy r-element at any given time in the range 10% <t < 2
x 10° yr. Conversely, a given [Fe/H] value may corre-
spond to a significant range of possible times. We consider
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that this effect causes the scatter in abundances of heavy
r-elements at —3 < [Fe/H] < —1.0 with the dispersion
rapidly increasing at lower [Fe/H] . The dispersion and
mean trends for abundances of heavy and light r-elements
in UMP and MP stars have been discussed in some detail
by Qian (2001) based on the same approach.

As discussed in § 1.2, the complex history of mixing and
transport of elements in the ISM from which a star formed
is represented by ny and n; for the star. It is shown above
that these numbers can be calculated from the observed Eu
and Fe abundances in the star by using the H yield of Eu
and the L yield of Fe. Substituting the expressions for ng
(eq. [8]) and n;, (eq. [9] or eq. [10]) into the expression for
the abundance of element E (eq. [3] or eq. [4]), we obtain

(-G B (I)-G)):

As the yield of element E relative to Eu for H events,
(E/Eu)g, or to Fe for L events, (E/Fe),, is assumed to be
fixed, the observed Eu or Fe abundance in the star contains
all the prior history of mixing and transport for the part of
element E coproduced with Eu in H events or with Fe in L
events. Thus, the fundamental problem in our approach
to understand abundances in UMP and MP stars is to
establish the P-inventory composition and the yield tem-
plates of H and L events that underlie the observations.
These results will be presented in the form of log ep(E),
log ex(E), and log €, (E) corresponding to log ep(Fe) ~ 4.51
([Fe/H] ~ —3), log ex(Eu) = —2.48, and log €;(Fe) = 5.03
([Fe/H], = —2.48).

1.4. Values of ng and n?

We assume here that the solar abundances are represen-
tative of an average parcel of the ISM at the time of SSF.
We use the values ng = 10° and n® = 102 to account for
the part of the solar inventory that was contributed by SNe
II over a total uniform production time of Typ ~ 10'° yr
prior to SSF. These values are directly related to the fre-
quencies of H and L events that were derived from consider-
ation of meteoritic data on the abundances of *82Hf (with a
lifetime 7,4, = 1.3 x 107 yr) and 2°I (7,,4 = 2.3 x 107 yr)
in the ESS (WBG96). The meteoritic data require that
replenishment of fresh '32Hf in an average parcel of the
ISM must occur on a timescale commensurate with its life-
time, which corresponds to a frequency of fi ~ (107 yr)~*!
for H events in a standard reference mass of hydrogen. As
discussed in § 1.2, this frequency can be explained by con-
sidering the Galactic SN II rate per unit mass of gas and the
total amount of ISM typically swept up by an SN II
remnant. Although there may be a range of possible values
for n{ = fyg Ty, the observed abundances of heavy r-
elements in UMP and MP stars appear to be well rep-
resented by the H yields of these elements calculated by
using n§ = 10%. For example, the lowest Eu abundances
observed in such stars (e.g., McWilliam et al. 1995; Burris et
al. 2000) are remarkably close to the Eu yield of a single H
event [log eg(Eu) = —2.48] calculated from the solar r-
inventory of Eu for n$ = 103. In any case, a change in ng
causes only a uniform shift in the H yields of the relevant
elements as the yield template is assumed here to be fixed.
Such a shift will not affect the basic results presented here
(see §§ 1.2 and 1.3).
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The timescale for replenishment of fresh !2°I in an
average parcel of the ISM required by the meteoritic data is
much longer than its lifetime and corresponds to a fre-
quency of f; ~ (10® yr)~! for L events. A decrease in the
replenishment timescale (corresponding to an increase in f;)
would cause an exponential increase in the abundance of
1297 in the ESS. Many meteoritic measurements give a
rather precise and very low value for this abundance
[(12°1/127])pes = 10~ %; e.g., Brazzle et al. 1999], severely
limiting any possible increase in f;. Thus, we focus on the
effect of decreasing n{® = f; Typ from 102 For nd = 102 the
L yield of Fe is [Fe/H], = —2.48. A decrease in nY by a
factor of 2 gives [Fe/H], = —2.18, which means that there
would be a lack of stars between [Fe/H] ~ —3 and —2.18.
This is incompatible with the observations that show a con-
tinuous population at [Fe/H] 2 —2.5. In any case, a
change in n? again causes only a uniform shift in the L
yields of the relevant elements. Thus, changes in the values
of n§ and n® will not affect the basic conclusions of this
work. But if the changes are large, they will violate the
constraints indicated above. The standard values n§ = 103
and n{ = 102 will be used to derive the results in this work.

1.5. The Solar r-Component

In this study we are mainly concerned with the r-process.
As discussed in § 1.1, there must be at least two distinct
types of r-process events. We associate both of these with
SNe II, although they have not yet been proven to be the
r-process sites. It was argued that the other candidate sites,
such as neutron star mergers, would have difficulty explain-
ing the observed r-abundances in UMP and MP stars if
they were the principal source for r-nuclei (Qian 2000).
Extensive and very sophisticated parametric studies of high
neutron density environments have been carried out to gain
insights into the conditions that are required for the r-
process (Kratz et al. 1993; Hoffman, Woosley, & Qian
1997; Meyer & Brown 1997; Freiburghaus et al. 1999).
These studies are usually directed toward approximating
the overall solar r-abundance pattern by the r-process pro-
duction in a prototypical environment. However, there is as
yet no sufficient guidance from these studies to explain the
distinct types of r-process events discussed in § 1.1 or to
make reliable a priori predictions for the templates of r-
process yields (r-yields) that can be used in Galactic chemi-
cal evolution models.

As also discussed in § 1.1, the first generations of very
massive stars formed from big bang debris produced a P-
inventory of Fe and associated elements but very little
heavy r-nuclei. The formation and evolution of these stars
and their nucleosynthetic products have been a long-
standing problem (e.g., Ezer & Cameron 1971) and recently
received renewed attention (e.g., Bromm, Coppi, & Larson
1999; Heger et al. 2000; Fryer, Woosley, & Heger 2001;
Baraffe, Heger, & Woosley 2001; Bromm et al. 2001).
However, so far there is not sufficient information from
theoretical models to predict the composition of the P-
inventory assigned here to the first generations of stars.

Our approach here is to determine some of the P-
inventory composition and the r-yields of SN II H and L
events from the observed abundances in several selected
stars based on the phenomenological model laid out in
§§ 1.1-1.3. These results will be used in the model to calcu-
late the abundances for UMP and MP stars in general.
The calculated abundances will then be compared with
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observations. One of the selected stars is the Sun, whose
so-called cosmic abundance pattern (mostly derived from
meteoritic studies) has served as the key to understanding
nucleosynthesis (Burbidge et al. 1957; Cameron 1957). The
part of the solar abundances required here is the r-process
component (r-component) that is obtained by subtracting
the s-process component (s-component) from the total solar
inventory.

One of the better understood processes of stellar nucleo-
synthesis is the s-process (see review by Busso, Gallino, &
Wasserburg 1999). The site of this process is well established
observationally to be thermally pulsing AGB stars. Theo-
retical models for the s-process are based on the well-
understood (but not completely) laws of stellar structure
and evolution and the nuclear reactions in the stellar inte-
rior that produce the neutrons for slow capture by the
preexisting seed nuclei. The nuclear physics involved both
in neutron production and in s-processing has been the
subject of extensive theoretical and experimental work.
Many cross sections for important neutron capture reac-
tions have been reliably measured. The classical analysis of
the s-process relies on mainly the nuclear physics input and
adopts a suitable distribution of neutron exposures that in
principle can be calculated from stellar models. This
approach is particularly successful for the so-called main
s-component (see Képpeler, Beer, & Wisshak 1989 for a
review). The most recent s-process calculations of Arlandini
et al. (1999) have emphasized the dependences of s-process
yields on the initial mass and metallicity of AGB stars.
Their calculations were embedded in very high quality
stellar models with highly resolved structure of thermal
pulses. They showed that the classical main s-component
was very well reproduced by averaging the yields for models
of 1.5 and 3 M, AGB stars with Z = 0.5 Z (Z is the total
mass fraction of all elements above He, and Z, is the solar
value).

However, there are still questions with regard to the one-
dimensional stellar models used in the new s-process calcu-
lations, such as the conditions obtained at critical boundary
layers in AGB stars. One fundamental problem is the for-
mation of the '*C pocket that is the dominant source of
neutrons [via 13C(x, n)'°0] in the new stellar models. By
assuming that the mass of the !3C pocket is constant for
AGB stars with different metallicities, it was shown that the
neutron-to-seed ratio for the s-process increases with
decreasing metallicity, giving rise to preponderant pro-
duction of heavier elements by low-metallicity AGB stars
(Gallino et al. 1998). This result is very plausible. However,
it appears to be in conflict with the recent observations of
LP 625-44 (Aoki et al. 2000). This star has [Fe/H] = —2.7
and is enormously enriched in heavy elements from Ba and
above. The high enrichments in LP 625-44 were attributed
to surface contamination by mass transfer from an evolved
AGB companion with the same metallicity [Fe/H] = —2.7
(Aoki et al. 2000) and do not reflect significant s-process
addition to the ISM from which the star formed. The abun-
dance pattern from Ba and above in this star matches that
of the main s-component calculated by Arlandini et al
(1999) from models of AGB stars but with Z = 0.5 Z. As
pointed out by Aoki et al. (2000), this abundance pattern is
not in accord with models of low-metallicity AGB stars that
have very high neutron-to-seed ratios: the observed Pb/Ba
ratio is lower by 2 orders of magnitude than the value
predicted by Busso et al. (1999) from stellar models with
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[Fe/H] = —2.7. On the other hand, the observed abun-
dances of Sr, Y, and Zr relative to Ba are a few orders of
magnitude lower than what would be expected for stellar
models with Z = 0.5 Z. The s-process in low-metallicity
AGB stars thus remains open to investigation, particularly
with regard to the magnitude of the 13C pocket. We are
fully aware that there have been remarkable advances in
models of AGB evolution and s-process nucleosynthesis
over the past decade (see Busso et al. 1999 and references
therein). Our purpose in the above discussion is not to decry
the status of that field but to call attention to some uncer-
tainties critical to our study.
The solar r-abundance of element E is calculated as

E E E E
<ﬁ) - <ﬁ> - <ﬁ>@,s == ”G’s)<ﬁ>@ - 19

In all cases in which B (E) is small, the results for (E/H)g ,
are sound and provide the basis for comparison of the
observed r-abundance patterns in UMP and MP stars with
the solar r-component. In this work we are concerned with
St, Y, Zr, and Ba for which f ; ~ 1 with substantial uncer-
tainties (Kappeler et al. 1989; Arlandini et al. 1999). For
example, the value for (Sr/H) , assigned by Kéappeler et al.
(1989) has an uncertainty of 111% and is larger by factors of
~2-3 than the values given by Arlandini et al. (1999). For
Y, the calculated s-process contribution exceeds its total
solar inventory in the classical analysis by Arlandini et al.
(1999), and their stellar model calculations give a value for
(Y/H)q , that is smaller by a factor of 3.5 than the value
assigned by Képpeler et al. (1989). Further, the division of
the solar inventory into s-components and r-components is
not well defined for Sr, Y, and Zr as these elements can also
be produced by the a-process that does not involve neutron
capture but may occur in close connection with the r-
process in SNe II (Woosley & Hoffman 1992). In the case of
Ba, Kappeler et al. (1989) gave only an upper limit for
(**®*Ba/H)g_,, and Arlandini et al. (1999) have already found
shifts in the main s-component of Ba that result in a range
of [1 — By (Ba)] from 0.08 in the classical analysis to 0.19
in the stellar model calculations. This clearly illustrates that
care must be taken in using the solar r-abundances when
the corresponding f, , values are close to unity.

The B, values for the elements Y and above that are
used here correspond to the main s-component calculated
by Arlandini et al. (1999) from stellar models. These results
represent a significant step forward from the phenomeno-
logical approach of the classical analysis, but they do not
represent a full calculation of the integrated s-process pro-
duction by AGB stars over Galactic history. In addition to
the main s-component, the classical analysis also introduces
a so-called weak s-component that is important for Sr and
below (e.g., Kappeler et al. 1989). The f, , value for Sr used
here is also taken from the stellar model calculations of
Arlandini et al. (1999) but includes the contribution from
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the weak s-component considered by these authors. The
Bo.s values cited above and adopted for our initial calcu-
lations will be shown to result in a mismatch between the
calculated Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba abundances and the obser-
vational data on MP stars. It is widely recognized in the
field that the abundances of Sr, Y, and Zr are problematic,
particularly at low metallicities, relative to any current
nucleosynthetic models (M. Busso & R. Gallino 2001,
private communication). While we also explore other expla-
nations for the mismatch between our model results and
data (see § 4), we feel that it is reasonable to consider the
uncertainties in the solar s-component for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba.
It is possible that the same uncertainties may also affect
other elements whose f, , values are not small.

2. THE P-INVENTORY AND H AND L YIELDS

The P-inventory and H and L yields are the key input to
our model. These are calculated in this section.

2.1. The P- and H-Components

As addition of Fe from a single L event to the P-
inventory would give [Fe/H] ~ —2.4 (see eq. [10]), UMP
stars with [Fe/H] ~ —3 could not have received any con-
tributions from L events (i.e., n, = 0). Thus, the abundances
in these stars reflect only the addition of H contributions to
the P-inventory, providing a unique record for the P- and
H-components. Equation (4) can be simplified for UMP
stars as

lolog &(B) _ lolog ep(E) + ng x 10102 en(E) . (15)

The value ny for a star can be calculated from the observed
Eu abundance in the star by using equation (8). For
example, Eu data on the UMP stars HD 122563, HD
115444, and CS 22892-052 (Westin et al. 2000; Sneden et al.
2000) correspond to ng ~ 1, 7, and 36 (see Table 2). The
abundances of element E other than Eu in two UMP stars
with different ng provide a pair of equations in the form of
equation (15) with two unknown parameters log €,(E) and
log ex(E). Thus, the data on two such UMP stars (singly
and doubly primed quantities) can be used to determine
simultaneously the P-inventory and H yield of element E:

nyg X 10°8<® — p x 10%8<®

log ep(E) _
10 - ’ )
Rg — Ny

» (16a)

lologe’(E) _ lolog €'(E)

olEen) = = —— (16b)
H H

The results for Sr, Y, and Zr obtained by using the data (see
Table 2) on HD 115444 ([Fe/H] = —2.99) and CS 22892-
052 ([Fe/H] = —3.1) are given in Table 3.

The P-component of Sr, Y, and Zr is associated with the
prompt production of Fe. Thus, any difference in [Fe/H]
among UMP stars should also be reflected by the P-
component of these elements (see below). This indicates

TABLE 2

DATA ON THREE UMP STARS AND CALCULATED NUMBERS OF H AND L EVENTS

Star [Fe/H] n log €(Eu) log €(Sr) log €(Y) log €(Zr) Reference
HD 122563 ........ —2.74 0 —2.59 0.33 —0.75 0.04 1
HD 115444 ........ —2.99 0 —1.63 0.23 —0.82 —0.02 1
CS 22892-052...... -31 0 —0.93 0.50 —0.39 0.26 2

REFERENCES.—(1) Westin et al. 2000; (2) Sneden et al. 2000.
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TABLE 3
PARAMETERS FOR THE THREE-COMPONENT MODEL

z? E log ep(E)  log ex(E)  log € (E)  logeo (E)  fo(E) loger™(E)  logegi(E)  BTT(E)
) @) ©) @ ©) (©) 0 @ ©) (10)
26...... Fe® 451 —o0 5.03
38...... Sr 0.13 —1.30 —o0° 1.64 0.95¢ 035 244 0.69
39...... Y —1.05 —2.05 —1.36 112 0.92 —0.42 1.67 0.72
40...... Zr -013 -153 —0.40 1.85 0.83 0.26 2.32 0.49
41...... Nb — o0 —2.56 —2.06 0.56 0.85
4. Ru — o0 —1.56 —0.92 1.60 0.32
45...... Rh — o0 —2.36 —1.20 1.03 0.14
46...... Pd — o0 —1.82 —095 142 046
47...... Ag — o0 —2.36 —1.02 114 0.20
48...... cd — o0 —191 —085 142 0.52
56...... Ba — o0 —1.52¢ — o 148 0.81 —047 179 0.62
57 La — o0 -2.22 — o 0.78 0.62
58...... Ce — o0 —2.02 — o 0.98 0.77
59...... Pr — o0 —251 — o0 049 0.49
60...... Nd — o0 —1.90 — o 1.10 0.56
62...... Sm — o0 —220 — o0 0.80 0.29
63...... Eu —o0 —2.48 — o 0.52 0.06
64...... Gd — o0 —2.00 — o 1.00 0.15
65...... Tb — o0 —-2.70 — o 0.30 0.07
66...... Dy — o0 —1.92 — o0 1.08 0.15
67...... Ho — o0 —2.53 — o 047 0.08
68...... Er — o0 -2.13 —o 0.87 0.17
69...... Tm — o0 —2.93 — o 0.07 0.13
70...... Yb — o0 -2.22 — o 0.78 0.33
... Lu — o0 —2.98 — o0 0.02 0.20
72...... Hf — o0 —2.61 — o0 0.39 0.56
73...... Ta — o0 —3.36 — o0 —0.36 0.41
74...... \ — o0 —2.68 — o 0.32 0.56
5. Re — o0 275 — o0 0.25 0.09
76...... Os — o0 —1.66 — o0 1.34 0.09
7. Ir — o0 —1.63 — o 1.37 0.01
78...... Pt —o0 —1.34 — o 1.66 0.05
79...... Au — o0 —2.20 — o0 0.80 0.06
90...... 22T —oo —272 — o 0.18 0
92...... 2syf — o0 —2.89 — o —0.19 0

Note—The P-inventory in col. (3) and H yields in col. (4) are calculated from the data on HD 115444 and CS 22892-052 in Table
1 for Sr, Y, and Zr. The P-inventory for elements above Zr is negligible and set to — co. The other H yields are calculated from the
data on CS 22892-052 for Nb to Cd and from the standard solar r-abundances (Arlandini et al. 1999) in col. (6) (corresponding to the
solar s-process fractions in col. [7]) for Ba to Au. The L yields in col. (5) are calculated from cols. (3), (4), and (6) for Sr to Cd and set

to — oo for Ba and above. Cols. (8)—(10) give the corrected values proposed here for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba.

2 Atomic number.

® Use log € (Fe) = 7.51 to obtain [Fe/H] = log €(Fe) — log € (Fe). The P-inventory and H and L yields of Fe are inferred from
the data on UMP stars and the part of the solar Fe inventory contributed by SNe I1.
° The standard solar r-inventory of Sr is saturated by the contributions from ny = 10> H events and thus does not allow any L

contributions to Sr.

4 This B ,(Sr) value is based on the solar r-process fraction of [1 — B (Sr)] = 0.05 given by Arlandini et al. 1999.

¢ This H yield of Ba is calculated by attributing the standard solar r-inventory of Ba to ng = 10° H events and is essentially
identical to the value of log €z(Ba) ~ —1.57 obtained from the data on CS 22892-052. The latter value is used in the calculations.

f The H yields of 22Th and 238U are taken from the calculations of QW01 based on the inventory of these two nuclei in the ESS

(given here as the log €, , values).

that the P-inventory of Sr, Y, and Zr for HD 122563 with
[Fe/H] = —2.74 should be ~0.3 dex higher than the log €,
values for these elements calculated above by using the data
on HD 115444 and CS 22892-052, which have lower [Fe/H]
values (by ~0.3 dex). The observed Eu abundance in HD
122563 gives ng ~ 1 for this star (see Table 2). The H yields
of Sr, Y, and Zr calculated above are low, which suggests
that the abundances of these elements in HD 122563 should
essentially reflect their P-inventory for this star. The
observed abundances of Sr, Y, and Zr in HD 122563 (see
Table 2) are indeed =~0.2-0.3 dex higher than the log €,
values in Table 3.

The level of metallicity necessary for the formation of the
first generation of normal stars is not known a priori. We
have inferred from the observational data that normal
astration first occurred at [Fe/H] ~ —3 based on the
phenomenological model. Recently, Bromm et al. (2001)
have shown that a gas cloud with a baryon mass of 10° M,
and Z = 10™* Z, fails to undergo continued collapse and
fragmentation whereas for Z = 1073 Z, the cloud can col-
lapse and undergo vigorous fragmentation, leading to a
large relative population of low-mass clumps compared
with the case of Z = 0 (big bang debris). The phenomeno-
logical and dynamical views thus appear to be in accord for
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the moment. The difference in [Fe/H] among UMP stars
referred to in our above discussion may have resulted from
a range of values for the P-inventory of Fe, possibly as wide
as —4 < [Fe/H]p < —2.7, over which normal astration
may first have occurred. We have chosen a nominal value of
[Fe/H]p ~ —3 in the above calculation of the P-
component. As we assign no Eu or any other heavy r-
element to the P-inventory, the possible range of [Fe/H],
does not affect the calculation of ng nor that of log €(E) for
heavy r-elements produced by H events. However, elements
such as Sr, Y, and Zr associated with the P-inventory are
directly related to the prompt Fe production. It follows that
log €p(E) for these elements will be shifted with log ep(Fe)
depending on the precise value of [Fe/H] at which normal
astration began. In comparing the P-components of
element E for UMP stars, it is therefore necessary to correct
to a standard value of [Fe/H] in order to obtain the P-
inventory of element E relative to Fe. The log €,(E) values
in Table 3 should be associated with [Fe/H], ~ —3. If a
UMP star has [Fe/H] = —3 + 9, then its P-component
has to be shifted by ¢ from the tabulated log €p(E) values as
was done above for HD 122563.

We have assigned the heavy r-elements above Ba (possi-
bly including Ba) exclusively to H events with a yield tem-
plate that is identical to the corresponding part of the solar
r-abundance pattern (see § 3.1). For these elements, includ-
ing Eu whose observed abundance is used to calculate ng
for a star, log €p(E) = —oo and log e4z(E) = log €4, (E)

— log ng, where n§ = 10° is the number of H events that
contributed to the solar inventory. The H yields of Ba to Au
calculated this way have been given by QW01 and are
repeated in Table 3. The H yields of heavy r-elements other
than Eu may also be directly calculated from the observed
abundances of these elements in any UMP star without
using their solar r-inventory. For example, CS 22892-052
with n§ ~ 36 (see Table 2) has log ecs(Ba) = —0.01 (Sneden
et al. 2000). This gives log e4(Ba) = log ec(Ba) — log n§® ~
—1.57 in excellent agreement with the value log ex(Ba) =
log € (Ba) —log ng = —1.52  obtained above for
log € (Ba) = 1.48 (Arlandini et al. 1999). The long-lived
chronometers 232Th and 238U are produced along with the
stable elements above Ba (possibly including Ba) in H
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events. The H yields of these two nuclei have been calcu-
lated by QW01 based on their solar r-abundances and are
given in Table 3. Of the stable elements above Au, only Pb
has been observed in UMP and MP stars with large uncer-
tainties (e.g., Sneden et al. 2000). The H yields of these ele-
ments are not given here.

Besides Sr, Y, and Zr, the light r-elements Nb, Ru, Rh,
Pd, Ag, and Cd have been observed in the UMP star CS
22892-052, but with significantly lower abundances relative
to the solar r-abundance pattern that is translated to pass
through the Eu data (Sneden et al. 2000). This suggests that
some light r-elements may be produced along with the
heavy r-elements in H events, but with relative yields of
light to heavy r-elements significantly smaller than the cor-
responding solar r-abundance ratios. If we consider that the
P-inventory of Nb, Ru, Rh, Pd, Ag, and Cd is overwhelmed
by contributions from the n§’ ~ 36 H events assigned to CS
22892-052 (see Table 2), then the H yields of these elements
can be estimated from their observed abundances,
log ecs(E), as log e4(E) ~ log ecs(E) — log n$’. Similar
results were obtained by QWO01, who used the observed
abundance of Os instead of Eu to calculate n§’. The P-
inventory and H yields derived above are summarized in
Table 3 and shown in Figure 2.

2.2. The L-Component

As discussed in § 2.1, the P-inventory and H yields are
calculated from data on two UMP stars with different ng
values. In this calculation, only the solar r-inventory of Eu
is needed to obtain the H yield of Eu. The yields for the
other elements can be directly obtained from observations
of UMP stars although the yields of the other heavy r-
elements can also be calculated by using their solar r-
inventory. In contrast, the L yields will be calculated by
using the solar r-inventory as an essential input. This inven-
tory was contributed by ng = 10® H and n{ = 10? L events
in addition to the P-inventory:

()., =), i) o).

The solar r-abundance log e (E) given in Table 3
(Arlandini et al. 1999; see § 1.5) is used in equation (17) to
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Fi1G. 2—P-inventory and H and L yields (see Table 3). (@) P-inventory (dot-dashed curve), the H yields (solid curve), and the standard solar r-component
(dotted curve) that is translated to coincide with the H yields of Ba to Au. (b) L yields corresponding to the standard (short-dashed curve) and corrected (long-
dashed curve) solar r-inventory and the H yields (solid curve). The L yields of Sr and Ba only exist for the corrected solar r-inventory of these two elements.

The L contributions to elements above Ba are negligible.
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calculate the L yield of element E from the log €,(E) and
log ex(E) values in Table 3. The resulting L yields from this
calculation are also given in Table 3 and shown in Figure 2.
Note that log €;(E) = — oo for the heavy r-elements above
Ba (possibly including Ba) as they have been exclusively
assigned to H events (see § 2.1).

3. COMPARISON OF MODEL RESULTS WITH
OBSERVATIONAL DATA

The log €,(E), log €4(E), and log €,(E) values in Table 3
permit us to calculate the abundance of element E in any
UMP or MP star from the model described in § 1 by using
only the observed Eu and Fe abundances to obtain ny and
n; for the star (see eqs. [4], [8], and [10]). The calculated
abundances are compared with the observational data in
this section.

3.1. Abundances of Ba and Above in UMP and MP Stars

The comparison of model results with observational data
is the simplest for the heavy r-elements above Ba (possibly
including Ba) as they have been exclusively assigned to H
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events with a yield template identical to the corresponding
part of the solar r-abundance pattern (see § 2.1). As a test of
this hypothesis, we consider the abundance ratios of other
heavy r-elements (E) to Eu. These ratios should remain at
the solar r-process values independent of [Fe/H] (i.e., the
occurrence of L events) if the heavy r-elements come only
from H events. Based on the data of Burris et al. (2000; open
squares), Johnson & Bolte (2001 ; asterisks), and Gratton &
Sneden (1994; filled triangles), the difference between the
observed E/Eu and the solar r-process value of Arlandini et
al. (1999), [E/Eu], = log (E/Eu) — log (E/Eu)y ,, is shown
as a function of [Fe/H] for Ba, La, Ce, Pr, Nd, Sm, Gd, and
Dy in Figure 3. The data sets of Burris et al. (2000) and
Johnson & Bolte (2001) have 17 stars in common. Figure 3
shows that (1) Ba/Eu exhibits a regular increase with
[Fe/H]; (2) La/Eu appears to lie within ~0.3 dex of the
solar r-process value over —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 (with the
exception of several data points); (3) Nd/Eu shows a wide
scatter with no identifiable trend; (4) Dy/Eu appears to lie
within ~0.3 dex of the solar r-process value over
—3 < [Fe/H] < —1 (with the exception of several data
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F1G. 3.—Data on [E/Eu], = log (E/Eu) — log (E/Eu), , (filled triangles: Gratton & Sneden 1994; open squares: Burris et al. 2000; asterisks: Johnson &
Bolte 2001) shown as a function of [Fe/H] for (a) Ba, (b) La, (c) Ce, (d) Pr, (¢) Nd, (f) Sm, (g9) Gd, and (h) Dy. Panel (a) shows a regular increase of Ba/Eu above
the standard solar r-process value of Arlandini et al. (1999) with increasing [ Fe/H]. Panels (b) and (h) show that La/Eu and Dy/Eu are within = 0.3 dex of the
standard solar r-process values (with the exception of several data points). Panels (c), (d), (f), and (g) show sparse data on Ce/Eu, Pr/Eu, Sm/Eu, and Gd/Eu
with no indication of any wide spread from the standard solar r-process values. Panel (e) shows a wide scatter in Nd/Eu with no identifiable trend. These data
suggest that heavy r-elements from La and above come only from H events and that s-process contributions are unimportant at [Fe/H] < —1.
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points); and (5) Ce/Eu, Pr/Eu, Sm/Eu, and Gd/Eu have only
sparse data with no indication of any wide spread from the
solar r-process values. In general, all those elements above
Ba (except for Nd) appear to have ratios relative to Eu that
are roughly constant. This demonstrates that they are to be
associated exclusively with H events, which is in accord
with the model. We cannot explain the scatter in Nd/Eu.
Further, we note that the observed values for La/Eu, Ce/Eu,
Pr/Eu, Sm/Eu, Gd/Eu, and Dy/Eu are close to the standard
solar r-process values. Of these elements, Sm, Eu, Gd, and
Dy have predominant r-process contributions to their solar
inventory (fp ,<1; see Table 3). However, La has
o (La)=0.62 from stellar model calculations and
B .{(La) = 0.83 from the classical analysis (Arlandini et al.
1999). These B, (La) values correspond to a change in the
solar r-component of La by a factor of 2.2. Thus, the present
agreement between the observed La/Eu and the corre-
sponding solar r-process value from stellar model calcu-
lations of Arlandini et al. (1999) is surprising but
encouraging. As La, Ce, and Pr have B ; 2 0.5 (see Table
3), it is clear that any significant s-process addition to the
ISM would drastically shift their abundances away from the
nominal solar r-process values. This is not observed. We
conclude that the observational data appear to justify two
basic assumptions of our model: the H events dominate the
production of heavy r-elements from La and above and
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there is no significant s-process contribution to the ISM
prior to [Fe/H] ~ —1. The new data also support and
extend the earlier observational results that the r-
abundance pattern above Ba in UMP stars is the same as
that in the solar system (Sneden et al. 1996, 2000; Westin et
al. 2000). The need for more precise observational data on
La and above is evident.

Figure 3 shows that Ba/Eu exhibits systematic deviation
from a constant value with increasing [Fe/H]. Johnson &
Bolte (2001) have emphasized that the Ba abundance data
may reflect uncertainties in stellar atmosphere models.
These uncertainties may have caused the deviation for
Ba/Eu as well as the wide scatter in Nd/Eu discussed above.
However, the extent to which artifacts in stellar atmosphere
models would affect the abundance analysis for Ba and
other elements remains to be investigated. On the other
hand, Ba is special in that it is closer to the boundary
between light and heavy r-elements. This boundary has
been considered to be at A ~ 130 (WBG96). It was also
noted that any r-process model is expected to produce the
abundance peak at 4 ~ 130 with some overflow to higher
masses (Qian et al. 1998). In this case, some contributions
may be expected at and above Ba from the L events that are
mainly responsible for the light r-elements. A test of such
overflow would be shifts in the abundance ratios of other
heavy r-elements to Eu with increasing L contributions (i.e.,
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increasing [Fe/H]). As discussed above, no such shifts have
been observed for La (see Fig. 3). Thus, the overflow in L
events must stop below La (4 = 139). However, Ba is below
La and may be liable to the influence of such overflow, so
the deviation of Ba/Eu from a constant value with increas-
ing [Fe/H] may be caused by the L contributions to Ba.
This possibility will be discussed further in § 3.3.

3.2. Abundances of St, Y, Zr, and Ba in UMP Stars

The P-inventory and H yields of Sr, Y, and Zr in Table 3
are calculated from data on HD 115444 and CS 22892-052
(both with [Fe/H] ~ —3). These results are used to calcu-
late the Sr, Y, and Zr abundances in four other UMP stars
in the sample of Burris et al. (2000). For example, BD
+58°1218 has log €(Eu) = —2.00 and [Fe/H] = —2.72
corresponding to ng ~ 3 and n; ~ 0. As its [Fe/H] differs
from [Fe/H]p ~ —3 by ¢ ~ 0.28 dex, the corresponding P-
components of Sr, Y, and Zr must be increased from the
log €p values in Table 3 by the same amount (see § 2.1). The
calculated Sr abundance for this star is log €., (Sr) =
log [10'"8<P@I*2 4 o x 10'°8<HG)] ~ 0.43. The values of
log €.,(Y) ® —0.71 and log €_,(Zr) ~ 0.18 are obtained
similarly. These calculated abundances are within ~0.2 dex
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of the observational data log €,(Sr) = 0.35, log €,,{(Y) =
—0.58, and log €,,(Zr) = —0.06. The difference between
the model results and data, A log €(E)= log €., (E)
—log €.,(E), is shown for the four UMP stars in the
sample of Burris et al. (2000) in Figure 4 (filled squares).
Except for Sr in HD 126587, | A log €(E)| < 0.2 dex for all
other cases. We note that McWilliam et al. (1995) gave
log €,,(Sr) = 0.22 for HD 126587, which is 0.62 dex higher
than the value of Burris et al. (2000). Using the value of
McWilliam et al. (1995) would bring the calculated Sr abun-
dance of this star within 0.2 dex of the data.

With regard to Ba in UMP stars, we have calculated the
abundances assuming pure H contributions and using the
observed log €(Eu) to determine the value of ng. The calcu-
lated values are in very good agreement with the obser-
vational data (see Fig. 4, filled squares). There are two issues
regarding the Ba data at —4 < [Fe/H] < —2.5 (see Fig. 1).
The low Ba abundances at —4 < [Fe/H] < —3 compared
with the H yield of Ba (Fig. 1, dotted line) were attributed to
very small admixtures of H contributions into clouds
having almost pure P-inventory composition. There is also
a rapid rise of log €(Ba) at —3 < [Fe/H] < —2.5. The dot-
dashed line from the model (see § 3.3) that describes the
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F1G. 4—Difference between the abundances calculated from the model and the data of Burris et al. (2000), A log €(E) = log €_,,(E) — log €,,(E), shown as
a function of [Fe/H] for (a) Srt, (b) Y, (c¢) Zr, and (d) Ba. Open squares are for the standard solar r-abundances (col. [6] of Table 3) and filled circles for the
corrected values proposed here (col. [9] of Table 3). Filled squares indicate UMP stars with [Fe/H] ~ — 3. We estimate the uncertainties in the calculated
abundances to be ~0.2 dex. These represent our generalized approximation of the uncertainties in the data for HD 115444 and CS 22892-052 that are used to
derive the model parameters. Burris et al. (2000) did not explicitly assign uncertainties to their data.
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trend of data at [Fe/H] > — 2.5 where both H and L events
occur is extended to [Fe/H] = —4 in Figure 1. The devi-
ation (by ~1-2 dex) of the data at —3 < [Fe/H] < —2.5
from the trend at [Fe/H] > —2.5 is evident. This is the wall
of rapid rise described by WQO0O0 and was attributed to the
onset of H events with no Fe production. A problem exists
as to how high this rise might be if it represents a sampling
of the ISM. As the H yield of Ba, log €4(Ba) ~ —1.5, is well
established and the frequency of H events is ~(107 yr)~ 2, it
is clear that for a UMP star, log €(Ba) should not represent
more H events than, say, ng ~ 20, corresponding to a
period of ~2 x 108 yr during which an L event should
occur with very high probability. Observed values of
log €(Ba) representing ng = 30 H events but with no con-
comitant increase in [Fe/H], such as in the cases of CS
31082-001 (Fig. 1, crosses linked by a line) and CS 22892-052
(open circle), are then attributed to contamination by an SN
IT H event in a binary and not to gross increases of r-
abundances in the ISM from which the stars formed
(QWO01). Surface contamination may also apply to some
data at [Fe/H] > —2.5 that lie far above the trend line in
Figure 1. Clearly, chemical enrichments by surface contami-
nation in binary systems cannot be ignored (see Preston &
Sneden 2001).

3.3. Abundances of St, Y, Zr, and Ba in M P stars

Here we focus on the discussion of MP stars. The range
of —3 < [Fe/H] < —1 for MP stars is considered to result
from addition of Fe from L events to the P-inventory. In
extending the discussion from UMP stars with no contribu-
tions from L events to MP stars with such contributions,
estimates of the L yields play an essential role. The L yields,
log €,(E), are calculated from the values of log € (E),
log €p(E), and log ex(E) given in Table 3. The abundances of
Sr, Y, and Zr are then calculated from the model by using
the P-inventory and H and L yields together with the
observed log €(Eu) and [Fe/H] for the MP stars in the
sample of Burris et al. (2000). For example, HD 122956 has
log €(Eu) = —0.72 and [Fe/H] = —1.78 corresponding to
ng ~ 58 and n; ~ 5. The calculated Sr abundance for this
star is log €.,(Sr) = log [10 '8 69 4 p, x 10 ‘o8 #6D) 4 5

x 10 g <2697 ~ 0.63. The values of log €.(Y) ~ —0.08
and log €.,(Zr) ~ 0.65 are obtained similarly. By compari-
son, the observed values are log €, (Sr)=1.30,
log €,,(Y) = 0.28, and log €,,(Zr) = 0.98. Thus, the calcu-
lated abundances (especially for Sr) significantly differ from
the data. The difference between the model results and data,
A log €(E) = log €_,(E) — log €,,,(E), is shown as a function
of [Fe/H] for the MP stars in the sample of Burris et al.
(2000) in Figure 4 (open squares). It can be seen that the
model systematically underestimates Sr, Y, and Zr abun-
dances at —2.5 < [Fe/H] < —1. As these metallicities cor-
respond to increasing contributions from L events, we
consider that this systematic deviation is possibly caused by
errors in the L yields of Sr, Y, and Zr as determined from
the solar r-inventory.

Note that the solar r-abundance of Sr assigned by Arlan-
dini et al. (1999) is saturated by the contributions from
ng = 10° H events and thus does not allow any L contribu-
tions to Sr. However, the solar r-abundances of Y and Zr
assigned by the same authors allow substantial L contribu-
tions to these two elements (see Table 3). As Sr, Y, and Zr
are close in atomic mass, it is rather difficult to explain why
L events can produce Y and Zr but no Sr. It seems more
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likely that the standard solar r-abundances of Sr, Y, and Zr
are too uncertain to give reliable L yields for these elements.
As discussed in § 1.5, the solar r-process fraction
[1 — Bo.(E)] for element E can have quite large errors
when B, (E) is close to unity as for Sr, Y, and Zr (see Table
3). We now consider that the solar r-inventory of Sr, Y, and
Zr given by Arlandini et al. (1999) and adopted above may
be increased by factors of 6.3, 3.5, and 3, respectively, to
obtain a “corrected ” solar r-inventory log €%";(E) and the
corresponding log €i°"(E) values in Table 3. With these
log €°"(E) values, the model results on Sr, Y, and Zr abun-
dances at —2.5 < [Fe/H] < —1 are generally in quite good
agreement with data (see Fig. 4, filled circles). The problems
and issues that are raised by the hypothesized shifts in
Bo JE) for Sr, Y, and Zr will be discussed in § 4. It has been
well known for some time that the abundances of Sr, Y, and
Zr in UMP and MP stars cannot be explained by any
standard nucleosynthetic models (M. Busso & R. Gallino
2001, private communication) We note that the P-
inventory, H yields, and corrected L yields of these elements
given here follow approximately the same relative pro-
duction pattern with a significant dip at Y. This is not the
case if the standard f, , values for St, Y, and Zr are used.

If we assign r-process production of Ba exclusively to H
events, the Ba abundance in an MP star can be calculated
as log €.,,(Ba) = log exz(Ba) + log ny, where log egz(Ba) can
be obtained from the solar r-inventory of Ba for ny = 103
or from the data on CS 22892-052 with essentially the same
result (see § 2.1 and Table 3). The difference between the
calculated results and data of Burris et al. (2000),
A log €(Ba) = log €.,(Ba) — log €,,(Ba), is shown as a
function of [Fe/H] in Figure 4 (open squares). Note that
Alog e(Ba) lies  significantly  below zero  at
—2.5 S [Fe/H] < —1. This is the same as found for Sr, Y,
and Zr. As indicated above, this result follows whether we
calculate log €g(Ba) by using the data on a UMP star or by
attributing the standard solar r-inventory of Ba from Arlan-
dini et al. (1999) to n§ = 10° H events. If we consider that
the solar r-inventory of Ba assumed above is too small and
that L events contribute some Ba, we may find a change
that could eliminate the discrepancy. Using log ex(Ba) =~
—1.57 calculated from the data on CS 22892-052 (see § 2.1)
and increasing the solar r-inventory of Ba by a factor of 2
from the value given by Arlandini et al. (1999), we obtain
log €°"(Ba)  —0.47 (see eq. [17]). We then recalculate
log €,,(Ba) from equation (4) by including the contributions
to Ba from L events. The recalculated A log €(Ba) is shown
in Figure 4 (filled circles). It can be seen that the model
results with Ba contributions from L events represent data
quite well over —2.5 < [Fe/H] < —1. This also accounts
for the trend of Ba/Eu (see § 3.1 and Fig. 3) found by Burris
et al. (2000) and Johnson & Bolte (2001): the shift in Ba/Eu
with [Fe/H] is caused by the increasing contributions to Ba
from L events that do not produce Eu. The mean trend for
evolution of Ba abundance relative to Fe at [Fe/H] > —2.5
can be calculated from the values oflog eg(Ba), log €7°"(Ba),
and log €;(Fe) by assuming ng/n; = 10. This is shown as the
dot-dashed line in Figure 1.

As an independent test, we may calculate log €;(Ba) from
data on HD 126238 (Gratton & Sneden 1994), which is not
in the sample of Burris et al. (2000). In this calculation the
part of the solar Fe inventory contributed by SNe II is used
to determine the L yield of Fe, and hence n;, but the solar
r-inventory of Ba is not used. The value of log €,(Ba) is
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calculated from the value of log ey(Ba) (obtained from the
data on CS 22892-052) and the observed value of log €(Ba)
in HD 126238 together with the values of ng and n; for
this star. The observed values of log €(Eu) = —0.87 and
[Fe/H] = —1.67 for HD 126238 correspond to ngz ~ 41
and n;,~6. Using logeyzBa)~ —1.57, we obtain
log €;(Ba) ¥ —0.46 from the observed value of
log €(Ba) = 0.50 for HD 126238. This is in excellent agree-
ment with the above value of log €{°"(Ba) ~ —0.47. It thus
appears that the value of log €;(Ba) directly determined
from data on a single MP star not in the sample of Burris et
al. (2000) without using the solar r-inventory of Ba is in
accord with the value obtained by changing this inventory
to fit the data of Burris et al. (2000) on a large sample of MP
stars. We consider the above direct calculation and the
problem of fitting the Ba data as some evidence indicating
that the standard solar r-inventory of Ba may require
revision. The required change in this inventory by a factor
of 2 is not within the 1 ¢ error band for [1 — S, (Ba)] given
by Arlandini et al. (1999) but corresponds to a change of
only 23% from their assigned value of B (Ba) = 0.81 to
the corrected value of f%"5(Ba) = 0.62.
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To test further the model with corrected solar r-inventory
of Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba, we apply it to the data sets of Magain
(1989) and Gratton & Sneden (1994) that are distinct from
the data set of Burris et al. (2000). The difference between
the model results and data, A log e(E)=log €., (E)
— log €,,(E), is shown for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba as a function of
[Fe/H] in Figure 5. It can be seen that by using the correc-
tions made to the solar r-inventory for these elements based
on the data set of Burris et al. (2000), the model describes
the data sets of Magain (1989) and Gratton & Sneden (1994)
equally well (| A log €(E)| < 0.2 dex in most cases). Thus,
we consider that the model presented above at least rep-
resents a very good parametric fit to the observational data
on UMP and MP stars from several groups. It also seems
possible that the model has deeper implications for s-
process and r-process nucleosynthesis models and for the
chemical evolution of the Galaxy.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have developed the consequences of a phenomeno-
logical model for the abundances of elements in the ISM for
[Fe/H] < —1. This model assumes three components of
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Fic. 5—Difference between the abundances calculated from the model with the corrected solar r-inventory and the data of Magain (1989; open diamonds)
and Gratton & Sneden (1994; filled triangles), A log €(E) = log €,,(E) — log €,,(E), shown as a function of [Fe/H] for (a) Sr, (b) Y, (c¢) Zr, and (d) Ba. Note
that by using the corrected solar r-inventory for these elements based on the data set of Burris et al. (2000), the model describes the two different data sets
shown in this figure equally well. We estimate the uncertainties in the calculated abundances to be ~0.2 dex. These are comparable to the uncertainties in the
data of Magain (1989) and Gratton & Sneden (1994). In (c), the data for the open diamonds at [Fe/H] = —2.75 and —2.43 are taken from Zhao & Magain

(1991).
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nucleosynthetic contributions to r-process related elements.
One component is contributed by the first generations of
very massive (2100 M) stars formed after the big bang.
These stars provide an initial or prompt inventory of Fe
and associated elements corresponding to [Fe/H]p, ~ —3.
This P-inventory is distinctive and contains no heavy r-
elements (with A > 130). Once the P-inventory is estab-
lished, normal stellar populations with masses of ~1-60
M o, which include the progenitors for two types of SNe II,
begin to form at [Fe/H] ~ —3. The two types of SNe II
correspond to the other two components of the model. They
are the high-frequency H events that produce mainly heavy
r-elements but no Fe and the low-frequency L events that
produce mainly light r-elements (with A < 130) and Fe. The
composition of the P-inventory and the yield templates of H
and L events are assumed to be fixed and distinct from each
other. This allows the deconvolution of observational data
to establish quantitatively the P-inventory and H and L
yields. The basic input for this procedure is the obser-
vational data on two UMP stars and the solar r-
abundances.

The element Eu commonly observed in UMP and MP
stars is essentially a pure r-element. As Eu and all the other
heavy r-elements above Ba are attributed exclusively to H
events, it is convenient to use the observed Eu abundance in
a UMP or MP star to identify the H contributions to the
abundances in the star (any other heavy r-element above Ba
can also be used for this purpose). The H yield of Eu is
calculated from its solar r-abundance by using the number
of contributing H events for the solar inventory, which can
be estimated from the frequency of these events. The
number of contributing H events for a UMP or MP star
can then be obtained from the observed Eu abundance in
the star by using the H yield of Eu. For UMP stars with
[Fe/H] ~ [Fe/H]p ~ — 3, their abundances only consist of
P and H contributions. By using the data on two UMP
stars with [Fe/H] ~ — 3 but with different Eu abundances,
the P-inventory and H yields of Sr, Y, and Zr are simulta-
neously obtained. The data on a third UMP star give essen-
tially the same results for the P-inventory when corrected to
the same [Fe/H], value (see § 2.1). These results are used in
the model to calculate the Sr, Y, and Zr abundances in
other UMP stars. The calculated abundances are shown to
be in very good agreement with the observational data (see
Fig. 4, filled squares). The P-inventory represents the sum of
contributions from the first generations of very massive
stars. We consider that the P-inventory of Sr, Y, and Zr
reported here is reliable and may serve as a guide in evalu-
ating models of nucleosynthesis for these stars.

The H yields of heavy r-elements above Ba other than Eu
can be calculated from the solar r-abundances as in the case
of Eu or from the observed abundances in a UMP star by
using the observed Eu abundance to obtain the number of
contributing H events for the star. These two approaches
give effectively the same results as the r-abundance pattern
above Ba observed in UMP stars is the same as that in the
solar system. For MP stars with —3 < [Fe/H] < —1, their
Fe abundances reflect contributions from L events. In
general, the abundances in these stars are governed by P, H,
and L contributions. For the heavy r-elements above Ba
that only have H contributions in our model, the abun-
dance ratios of the other heavy r-elements to Eu in MP
stars are close to the solar r-process values assigned by
Arlandini et al. (1999) over a wide range in [Fe/H] (see Fig.
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3). For other elements that have L contributions, their L
yields are estimated from their solar r-abundances, P-
inventory, and H yields by using the numbers of contrib-
uting H and L events for the solar inventory. The
abundances of these elements in an MP star can then be
calculated from the three-component model by using the
observed Eu and Fe abundances to obtain the numbers of
contributing H and L events for the star. By comparing the
model results with the observational data on ~30-40 MP
stars in the sample of Burris et al. (2000), it is found that to
match the Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba data requires major changes in
the solar r-abundances of these elements assigned by Arlan-
dini et al. (1999) (see Table 3 and Fig. 4). The model with a
set of corrected solar r-abundances for these elements deter-
mined by fitting the data set of Burris et al. (2000) is shown
to describe the two different data sets of Magain (1989) and
Gratton & Sneden (1994) equally well over a wide range in
[Fe/H] (see Fig. 5). All of the data sets on Ba exhibit
increases of Ba/Eu above the standard solar r-process value
with increasing [Fe/H]. This can be explained by the
increasing contributions to Ba from L events that do not
produce Eu based on the model with the corrected solar
r-abundance of Ba.

In summary, by using the P-inventory, H yields, and L
yields (see Table 3 and Fig. 3) that are obtained from the
data on two UMP stars, the corrected solar r-abundances
for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba, and the standard solar r-abundances
of Arlandini et al. (1999) for other elements, it is possible to
calculate the abundances of a large number of elements in a
UMP or MP star simply from the observed Eu and Fe
abundances in the star over the range —3 < [Fe/H] < —1.

The fundamental question arises as to whether the cor-
rected solar r-abundances for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba can be
justified in terms of nuclear astrophysical considerations.
All the other elements do not seem to require a significant
shift in their solar r-inventory. It is shown that the model is
robust insofar as the relative yield patterns for H and L
events are fixed. Changes in the absolute yields (but not the
relative yields) do not change the patterns but only the
numbers of contributing H and L events for a star. The
requirement for a large shift in the solar r-inventory for Sr,
Y, Zr, and Ba then remains unchanged in this case. With
regard to contributions from other sources, we note that the
observational data on La, Ce, and Pr with solar s-process
fractions of B ;= 0.5 show no evidence of significant s-
process contributions to the ISM at [Fe/H] < —1. Thus,
possible s-process additions to the ISM from AGB stars are
unimportant at [Fe/H] < —1 and cannot affect the
required changes in the solar r-inventory for Sr, Y, Zr, and
Ba. We note that extremely high s-process enrichment has
been observed in LP 625-44 with [Fe/H] = —2.7 (Aoki et
al. 2000). However, this s-process enrichment does not
reflect the composition of the ISM at [Fe/H] = —2.7 from
which the star formed but is due to surface contamination
by mass transfer from the binary companion of the star.
Further, the observed [Fe/H] in the star only indicates
the formation time of the binary but does not correspond
to the much later occurrence of s-processing in the AGB
companion.

It is possible that some other aspects of the model not
considered in the preceding discussion cause the disagree-
ment between the model results and observational data for
Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba when the “standard ” solar r-inventory for
these elements is used. For example, the relative yields of
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the pertinent elements may not be fixed as assumed but may
vary from one H or L event to another. In this case, the H
and L contributions to the abundances in a star cannot be
identified simply by using the observed abundances of Eu
and Fe in the star. The problem of abundances in UMP and
MP stars would then require a totally different approach.
Unless confronted with new data that indicate otherwise,
we adhere to the basic assumption of constant relative
yields for H or L events and consider the following obvious
alternatives to explain the disagreement referred to above:
(1) there are some systematic shifts in the observational data
provided by several groups for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba as a func-
tion of [Fe/H], perhaps due to uncertainties in the stellar
atmosphere models as suggested by Johnson & Bolte (2001)
for Ba; or (2) there are intrinsic errors in the solar r-
inventory for Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba.

The observed Ba/Eu shows a regular increase above the
standard solar r-process value with increasing [Fe/H].
However, the H yield of Ba calculated from the data on a
UMP star is in exact agreement with its solar r-abundance
assigned by Arlandini et al. (1999) if there are no L contribu-
tions to Ba. This suggests that the observed shifts in Ba/Eu
with increasing [Fe/H] are the result of an artifact in abun-
dance analysis that also depends on [Fe/H]. We find it
difficult to understand how artifacts in analysis of the obser-
vational data would cause large shifts in abundance only for
Ba without having large effects on other elements. If the Ba
problem is due to such an artifact, then the remaining
inconsistency for Sr, Y, and Zr may be accounted for by the
acceptable s-process uncertainties and hence errors in the
solar r-inventory for these elements. We emphasize that for
Sr, Y, and Zr, the B , values calculated from s-process
models are all close to unity and lie in a region where
serious uncertainties or errors may exist as has long been
recognized by experts in s-process modeling. If the Ba
problem is not due to artifacts in the abundance analysis,
then the matter is not simply clarified without changing the
standard solar r-abundance of Ba. The case of Ba is similar
to that of Sr, Y, and Zr as S (Ba) is also close to unity.
However, Ba lies in a region where the main s-component is
dominant and is subject to more constraints than Sr, Y, and
Zr. At present, the solution to this problem is not evident.
However, there is a legitimate basis to consider that the
solar r-component obtained by subtracting the s-
component is subject to real uncertainties for elements such
as Sr, Y, Zr, and Ba with predominant s-process contribu-
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tions to their solar inventory. The solar s-component used
here corresponds to an average of the s-process yields from
models of 1.5 and 3 M, AGB stars with Z = 0.5 Z that
best reproduces the classical main s-component (Arlandini
et al. 1999). In fact, the solar s-component is the integral of
long-term Galactic chemical evolution starting with low-
metallicity AGB stars. Researchers in the field are fully
aware of this matter. The solar r-component derived from
the subtraction procedure inherits all the uncertainties in
the s-component calculated from models. A reliable ab
initio calculation of the solar r-component based on models
of SNe II and Galactic chemical evolution remains to be
pursued. Critical attention to the investigation of s-process
and r-process nucleosynthesis indicated above is required to
sort out the problems.

In any case, based on the observations of UMP stars, the
P-inventory produced by the first generations of very
massive stars and yields of SN II H events appear to be well
established. This constitutes a prediction of what nucleo-
synthetic models for very massive zero-metallicity stars and
for the common SNe II should produce. By using the three-
component model with corrected solar r-abundances for Sr,
Y, Zr, and Ba and the standard values for other elements,
the abundances of a large number of elements in stars with
—3 < [Fe/H] < —1 can be calculated very simply from the
observed Eu and Fe abundances. Whether this model is a
reasonable physical description of Galactic chemical evolu-
tion for r-elements or is a parametric description with alter-
native explanations cannot be answered at present.
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