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ABSTRACT

The chemical composition of horizontal branch (HB) starghlmhhelp to clarify the formation history of individual glolar clusters
(GCs). We studied the Na-O anti-correlation from modeyaltédh resolution spectra for 91 stars on the bimodal HB of NIB51;

in addition we observed 13 stars on the lower red giant br@R&B). In our HB sample, 35 stars are on the blue HB (BHB), ane i
an RR Lyrae, and 55 stars are on the red HB (RHB). The ratio d BHRHB stars is close to the total in the cluster (35 and 54%,
respectively), while RR Lyrae variables are under-represt (they are- 12% of the NGC 1851 stars). We also derived abundances
for He and N in BHB stars. For RHB stars we derived Ba abundaand a few interesting upper limits for N. The RHB stars djear
separate into two groups: the vast majority are O-rich anghdta, while about 10-15% are Na-rich and moderately O-gdost (but

not all) Na-rich RHB stars are also Ba-rich and there is amailveorrelation between Na and Ba abundances within the RHiB
group of Ba-rich RHB stars resides on the warmer edge anddesh 10% of the RHB stars. We propose that they are the descendant
of the stars on the RGB sequence with very vedy colour. This sequence is known also to consist of Ba and psr@&NO-rich
stars and consistently includes5 — 10% of the RGB stars of NGC1851. However, the upper limit weiobfor N ([N/Fel< 1.55)

for one of the Ba-rich stars coupled with the low C-abundarioeRGB Ba-rich stars from the literature suggests thatdted CNO
might not be particularly high ([((EN+O)/Felc 0.15). The other Na-rich RHB stars are also at the warm edgeeoRtB and the
only RR Lyrae is Na-rich and moderately O-poor. We also findeaQNanticorrelation among BHB stars, partially overlagpihat
found among RHB stars, though generally BHB stars are moreiddaand O-poor. However, there is no clear correlatiomieen
temperature and Na and O abundances within the BHB. Thegwéta abundance in BHB stars iss¥.29 + 0.05, which excludes

a large population of extremely He-rich stars from our sanhl abundances are quite uniform afif}=1.16 + 0.14 among BHB
stars, with a small trend with temperature. This value issgiant with normal CNO abundance and excludes that BHB st
very CNO-rich: this leaves an age spread-~ofl.5 Gyr as the only viable explanation for the split of the SGB.KEIp clarifying

the formation history of NGC 1851, we computed synthetic $i8ying to identify which HB stars are the descendant of thghi

and faint subgiant branch (b-SGB and f-SGB) stars identifigdJilone et al. (2008), with respectively2 and 13 of the stars

of NGC 1851. While most BHB stars likely descend from f-SGBrstand are older, and most RHB stars from b-SGB ones and
are younger, the correspondence is probably not one-tolorarticular, the Ba-rich RHB stars should be less mastige the
remaining RHB stars, and the location of their progenitarshe SGB is uncertain. If they descend from f-SGB stars, rarmbunts
then require that RR Lyrae variables and possibly some nil@ Btars descend from b-SGB stars; this suggestion is stgupby

a few circumstantial facts. An investigation of the comgosi of a large enough sample of SGB stars is required to fieatgblish
these relations.
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1. Introduction et al. 2010). They are related to the phenomenon of multiple
o ) populations (Gratton et al. 2004, 2011b; Piotto et al. 2008)
The distribution of stars along the horizontal branch (HB) @nhat is the presence of several generations of stars in GE€s, t
globular clusters (GC) provides a wealth of informationt &0  gjecta of a fraction of the stars from the earliest one pioit
be used to understand their formation a_md evolutlon. It i$ Wehe material from which younger stars formed. Together with
known that several parameters are required to explain #yeeshie the abundances of several other elements change, iimglud
of the HBs (van den Bergh 1967; Sandage & Wildey 1967; s@gse produced bp—capture reactions in high-temperature H-
discussion in Gratton et al. 2010), the two most importanrt bgyrning that can then be used as tracers of this phenomenon.
ing the overall metallicity (usually defined by [fF§: Sandage Anti-correlations are expected between C and N, O and Na, Mg
& Wallerstein 1960; Faulkner 1966), and age (see e.g. Detterang Al, depending on the temperature at which the H-burning
al. 2010). Inthe recent years, it has become clear thatsistiar occurred (which in turn is related to the mass of the polk)ter
variations in He content also play animportantrole (D'ATd®@t  and then on the timescale of the whole process. The abundance
al. 2002; D'Antona & Caloi 2004; Carretta et al. 2009; Grattoof these elements may then be used as a powerful diagnoktics o
the early phases of GC evolution.

Send offprint requests to: R.G. Gratton, raele.gratton@oapd.inaf.it Clusters with extended or even discontinuous distribution
* Based on observations collected at ESO telescopes undgnapto Stars along the HB (see Catelan et al. 1998) may be partigular
386.D-0086 interesting. In this general frame, it should be expectatittiere
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is an overall correlation between the colour (i.e. tempeegtof discussed below possibly support the second one. Furtliermo
the stars along the HB and the abundances of Hepattdpture Stromgren photometry of RGB stars (Grundahl & Bruntt 2006;
elements (D’Antona & Caloi 2004). While many circumstahtiavillanova et al. 2009; Carretta et al. 2011a, 2011b) shows-a p
evidence favour this scenario (see e.g. Gratton et al. 26d0 auliar sequence with very red— y colours that includes some
references therein), few GCs have been studied with adequatl 0% of the stars. This sequence could also be explained by a
data to provide a more direct confirmation. Very recently,ék- overabundance of CNO elements (Carretta et al. 2011b); how-
istence of a clear correlation between HB morphology andNaever its relation with the splitting of the SGB and HB is naani,
anticorrelation have been soundly proved for M4 (Marinolet éecause the fraction of f-SGB stars is much higher than that o
2011) and by our team for NGC 2808 (Gratton et al. 2011atars on the red — y RGB sequence.
However, data on additional GCs are required because there a Various spectroscopic studies of red giants of NGC 1851
other mechanisms that might potentially cause spreaddon have been carried out in the last few years. They providey ver
of stars along the HB (spread in mass loss, age, metalli€ity) interesting results, but not yet a final understanding of this-
instance, such arffect may be produced by the merging of cluster. Yong & Grundahl (2008) and Yong et al. (2009) studied a
ters of diferent agéchemical composition (van den Bergh 1996few stars with high resolution and hi@jN spectra. At variance
Catelan 1997), a phenomenon that might possibly occurmvéthi from what is typical of GCs, they found a correlation between
dwarf galaxy, later accreted by the Milky Way (Bellazziniaét p—capture anech—capture elements, as well as hints for a spread
2008; Bekki & Yong 2011). Disentangling thetects of these in CNO elements. The correlation betwepa and n—capture
various mechanisms is basic to a proper understanding of 8@ments has been confirmed by Villanova et al. (2010) using
formation and evolution. a slightly larger sample of stars; they however did not fing an
NGC 1851 is one of the most interesting GCs on this respegpread in CNO elements, possibly because of uncertainttbgi
Its HB is very peculiar, with a pronounced bimodal distribat  transformation from relative to absolute abundances reddior
of stars: a red HB (RHB), comprising 54% of the stars, a blue this determination (see Yong et al. 2011). They also fourad th
HB (BHB: ~ 35%) and quite few RR Lyrae variables (2%: Stars on the red -y sequence are typically Ba-rich. Carretta
Walker 1998; Saviane et al. 1998; Milone et al. 2009, who ot al. (2010, 2011) considered a much larger sample of red gi-
tained a slightly higher fraction of RHB stdlisyvhile this might - ants, albeit at lower resolution ang\s They found a spread in
be explained by He abundance variations, in analogy with tffee/H] values larger than typical in GCs, which they interpreted
case of NGC 2808 (D’Antona & Caloi 2004), the blue HB igs due to dferent populations; this agrees with what found from
actually only slightly brighter than the red one, much lésant narrow band Ca Il photometry (Lee et al. 2009). They also con-
it should be expected for theftérence in He content requiredfirmed the correlation between- and p-capture elements, and
to explain the large spread in colours (see Salaris et al8)200found that Ba-rich stars are typically more metal-rich tagar-
NGC 1851 shows other importantiéirences from NGC 2808. age. The stars on the red- y sequence are indeed Ba-rich, but
First, the BHB is much shorter, lacking the long blue tail einis  they found also some Ba-rich stars among the normal sequence
very prominent in NGC 2808. This agrees with its much faintéadmittedly, these Ba abundances have rather large ereorg b
total absolute magnitude, because there is a good coorlag- based on a single, less than optimal line).
tween the maximum temperature of the HB stars and cluster lu- The overall pattern of abundances of NGC 1851 is clearly pe-
minosity (Recio-Blanco et al. 2006). Itis an additionalization culiar and cannot easily fitinto the scheme adopted for nygre t
that NGC 1851 lacks very He-rich stars, a fact which is also digal GCs such as M4 or NGC 2808. The only other cluster where
rived from the absence of any discernible split of the MS (Mé @ spread of Fe and a correlation betwgenandn-capture ele-
et al. 2008). Second, the same Milone et al. (2008) showed thzents have been found is M22, if we leave aside the two more
the subgiant branch splits into two sequences, the fai8GB) massive onesy Cen and M54. Developing earlier similar con-
one including 34+ 3% of the stars, the remaining being on théepts by van den Bergh (1997) and Catelan (1998), Carretta et
brighter one (b-SGB). This splitting might be interpretatther al. (2010, 2011a) proposed that NGC 1851 is actually theltresu
as a spread of age (about 1 Gyr: Milone et al. 2008) or as thedf-the merging of two clusters, each one having their own Na-
SGB being overabundantin CNO elementsb§.3 dex or more O anticorrelation, dfering in age (by about 1-2 Gyr) and with
(Cassisi et al. 2008; Salaris et al. 2008; Ventura et al. 200a small diference in [FgH]. In their picture, the f-SGB, the Fe
In the first case, the progeny of the -SGB could be identifigthd Ba-poor RGB population, and the BHB are related to the
with the BHB, while the b-SGB might correspond to the RHBolder cluster; and the b-SGB, the Fe and Ba-rich RGB, and the
the opposite should hold in the second Ba3ée number ratio RHB to the young one. Since there are however indicatiorts tha
favours then the first hypothesis, though the abundancgsesal NGC 1851 hosts also CNO-rich stars, it is possible that sdme o
the f-SGB stars are actually CNO-rich stars of a younger popu
1 The different radial distribution of RHB and BHB stars within thelat'on' In th's. scheme, thle_re should be a complex correldte
cluster makes an exact estimate of the relative fractioite gompli- (W&en chemical composition and colours of stars along thB,RH
cate (Saviane et al. 1998; Milone et al. 2008, 2009). Hereyseethe at variance with the cases for M 4 and NGC 2808. An explicit
fractions derived at rather large distances from the cetypically in ~ study of the chemical composition of stars along the HB might
the range 2-10 arcmin) because our spectroscopic dataynsziniple then help clarifying which is the correct scenario. In thiger
this region. For comparison, the core and half light radiNG$C 1851 we present the results of such a study.
are 0.09 and 0.51 arcmin, respectively (Harris et al. 1996). The structure of the paper is the following: in Section 2 we
? While acknowledging the problem related to number courda® present the observational data; in Section 3 we explainmalya

et al. (2008) and Ventura et al. (2009) explored the positithat a  sjs methods: in Section 4 we discuss the results of the abgeda
CNO-rich f-SGB coeval with a CNO-normal b-SGB is connectethe analysis; conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

BHB. Everything else held constant, CNO-rich HB’s shouldrégéder
and not bluer than CNO-poor ones. While a correspondingtian in
He might result in a bluer HB, the variation proposed by Veatet al.
of AY ~ 0.04 is not enough to justify the proposed connection. Witk thiwould then be to assume that CNO-rich stars experience arlargss
hypothesis, the only possibility to reconcile models witiservations loss along the RGB.
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Table 1.Basic data for program stars

Star  RA(J2000) Dec (J2000) B v K Vi SN SN
(mag) (mag) (mag) (knd) HR12  HR19
Blue HB
3515 51359.619 -39 54 21.26 16.342 16.342 15.688 322.9 26 37
13787 51342.355 -4009 16.69 16.512 16.538 15.273 316.6 15 30
13858 51344.039 -400848.36 16.312 16.276 15.765 322.6 26 38
20690 514 15.237 -40 06 28.88 16.501 16.497 15.742 323.4 17 31
21036 514 15.823 -40 06 11.17 16.430 16.394 16.096 320.7 27 35
21285 51421.844 -40 06 00.42 16.723 16.737 15.678 321.3 22
22551 51359.713 -40 05 20.51 16.864 16.912 320.2 20 26
26345 51412.125 -40 04 11.96 16.196 16.131 15.447 320.9 40
26374 514 17.214 -40 04 11.43 16.871 16.917 16.753 314.5 12 27
26686 514 01.152 -40 04 07.72 16.461 16.458 15.019 321.4 25
27792 51402.175 -40 03 53.79 16.945 16.979 330.9 21
27813 51354.243 -40 03 53.69 16.750 16.776 15.131 328.4 25
28043 514 09.589 -40 03 50.38 16.433 16.456 319.3 33
28078 514 14.805 -40 03 49.81 16.766 16.817 322.0 18
28346 514 05.052 -40 03 46.82 16.267 16.187 322.6 25 44
29743 51357.151 -40 03 30.37 17.025 17.104 324.9 22
31860 51419.417 -40 03 06.26 16.765 16.824 318.2 17
33688 51354.712 -40 02 46.31 16.507 16.526 320.8 32
34973 51355.740 -40 02 32.45 17.005 17.093 326.5 14
35774 51415.818 -40 02 22.70 16.471 16.468 16.166 3215 34
35868 51400.891 -400222.26 16.075 16.057 14.014 322.7 35
36193 51358.666  -4002 18.30 17.175 17.282 309.2 18
39268 51412.776 -40 01 43.00 16.476 16.529 321.0 21 31
40227 514 07.034 -40 01 31.43 16.826 16.902 328.3 16 24
40232 51420.176 -40 01 30.91 16.795 16.859 3225 18 29
40454 51413.145 -40 01 28.07 16.737 16.801 321.6 17 30
41678 514 11.662 -40 01 11.22 16.792 16.886 16.294 321.8 22
41796 514 05.087 -40 01 09.76 16.436 16.491 321.7 30
41951 51358.932 -40 01 07.55 16.258 16.211 329.0 44
43888 51408.812 -400033.76 16.636 16.715 16.590 321.8 23 31
46632 51407.635 -395905.32 16.708 16.787 15.395 320.5 22
46902 51412.335 -39 58 48.16 16.202 16.098 15.739 315.7 32 39
48007 514 03.922 -39 56 57.08 16.284 16.160 15.473 320.1 32 47
52011 514 33.081 -40 03 06.99 16.650 16.665 15.861 321.1 27
52576 51453.221  -400153.03 16.767 16.818 15.683 319.8 18 20
RR Lyrae
28738 51359.846 -40 03 41.98 16.488 16.122 350 51
Red HB
13627 51331.981 -40 10 16.86 16.750 16.120 14.266 318.5 26 51
20785 51356.295 -40 06 23.96 16.859 16.203 14.436 322.0 32 62
21988 51354.295 -40 05 37.13 16.911 16.241 14.381 318.4 36 54
22164 51347.857 -40 05 31.91 16.902 16.210 14.155 319.9 39 62
22393 514 07.400 -40 05 24.86 16.851 16.188 14.262 320.9 36 54
22548 514 15.569 -40 05 20.03 16.855 16.196 14.258 316.6 40 60
23088 514 03.290 -40 05 07.11 16.831 16.169 14.259 318.1 38 65

dinate strong doublet at 8183-94 A) accessible from grounad a
the only ones that might be used to determine O and Na abun-
) dances without a prohibitively long observing time. A fewds
2. Observation of N, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, Fe, and Ba were also included in the se-

We acquired spectra for 35 stars on the BHB, 1 RR Lyrae Vaﬁ:_cted observing ranges..ﬂtérent fibre configurations were l_Jsed
ablefi, 57 stars on the RHB, and 13 on the lower RGB (lum n order to observe a quite large number of RGB stars with the
nosity below the bump) of NGC 1851 using the GIRAFFE fibre= Y ES SPectrograph; these observations will be describeet el

fed spectrograph at VLT (Pasquini et al. 2004). All starsavel'Nere- We have observations with both gratings only for a sub
chosen to be free from any companion closer than 2 arcsec gﬁ&Of stars bec_::_:\us_e a change in the UVES fl_bers placem_en_ts re-
brighter thanV + 2 mag, wheré/ is the target magnitude. Theduires a repositioning also of the GIRAFFE fibers to maximize
remaining fibres were used to acquire sky spectra. The medfgﬂ number of UVES RGB stars: . .
spectra from these last fibres were subtracted from thosHfose . OUr Program was executed in service mode. We obtained a
the stars. This was of particular relevance here, becaesetth [0l of 6666 s (3x 2222 exposures) and 7500 s{2500s)
served stars are typically very faint. We used two spectralig- of observation with the gratings HR12 and HR19, respegtivel

urations: HR12 (spectral range from 5808 to 6138 A) and HRi@e 9N of the summed spectra for the two gratings is typically

T . . . ~ 35 and~ 60, ~ 22 and~ 32, and~ 30 and~ 50, for RHB,
(from 7728 to 8317 A), providing high resolution spectralins BHB, and RGB stars, respectively. The spectra were reduged b

ing the strongest features of O I (the IR tripletat 7771-74A8 1o ESO personnel using the ESO FLAMES GIRAFFE pipeline
Na | (the resonance D doublet at 5890-96 A, as well as the subggrsjon 2.8.7. Sky subtraction, combination of individezpo-

3 In our original strategy we avoided observing RR Lyrae beeaUIsures for each star, translation to rest-frame and contirtuarc-
it is difficult to optimize multi-object observations in service mdade ing were performed within IRAB. Telluric lines were removed

variable stars. However, one RR Lyrae star was mistakeglydied in from the longest wavelength spectra by dividing the average
the sample. Luckily, all spectra turned out to be taken dioseinimum,

in the most favourable phase for abundance analysis. Tanisvsts then  * IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomical
kept in the analysis. Observatory, which are operated by the Association of Unsities
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Table 1.Basic data for program stars (Cont.)

Star  RA (J2000) Dec (J2000) B v K v; SN SN
(mag) (mag) (mag) (knd) HR12  HR19
23344 514 09.552 -40 05 01.23 16.847 16.211 14.312 319.7 78
24623 51359.896 -4004 38.47 16.851 16.193 14.273 324.2 38 58
25243 514 10.185 -40 04 27.63 16.797 16.149 14.144 322.4 41 61
25336 514 16.616 -40 04 26.05 16.812 16.191 14.425 319.8 34 56
25504 513 54.500 -40 04 24.52 16.842 16.221 14.291 329.3 35
25631 514 11.546 -40 04 22.25 16.825 16.207 14.325 318.3 33 85
25715 51355.153 -40 04 21.52 16.845 16.182 14.194 320.3 69
25793 51351.233 -40 04 20.51 16.781 16.173 14.383 319.8 78
27604 514 04.052 -40 03 56.00 16.849 16.217 14.552 319.0 29 75
28175 51356.135 -400349.23 16.895 16.198 14.195 319.7 72
28746 514 01.579 -400341.84 16.828 16.195 14.420 319.7 64
29078 514 02.880 -40 03 37.87 16.771 16.111 14.159 317.8 36
29962 514 14.102 -40 03 27.43 16.819 16.181 14.444 317.5 32
30838 514 13.425 -40 03 17.88 16.801 16.179 14.293 321.2 54
31469 514 15.520 -40 03 10.78 16.832 16.189 14.317 3274 36 66
31496 51357.321 -400311.17 16.802 16.188 14.308 333.6 36
31651 51357.827 -40 03 09.35 16.860 16.210 14.400 319.2 67
31903 51356.378 -40 03 06.35 16.717 16.159 14.477 312.5 36
32245 514 13.430 -40 03 01.87 16.815 16.204 14.461 322.2 34 61
33196 51412.798  -400250.98 16.808 16.185 313.0 38 67
34314 514 13.683 -40 02 39.14 16.824 16.183 14.317 321.2 36 68
34386 513 54.296 -40 02 38.91 16.746 16.084 14.176 321.6 36
35789 514 14.323 -40 02 22.58 16.756 16.111 14.432 324.1 37
36599 514 27.506 -40 02 12.94 16.822 16.199 14.140 317.6 35 61
37121 514 13.327 -40 02 07.68 16.754 16.124 14.372 322.2 34
37123 514 16.085 -40 02 07.57 16.781 16.177 14.358 3211 34
38202 514 09.724 -40 01 55.85 16.824 16.191 14.321 320.4 41 55
39028 51349.722 -40 01 46.79 16.833 16.229 14.349 318.5 56
39317 514 05.012 -400142.74 16.646 16.091 14.119 322.2 33
39443 51356.321 -400141.54 16.859 16.245 14.338 3145 39 61
39832 51359.397 -400136.81 16.748 16.118 14.319 317.0 34
39984 51357.475 -40 01 34.81 16.830 16.215 14.456 325.2 38 63
40117 514 03.457 -40 01 32.92 16.815 16.212 14.418 317.4 21 49
40289 514 06.028 -40 01 30.55 16.824 16.214 14.466 319.1 64
40450 514 02.020 -40 01 28.55 16.790 16.187 14.304 317.4 32 72
40767 513 54.626 -40 01 24.45 16.820 16.214 14.313 319.1 34 60
40897 514 05.974 -40 01 22.55 16.778 16.183 319.1 40
41193 514 22.824 -400117.83 16.772 16.157 14.308 316.5 39 72
41381 514 10.396 -40 01 15.82 16.792 16.222 14.599 3131 38
42849 514 00.465 -400053.43 16.755 16.169 14.420 316.7 38
44554 514 02.587 -40 00 18.74 16.825 16.227 13.147 317.2 34 64
47239 513 55.946 -39 58 23.80 16.832 16.214 14.290 316.5 30 57
47546 51359.563 -395752.78 16.822 16.199 14.442 321.7 33 60
50923 514 41.447 -40 05 43.73 16.699 16.129 14.483 319.9 26 61
51490 514 36.982 -40 04 16.38 16.829 16.162 14.281 316.2 40 71
51917 514 35.031 -40 03 19.04 16.850 16.195 14.524 319.4 56
54362 514 42.201 -39 56 59.38 16.687 16.144 14.591 317.3 31 48
Lower RGB
20189 514 04.735 -40 07 01.94 17.339 16.521 14.398 319.0 56
21830 514 06.475 -40 0541.91 17.344 16.515 14.254 316.5 31
25497 51359.227 -40 04 24.45 17.452 16.608 14.205 321.8 26 55
25799 514 20.707 -40 04 19.53 17.344 16.493 14.226 319.8 56
26532 51411.335 -40 04 09.43 17.293 16.472 14.301 311.9 33
27085 514 08.569 -40 04 02.44 17.306 16.528 14.346 322.3 31
28445 51356.961 -40 03 45.67 17.567 16.753 14.450 327.2 22
34604 51350.776 -40 02 36.82 17.487 16.701 14.328 320.6 49
38250 51402.111 -40 01 55.53 17.441 16.628 13.282 323.2 30
39992 514 00.846  -4001 34.62 17.303 16.490 14.378 3211 48
45111 514 09.575 -40 00 03.16 17.487 16.720 14.324 321.8 45
46657 514 10.036 -39 59 03.68 17.316 16.521 14.236 318.5 38
50876 514 35.997 -40 05 53.11 17.512 16.680 14.431 320.7 25 45

spectrum of the warmer BHB stars (those wiith > 11, 500K). Table[1. TheK magnitudes are from the 2MASS point source
This combined spectrum hasSEN much higher than those of catalogue (Skrutskie et al. 2006), and Stromgren photgnigt
the indiyidual program stars, an_d was obvious;_ly Faken with t from Calamida et al. (2007).

same airmass, so that the excision of the telluric linesstiout No information on membership of the program stars to the

to be excellent. Examples of spectra are shown in Figure 1. ¢, ster was available prior to the observations. The veg} -
Figure [2 shows the location of the program stars Qija|velocity of NGC 1851£3205+0.6 km s, Harris 1996) al-

the colour magnitude diagram of NGC 1851. Our NGC1834,ys to easily rule out field stars: a comparison with the Gtida

ground-based photometric catalogue (see Momany et al.)20Q4y el by Robin et al. (2003) indicates a probability~&% to

consists ofJ BV observations obtained at the Wide-Field Imagg{nd one field interloper among the whole RHB and RGB sam-

(WFI) mounted on the 2.2m ESO-MPI telescope (La Sillgjes in the same velocity range while the contamination amon

Chile). Photometric data for the program stars are listed gHB stars is negligibleR < 1075). So, stars with radial veloci-

ties consistent with that of the cluster can be quite safehsid-

for Research in Astronomy, under contract with the Natideience ered cluster members. On the other hand, all stars obsenved o

Foundation the BHB and lower RGB have velocities consistent with that of
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Most of the BHB stars of NGC 1851 are cooler than the
Grundabhl et al. (1999)-jump, and could be used in our analy-
sis. Only five stars are warmer than this limit. We did not anal
yse them because surface abundances for these stars are heav
ily influenced by the fects of difusion and radiation pressure,
and then results are veryficult to be used in a discussion of
original abundances. In addition, while in general we tried
avoid observation of variable stars, star #28738 turnedobé
a known RR Lyrae (V12 of Walker 1998), which was shifted out
of the instability strip in our photometry. Using data by Wé&x
(1998), we estimated that all our three observations fargtar
were luckily obtained close to the minimum of the light curve
and could be used for abundance analysis. For this star we the
adopted B — V = 0.47, which is the average colour at the ob-
served phases, according to Walker (1998).

Some HB stars rotate with velocities up to a few tens of
kms (Peterson et al. 1995; Behr et al. 2000a, 2000b; Carney
et al. 2008). We checked for fast rotators in our sample exami
ing the FWHM of the lines, by cross correlating the spectrtwi
those of templates. No really fast rotator was found in oor-sa
ple. The only possible moderate rotator is star #27792, fockv
we obtain a FWHM-38.0 km s, with respect to typical values
of 27 kms? for the other BHB stars. This might indicate that

Fig. 1. Portion of the spectra of an RGB star (#50876: uppdfis star rotates with sini ~ 30 km Sl.. However, star #27792
row), a RHB (#22164: middle row), and a BHB star (#183585 Warmer than 11,500 K and was not included in our abundance

bottom row)

20 —

Fig. 2. Colour-magnitude diagram of the innef51< R ! ‘
10,5 arcmin region of NGC 1851. Circled stars are those oBMASS are not reliable for these faint stars. FurthermBreV

served in this paper. The colour code is: bi&¢iB; greer-RR

Lyrae variable; orangeRHB; red=RGB.

the cluster, while two of the candidate RHB stars turned out{e,n
be disk interlopers. The average radial velocity of the RitéBss fr
is+3197+0.5 kms? (r.m.s. scatter of 3.7 knT$), that of BHB
stars is+3216 + 0.7 kms? (r.m.s. scatter of 4.1 knT¥), and
that of the lower RHB stars is3203+ 1.0 km s (r.m.s. scatter
of 3.6 kms?). All these values agree with the value listed b
Harris (1996).

analysis.

3. Analysis
3.1. Atmospheric parameters

The analysis follows procedures similar to those adoptetién
case of NGC 2808 (Gratton et al. 2011). However, a few modi-
fications were made, so we describe them again.

For the RHB and RGB starsffective temperatures were de-
rived from theB-V, b—y, andV—K colours, using the calibration
of Alonso et al. (1999, with the erratum of Alonso et al. 2001)
The colours were dereddened using BE@ — V) values from
the updated on-line version of the Harris (1996) cataloguk a
the E(V — K)/E(B - V) value from Cardelli et al. (1989). The
calibrations require input values for the metallicity/H#. We
adopted the value obtained by Carretta et al. (2010). Wgrzedi
weight 4 to theB — V colours, 5 to thd — y, and 1 to the/ — K
ones, because the program stars are very faint for the 2MASS
observations. The comparison between temperaturestirom
and those from the other two indices together yields a mdan di
ference of 0+ 8 K (r.m.s=67 K) and 5+ 20 K (r.m.s=71 K)
for the RHB and RGB stars, respectively. For the RR Lyrae star
#28738V12, we could only use thB — V value from Walker
(1998).

For the blue HB stars, we started from tHg { V) — Teg
calibration by Kurudg, as in NGC 2808. Infrared colours from

colours saturate, so that errors in individual temperaatees
become very large. We then deriveftieetive temperatures from
B-V forindividual stars {es(B—V)), but then fitted a quadratic
relation between these temperatures andtimeagnitudes, and
xtracted a temperaturé(V)) entering thev magnitude into
is relation. We repeated this procedure using y colours
om Stromgren photometry rather th&h obtaining a second
value for the temperaturé §(u — y)). The adoptedls's are
the average off¢(V) and Teg(u — ) for individual stars ob-

\t/ained from these relation. Since they are ultimately catiéd

5 See kurucz.harvard.edu.
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againstTg (B — V), these temperatures are on the same scagor bars attached, which we estimate-@t5 kms™. We note
used for NGC 2808, but they have much smaller internal errothat the value we adopted is in the middle of the range usually
Note that two stars (#35868 and #46902) are clearly brighfeund in previous analysis of BHB stars (Lambert et al. 1992;
than the mean line for the BHB; they are likely stars evolvéd dBehr et al. 1999, 2000b; Kinman et al. 2000; Fabbian et al5200
the HB. For these star$¢;(V) was not considered. On averageYillanova et al. 2009; Marino et al. 2011).

Ter(V) — Ter(u—y) = 33+ 52 K, with anr.m.s. of 280 K. Two Fe Il lines (at 5991.38 and 6084.10 A) could be mea-

Given these comparisons, we assumed errors of 50, 8fired in RHB spectra and only the first one in RGB ones.
and 200 K as representative values for the internal errors ABundances derived from these lines are in fair agreemeht wi
the temperatures for RHB, RGB, and BHB stars respectivetifose obtained from the Fe | lines: on average we obtained
Systematic errors due to scale errors or incorrect parasnete [Fe/H]=—1.20+ 0.01 and—1.23+ 0.08 for RHB and RGB stars
the cluster are likely larger. We come back later on theieptiél  respectively. This supports the choice of the atmosphariarp-
Impact. eters adopted throughout this paper.

The surface gravities were obtained from the masses, lumi- Table[2 lists the fective temperaturéEy and surface grav-
nosities, and ective temperatures. For the masses, we adopiggs jogq we used in the analysis of the program stars, as well as
values of 1.00, 0.657, and 0.5R4, for stars on the RGB, RHB, 16 apundances for Fe I, Fe Il. Table 3 gives the abundances fo
and BHB (see Gratton et al. 2010 and Sect. 4.5 for discussiq$ o | Na | Mg, Mg I, Sil, Cal, and Ba Il. Abundances were
of values adequate for theffbrent sequences). The bolometagiimated from equivalent widths. The analysis is verylsinto

ric corrections were obtained using calibrations consisteth .t described in Gratton et al. (2011a) for NGC 2808. In the
those usgd for thefkective temperatures (Alonso et al. 1999 fOfo"Ong section we give details for a few elements, outl
the red giant and RHB stars, and Kurucz for the BHB star)i o+ \was changed from that paper.

The adopted distance modulus has been taken from Harris’ cat
alogue.
Errors in gravities are small. The assumption about masses. Analysis for individual elements
is likely correct within 10%, while those on théfective tem-
perature and luminosity cause errors in gravities not katgen  Nitrogen: N abundances were derived only for BHB stars (up-
~ 2% for the RHB stars and red giants, an@% for the BHB per limits were obtained for the cooler stars). They are thase
stars. The error in gravities is then not larger than 0.05fdex the two high excitation lines at 8216.3 and 8242.4 A. The first
the cool stars and 0.10 dex for the warm ones. one has been used in the recent analysis of the solar N abun-
The same metal abundance of/#}=-1.2 and microturbu- dance by Cfiau et al. (2009), who obtained a N abundance of
lence velocityé, of 2.0 kms?! were adopted for all RHB stars, logn(N) = 7.85 from this line (for the 1-D LTE analysis, which
and 1.5 kmst for the RGB ones. The metal abundance is simis within 0.01 dex from the value they obtain from the 3-D NLTE
lar to the average value of our Fe abundances for the RHB starge), very close to their recommended value ofi(id) = 7.86.
[Fe/H]=—1.14 + 0.01 (.m.s=0.064 dex). Note that uncertain-We use the VALD logf for this line, which is 0.13 dex lower
ties in the Fe abundances are much larger than representedhgy the NIST one; with this value, we obtain a solar N abun-
this tiny error bar, which is simply the standard deviatiéthe ~dance of logy(N) = 7.99 using the Kurucz 1-D solar spectrum,
mean value. Our average Fe abundance is very close to thatwleich is consistent with the flerence in the adoptegf’s. We
rived for RGB stars by Carretta et al. (2010, 2011a/ifffe- conclude that these lines yield abundances consistenttith
1.16). For the RGB stars we obtained a slightly lower value &est estimate of N abundances for the Sun.
[Fe/H]=-1.18 + 0.03 with a larger rm.s. of 0.11 dex, which is  On the other hand, non-LTE corrections are likely not neg-
not surprising because on average we measured fewer lirges lifyible for these lines for BHB stars. Statistical equilibn cal-
to smaller spectral coverage and lowg $f the spectra. culations for N in population | A-type stars have been preéeseén
The microturbulence velocity, is not well constrained by by Przybilla & Butler (2001), who also made comparisons with
our data, because the Fe | lines have only a moderate rangeriévious determinations. The stars considered by thed®imut
equivalent widths. Practically, only the 6065 A line is sated bracket the surface gravity and line strength range of thesst
enough to really constrain it, so that its value is sensitivthe studied here, though they are more metal-rich. While they do
atomic parameters (oscillator strength and damping cot)st not provide non-LTE corrections for the two lines considere
adopted for this line. Thgf for this line is from VALD database in this analysis, they provide data for many lines of the same
(Kupka et al. 200@) the damping constant is from Barklem etower and close upper levels, which are most likely very elws
al. (2000). Taken at face value, the Fe | lines yield a lowedtwn those appropriate for the lines we could measure. The ndh-LT
&, = 1.3 kmst. On the other hand, some lines of other elemen@bundance corrections they obtained for these lines amdynea

are quite strong. For instance, the Ca | lines at 5857 and A122roportional to the EWs, being well reproduced by the same re
are well on the flat part of the curve of growth (see Sect. 3.2 f@tion A[N/Fe}=-0.0036x EW for all stars in their sample. We

a discussion of the parameters we adopted for these links). Then adopted the corrections given by this relation to thenab
adoption of the low value of the microturbulence velocitglin dances we derived from the LTE analysis. The corrections are
cated by the Fe I lines would yield large overabundances of @ite uniform, with a mean value of -0.28 dex. Although it is
(on average [G&e}~ 0.9), inconsistent with the value derivedclear that this is a rough procedure that may bring some addi-
from giants ([C# e]=0.30+ 0.02: Carretta et al. 2011a, 2011b)tional uncertainty, we deem unlikely that these correctiare in
whichis a typ|ca| value for meta|_p00r stars. The Va|u€;ﬂfve error by more than half !:hIS value. After this Correctlor:E 1]
adopted is a compromise, producing only a moderate treritbof fbundances are very uniform among the BHB stars, with an av-
Fe abundances with EW and a more acceptable average valu@'dge value of [\Fe}=1.16+0.15. The error bar is here the r.m.s.
[Ca/Fe]=0.48. However, these comparisons indicate that our vcatter of individual values and agrees with internal errive

ues of the microturbulent velocities have rather largeesystic  Plotted these N abundances against various quantitidsiding
O and Na abundances); we only found a small trend for increas-

6 See URL vald.astro.univie.ac.at ing N abundances withfiective temperature, with stars with
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Table 2. Atmospheric parameters and Fe abundances

Star Tor Togg [Fe/H], [Fe/H]n
(K) (dex) lines <> ms lines <> rms
Blue HB

3515 9343 3.35
13787 10025 3.50
13858 9142 3.34
20690 9981 3.54
21036 9459 3.44
21285 10906 3.76
22551 11517 3.83
26345 8767 3.23
26374 11574 3.85
26686 9721 3.47
27792 11986 3.67
27813 11083 3.77
28043 9680 3.42
28078 11094 3.72
28346 8789 3.26
29743 12694 3.85
31860 11695 3.79
33688 9976 3.51
34973 12562 3.87
35774 9716 3.48
35868 9072 3.22
36193 13670 4.03
39268 9980 3.41
40227 11368 3.71
40232 11316 3.73
40454 10957 3.65
41678 11762 3.68
41796 10006 3.40
41951 8861 3.27
43888 10647 3.50
46632 10980 3.59
46902 8902 3.26
48007 8751 3.25
52011 10730 3.70
52576 11216 3.74

RR Lyrae
28738 6014 2.70 3 122 028

Red HB
13627 5441 244 16 106 013 2 099 021
20785 5405 246 16 110 013 2 -1.06  0.10
21988 5348 246 16 117 020 2 -1.25  0.05
22164 5306 242 16 129 022 1 -1.14
22393 5384 245 16 110 017 2 -1.14 0.2
22548 5412 246 16 114 018 2 121 0.06
23088 5369 243 16 121 014 2 -1.27  0.14

Ter < 9000 K having N abundances some 0.1-0.2 dex beldaintest stars (the BHB ones) in our sample. As in the case of
the average, and those witly > 11000 K with N abundances NGC 2808, we applied the non-LTE corrections by Gratton et
higher than average by a similar amount. This small trenchinical. (1999) for RHB and RGB stars and the RR Lyrae variable,
either be real (warmer stars on the HB might indeed be exgectnd from Takeda (1997) for BHB stars.

to be more N-rich), or an artifact of the analysis, since tead Sodium: In all spectra the D1 line is blended with the inter-
is at the level where we expect possible systematic errors.  stellar D2 line, and cannot be measured acculfatehaddition,

We looked for the N lines in the spectra of the RHB starive could use the doublet at 8183-94 A in all RHB and RGB
The line at 8216.3 A is in a flicult region, with strong telluric Stars, and in cooler BHB ones.
lines that must be subtracted with care. We looked for but did For RHB stars we adopted the non-LTE corrections by
not detect the 8242.6 A line in the summed spectrum of ti&gatton et al. (1999). For the stars of interest here they are
RHB stars; we may set an upper limit of BA3 mA, which typically negative and small in absolute value: -0.15 and
yields [NFel 1.1. We also looked for this line in individual ~ —0.05 dex for the D2 line and the 8183-94 A doublet re-
spectra but we did not detect it in any. For instance, thespbgpectively. Had we applied the updated corrections by Lind e
upper limit of 15 mA we get for the warm, Ba-rich star #54368l- (2011), these would have been much larger in absoluteval
implies [N/Fel< 1.55, which is distinctly lower than the value(~ —0.55 and~ —0.40 dex, respectively). However, we prefer to
for the most N-rich bright red giant observed by Yong et akeep the older values by Gratton et al. (1999) for uniformityn
(2009). In order for this upper limit to coincide with suchigth the analysis of red giants by Carretta et al. (2009) and citds
N abundance, our temperature scale for RHB should be lowet8dNGC 2808 (Gratton et al. 2011a). This comparison showis tha
by 200 K, which we deem quite unlikely.

Oxygen: Oxygen abundances have fairly large errors, eSF%?- There are large star-to-star variations in the strengtthefinter

. L . ellar D1 line. Large EWs were obtained for stars locatetgltwo
cially for BHB stars. This is because, due to the geocenéric rfilaments, running approximately E-W and located north andlsre-

dial velocity of NGC 1851 stars, the telluric emission _Iirle Spectively of the cluster center. These large variationkeniimpos-
7780.4 A (Hanuschik 2003) falls very close to the strongest | sible to use e.g. the warmest HB stars to subtract the iptEnsD2
of the triplet. This makes the sky subtraction uncertaintfi@ component from the blend with the stellar D1 line.
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Table 2. Atmospheric parameters and Fe abundances (cont.)

Star  Ter  logg [FeHL, [FHT,
(K) (dex) lines <> rms lines <> rms
23344 5445  2.48 7 -1.16 0.08
24623 5415  2.46 16 -1.25 0.16 2 -1.36 0.05
25243 5394  2.44 14 -1.14 0.13 2 -1.24 0.14
25336 5519  2.50 16 -1.07 0.19 2 -1.24 0.23
25504 5411  2.48 9 -1.22 0.18 2 -1.12 0.09
25631 5500  2.50 16 -1.08 0.18 2 -1.16 0.03
25715 5386  2.44 7 -1.22 0.07
25793 5537  2.50 7 -1.17 0.11
27604 5471  2.50 16 -1.12 0.18 2 -1.16 0.00
28175 5289 241 7 -1.13 0.17
28746 5424  2.47 7 -1.18 0.13
29078 5341  2.40 9 -1.13 0.20 2 -1.26 0.06
29962 5464  2.48 9 -1.01 0.14 2 -1.22 0.02
30838 5479 248 7 -1.07 0.14
31469 5417  2.46 16 -1.14 0.22 2 -1.41 0.24
31496 5482  2.49 9 -1.14 0.23 2 -1.17 0.10
31651 5401  2.47 7 -1.15 0.14
31903 5691  2.55 9 -1.13 0.23
32245 5497  2.50 16 -1.06 0.20 2 -1.32 0.00
33196 5455 2.8 16 -1.05 0.18 2 -1.12 0.09
34314 5408  2.46 16 -1.10 0.19 2 -1.23 0.08
34386 5339  2.39 9 -1.18 0.06 2 -1.13 0.02
35789 5428  2.44 9 -1.10 0.16 2 -1.29 0.04
36599 5436  2.47 16 -1.13 0.16 2 -1.14 0.05
37121 5452  2.45 9 -1.11 0.17 2 -1.21 0.04
37123 5528  2.50 9 -1.11 0.20 2 -1.30 0.14
38202 5414  2.46 16 -1.20 0.12 2 -1.33 0.16
39028 5477  2.50 7 -1.12 0.12
39317 5654 251 9 -1.04 0.20 2 -1.19 0.10
39443 5456  2.50 15 -1.10 0.12 2 -1.18 0.25
39832 5405 243 9 -1.07 0.19 2 -1.28 0.02
39984 5487  2.50 16 -1.07 0.13 2 -0.98 0.08
40117 5472 2.50 15 -1.18 0.26 1 -0.98
40289 5459  2.49 7 -1.20 0.19
40450 5483  2.49 15 -1.14 0.16 2 -1.14 0.04
40767 5474  2.50 16 -1.20 0.18 2 -1.31 0.06
40897 5569  2.52 9 -1.11 0.18 2 -1.18 0.02
41193 5477  2.48 16 -1.12 0.18 2 -1.10 0.21
41381 5603  2.55 8 -1.15 0.22 2 -1.14 0.01
42849 5538  2.50 9 -1.22 0.13 2 -1.34 0.09
44554 5520  2.52 15 -1.19 0.13 1 -1.42
47239 5431 248 16 -1.18 0.15 2 -1.25 0.00
47546 5508  2.50 16 -1.13 0.20 2 -1.15 0.01
50923 5653  2.53 14 -1.18 0.25 2 -1.27 0.25
51490 5345 2.42 16 -1.18 0.13 2 -1.14 0.12
51917 5431  2.47 7 -1.36 0.18
54362 5755  2.57 15 -1.15 0.19 2 -1.31 0.15
RGB

20189 4957 2.58 5 -1.35 0.16
21830 4928  2.56 8 -1.15 0.16 1 -1.55
25497 4909  2.58 10 -1.13 0.11 1 -1.28
25799 4932 255 7 -1.17 0.15
26532 4948  2.56 10 -1.09 0.12 1 -1.04
27085 5015  2.61 10 -1.02 0.13 1 -1.16
28445 4965  2.67 9 -1.10 0.12
34604 4983  2.66 7 -1.28 0.19
38250 4936  2.62 10 -1.09 0.17 1 -1.08
39992 4937  2.56 5 -1.39 0.14
45111 5023  2.70 6 -1.24 0.23
46657 4946  2.58 10 -1.14 0.17 1 -1.13
50876 4908  2.62 14 -1.25 0.23

quite large dfsets can be present in our Na abundances, althoutbse for BHB on the Mg Il lines at 7877.06 and 7896.38 A. For
the star-to-star values are almost fimeted by this uncertainty. RHB and RGB stars we obtain a very small star-to-star scatter
For the BHB stars we used the non-LTE corrections kignly 0.06 dex), fully consistent with a single Mg abundante
Mashonkina et al. (2000), as done for the BHB stars iMg/Fel=0.39+ 0.06. The abundance scatter is much larger for
NGC 2808. A discussion of the impact of these non-LTE coBHB stars (0.23 dex). This may be interpreted either as a real

rections can be found in Gratton et al. (2011a). result (a Mg-Na anticorrelation) or as analysis scatter.
On average, the D2 lines give higher Na abundances than Aluminium: The high excitation doublet at 7835.3-36.1 A
the doublet at 8183-94 A: RHB: [MBeb, - [Na/Fe]r = was not detected in our spectra for individual stars, eitiver

0.13 + 0.03 dex (30 stars, r.m:s0.16 dex); RGB: [N#el, - the RGB or RHB. This sets an upper limit of [Ae]< 0.2. The
[Na/Fe]r = —0.35 dex (1 star); BHB: [N&e]p, - [Na/Felgr = Al feature is not even unambiguously detected in the sumlof al
0.45+ 0.15 dex (3 stars, r.m=0.27 dex). This dference may the RHB spectra: in this case we detected a very weak feature
be attributed to the not perfect LTE corrections. which might possibly be identified with the strongest compo-

Magnesium: Mg abundances for RHB and RGB stars anent of the doublet (the 7836.1 A line) with EM.7 mA, which
based on the Mg | line at 8213.04 (Gratton et al. 2011a) agields [Al/Fe]~ —0.6.
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Table 3. Abundances of other elements

Star [NFe] [OFe] [NgFe] [Mg/Fe] [Mg/Fe] [Al/Fe] [SiFe] [CgFe] [Mn/Fe] [BagFe]
| 1

Blue HB
3515 1.21 0.24 0.44
13787  1.19 0.08 0.11 0.68
13858  1.05 0.12 0.79 0.81
20690 131  -0.50 0.72 0.53
21036 1.32 0.56 0.45 0.61
21285 0.31
22551 113 -0.12 <0.81 0.45
26345  1.12 0.20 0.30 0.72
26374  1.44 0.02 <0.81 0.71
26686 <0.02
27813 137  -0.02 0.76
28043  1.07 0.26 0.62
28078 1.17
28346 091  -0.10 0.60 0.51
33688  1.18  -0.04 0.34
35774 115 0.18 0.42
35868 0.33
39268 118  -0.01 0.69 0.80
40227  1.23 0.06 1.48 0.52
40232 111 027 <0.76 0.64
40454 125  -0.03 0.73 0.07
41796 110  -0.37
41951  1.12 0.15 0.55
43888  1.04  -0.12 <0.56 0.58
46632 0.56
46902 -1.20 -0.56
48007  0.81 0.31 0.99 0.12
52011  1.31 0.37 1.10
52576 <0.71
RR Lyrae
28738 1.03 0.17 051 <034
Red HB
13627 0.26 ©0.07 0.41 0.16 0.64 0.23
20785 0.37 -0.10 0.41 0.16 0.45 0.16
21988 0.15 -0.17 0.34 0.12 0.23 0.20 0.22
22164 0.27 -0.10 0.25 0.18 0.20 0.13
22393 0.16 -0.20 0.35 0.30 0.30 -0.17
22548 0.39 -0.07 0.24 0.21 0.17 -0.10
23088 0.46 -0.21 0.40 -0.16 0.19 0.16 -0.02

Calcium: We derived LTE Ca abundances for RHB and
RGB stars from the 5857 and 6122 A lines. Accurate oscillator
strengths are available for these lines from VALD; we addpte
the same damping constants used by Mashonkina et al. (2007).
Non-LTE corrections are expected to be small (see Mashankin
et al. 2007). Since the lines are quite strong, they are geite
sitive to the adopted value for the microturbulent velackyg
mentioned in Sect 3.1, our Ca abundances for RHB stars are'® [
quite high. = |

Barium: The Ba abundances are based on the Ba Il line &t
5853.69 A, which is quite strong in the spectra of RHB and”i
RGB stars (this line is not expected to be detectable in BHB
stars). The line parameters adopted in our analysis arathe s & *[
of Mashonkina & Zhao (2006), including the collisional damp
ing constant. Note that hyperfine structure should be nibdgig
for this line (total width< 8 mA). We are not aware of statistical
equilibrium computations for Ba appropriate for this limeldor
model atmosphere parameters in the range of the prograsa star
However, departures from LTE are not expected to be verglarg
(see Korotin et al. 2011).

150 7

log n(He)=11.4 |
log n(He)=11.2 |
logn(He)=11 1
log n(He)=10.87]

log n(He)= 10.6 i

8000 9000 10000 11000 12000 13000

Fig. 3. Run of the EW of the He I line at 5876 A as a function
3.3. He abundances of Tes along the BHB of NGC1851. Overimposed are lines of
stant He abundance (IofHe) =10.6, 10.8, 11.0, 11.2 and

He abundances were obtained using the narrow multiplet 4). These curves have been computed for gravities approp
5875.6 A. Figuré 3 compares the run of the EWs for this “n]ete 0 the location along the BHB.

with that expected for model atmospheres dfatent temper- d
atures, computed with parameters appropriate for the HB of
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Table 3. Abundances of other elements (cont.)

Star [NFe] [OFe] [NgFe] [Mg/Fe] [Mg/Fe] [Al/Fe] [SiFe] [CaFe] [Mn/Fe] [BagFe]
| Il

23344 0.36 0.03 0.38 0.09
24623 0.46 -0.08 0.36 0.04 0.25 -0.13
25243 0.38 -0.03 0.38 0.25 0.44 0.12
25336 0.29 -0.01 0.51 0.01 0.51 0.01
25504 -0.17 0.10 0.55 0.32
25631 0.14 0.16 0.48 0.24 0.37 0.68
25715 0.37 -0.17 0.31 0.09
25793 0.39 0.46 0.43 0.07 0.23
27604 0.31 0.08 0.42 0.26 0.71 0.22
28175 0.47 0.03 0.39 0.25
28746 0.39 -0.18 0.13
29078 0.10 0.14 0.52 0.29
29962 -0.03 0.07 0.40 0.38
30838 0.19 0.51 0.43 0.16
31469 0.26 0.01 0.32 0.26 0.51 0.34
31496 0.06 0.23 0.28 0.05
31651 0.34 -0.09 0.43 0.19
31903 0.93 0.23 0.64 1.19
32245 0.54 0.07 0.37 0.18 0.25 0.25
33196 0.31 0.00 0.40 0.21 0.26 0.13
34314 0.47 -0.04 0.40 0.11 0.55 0.26
34386 0.02 0.32 0.39 0.08
35789 -0.10 0.25 0.42 0.34
36599 0.33 0.04 0.43 0.21 0.30 0.13
37121 0.40 0.39 0.52 1.18
37123 0.42 0.39 0.32 1.19
38202 0.07 -0.15 0.38 0.07 0.52 -0.08
39028 0.25 -0.04 0.42 0.19
39317 0.44 0.37 0.47 0.01
39443 0.30 -0.04 0.47 0.19 0.44 0.28
39832 0.04 0.22 0.62 0.15
39984 0.32 0.11 0.33 0.27 0.38 0.34
40117 0.32 0.21 0.49 0.22 0.64 -0.02
40289 0.28 0.03 0.42 0.12
40450 0.46 -0.17 0.43 0.28 0.42 0.22
40767 0.17 -0.11 0.31 0.11 0.50 0.03
40897 -0.01 0.25 0.51 0.17
41193 0.37 -0.08 0.45 0.00 0.37 0.06
41381 0.25 0.13 0.54 1.10
42849 0.20 0.30 0.23 0.26
44554 0.31 0.14 0.34 0.16 0.22 0.63
47239 0.38 -0.13 0.38 0.31 0.42 0.06
47546 0.32 0.51 0.48 0.12 0.51 1.10
50923 0.12 0.48 0.36 0.01 0.60 -0.36
51490 0.35 -0.20 0.37 0.29 0.24 -0.10
51917 0.25 -0.23 0.35 0.04
54362 < 155 0.00 0.43 0.48 0.28 0.46 0.93
RGB
20189 0.48 0.06 0.31 0.12
21830 0.12 0.33 0.26 -0.47 0.02
25497 0.02 0.07 0.22 -0.50 0.02
25799 0.72 -0.19 0.27 -0.07
26532 0.25 0.44 0.26 -0.41 0.73
27085 0.16 0.24 0.21 -0.26 0.80
28445 0.02 0.38 0.33 -0.36 1.24
34604 0.50 0.05 0.42 0.18
38250 -0.19 0.29 0.27 -0.36 0.48
39992 0.22 -0.02 0.39 0.10
45111 -0.11 0.33 0.21
46657 -0.25 0.08 0.15 -0.46 0.01
50876 0.30 0.05 0.43 0.04 -0.01 -0.64 0.69

NGC 1851, and dierent values of the He abundances. Theoderate He enhancement; however very large initial He-abun
points relative to individual stars display a rather largater, dancesY > 0.33) are not compatible with the present result.
mainly due to errors in the EWSs, which are quite large given tiThis agrees with the lack of evidence for a broadening of the
fairly low S/N of the spectra. This rather large scatter precludesain sequence (Milone et al. 2008). A normal helium was also
the use of the He abundances to discuss properties of imdividfound using the R-parameter (Salaris et al. 2004).

stars. However, the rather large number of stars availdioles

to derive a sensible average value of igge) = 11.01 + 0.10, )

which corresponds to an abundance in mass=€8.291+0.055. 3-4. Error analysis

While the error bar of this average value is still quite lange

agrees fairly well with expectations for a population withiai- Error analysis was done in the usual way, by repeating the-abu

dance derivation by modifying a single parameter each time.

tial He abundance as given by the Big Bang alone@¥®48: . ; :

e ; Relevant data are given in Talale 4. The last column gives-an es
Cyburt .2004) and later modified by théfect of the first d_redgg— timate of the total internal errors obtained using the $1itses
up, which isAY ~ 0.015 for the stars under conS|derat|or£

X . isted above, as well as the errors in the individual paranset
(Sweigart 1987). The error bar is large enough to accomreaua iven on lines 2 and 3 for blue and red HB stars, respectively.

10



R.G. Gratton: Na-O in HB stars of NGC 1851

Table 4. Sensitivity and error analysis. Variation is the changesichgparameter used in the sensitivity analysis (Column 246i)e
error is the change used to estimate the total error (Coldmn 7

Parameter Ter logg [A/H] WVt EW Total
Variation  +100K +0.5dex +0.1dex +0.5kms +10mA
Error BHB 200 K 0.1dex 0.05dex O05KkKm 13mA
Error RHB 50 K 0.05dex 0.05dex 0.5 ke 8 mA
Error RGB 50K  0.05dex 0.05dex O05fn 8mA

Blue HB
[N/Fe] 0.018 0.049 -0.001 -0.057 0.092 0.138
[O/Fe] 0.021 -0.002 -0.012 -0.154 0.099 0.205
[Na/Fe] 0.087 -0.169 0.000 -0.057 0.162 0.281
[Mg/Fe] 0.000 0.052 -0.004 -0.056 0.144 0.196

Red HB
[Fe/H] 0.065 -0.020 -0.001 -0.098 0.050 0.078
[O/Fe] -0.095 -0.181 0.000 -0.081 0.080 0.095
[Na/Fe] 0.095 -0.125 0.003 -0.126 0.049 0.098
[Mg/Fe] 0.025 -0.015 0.000 -0.022 0.160 0.129
[Si/Fe] 0.030 0.005 0.001 -0.027 0.094 0.078
[CaFe] 0.075 -0.100 0.000 -0.200 0.158 0.155
[Ba/Fe] 0.056 0.181 0.006 -0.169 0.181 0.180

and Na-rich ([N@e]~ 0.7) stars. However, the large errors as-
sociated to individual BHB stars do not allow to understand i
the distribution is continuous or bimodal: this ambigugyeven
more evident if we consider also the stars for which no infarm
tion about the O abundance was available, which spread over a
large range of Na abundances (see Eig. 6). There are even two

4. Discussion stars (#28078 and #40227) for which we get [INg}> 1.
] . On the whole, we obtain a correlation between the/{la
4.1. The Na-O anticorrelation abundance ratio and colour of the stars (see Figure 5). Hawev

Figure[@ shows the Na-O anticorrelation we obtain for the Hhile this correlation is very clean for the RHB stars (the
stars of NGC 1851. Dlierent symbols are used for blue and regP€arman ranking test gives a probability smaller than%.05
HB stars. For comparison, we also plotted the Na-O antitmrretnat the observed correlation is random), it is much lesarcle
tion for red giants by Carretta et al. (2011). We remind that t ithin the BHB ones (in this case the probability is only ster
HB stars hotter than 11,500 K are not considered here becal{i@ 7%), although on average they have lower O and higher Na
their surface abundances are not related in a simple wagto tfRPundances (for the whole sample, the probability of a rando
original composition. However, only 5% of the HB stars of 'esult is smaller than 0.05%; see Figlife 5). To further compl
NGC 1851 are that warm. cate the interpretation of observational data, we must irake

On the whole, we obtain a clean Na-O anticorrelation witgccount the possibility of systematiéfsets between the abun-
an inter-quartile of IQR(N#)=0.70+ 0.41, which is very sim- dances obtained for RHB and BHB stars, mainly related to un-
ilar to the value obtained for the RGB by Carretta et al. (201¢ertainties in the non-LTE correction. This result of oualysis
IQR(Ng0)=0.69). On the other hand, the relation between ould then be taken with some caution, and it is well possibl
and Na abundances with colgiemperature is not as clear as if1at there is no realftset in Na abundances between RHB and
was the case for NGC 2808 and there is considerable overiap BE/B Stars. However, we deem the conclusion that O-Na anticor
tween the range of O and Na abundances covered by BHB &R tions do exist separately for both BHB and RHB stars sbbu
RHB stars (see Figufé 5).

More in detail, we compare in Figl 6 the distribution ir_14_2_ CNO in BHB stars
[Na/Fe] of BHB and RHB stars. For comparison the same dis-
tribution using the abundances of RGB stars by Carretta @assisi et al. (2008) and Ventura et al. (2009) suggestedtba
al. (2011b) are also shown. It is apparent that RHB stars dfsSGB is due to a CNO rich population that is also responsible
tribute in two well defined groups: a "majority” group (indu for the BHB. We may compare the prediction of this hypothe-
ing 36 stars) have [N&e]< 0.3 and a small group (5 stars) havesis (the BHB are CNO-rich) with our results. We obtain aver-
[Na/Fe]> 0.3. The statistics is improved by considering also thage values of [NFel=+1.16 and [(¥e]=0.00 for the BHB stars.
stars that have not been observed with HR19, and then have nd/®have not determined the C abundances. However, both Yong
abundance. The subdivision in two groups is still very clafd@r et al. (2009) and Villanova et al. (2010) have obtained C abun
this addition: there are in total 46 Na-poor and 8 Na-riclissta dances for several stars on the RGB, and did not find any stars
In addition, one star (#31903) has a very high [Ng=0.93. with [C/Fe]> —0.2; the average values are/fe}~ —0.7 in both

The RR Lyrae variable has Na and O abundances very clasadies, with little dispersion. If we then assume that Gegia
to that found for the group of Na-rich and moderately O-poaregligible contribution to the total CNO abundance in theEBH
RHB stars. stars of NGC 1851, we find a total of [¢@®l+O)/Fe]~ 0.24, a

The BHB stars also define a Na-O anticorrelation, includalue which is fairly typical for metal-poor stars. Since get
ing both O-rich ([@Fe]~ 0.3) stars with moderate Na excessea lower limit of [(C+N+O)/Fe]> 0.12 simply considering the O
([Na/Fe]~ 0.5) and a prominent group of O-poor (e}~ 0.2) abundance of the Na-poor stars, we conclude that there ig-no e
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Fig. 4. Left panel: Na-O anticorrelation for HB stars of NGC 1851ld€i squares are BHB stars (filled triangles are upper limits
for Na); the open star is the RR Lyrae variable; open squaefEIB stars; the asterisks are red giants. Right panel:ahees
distribution for RGB stars from Carretta et al. (2011b).

idence for a significantA[(C+N+O)/Fe]> 0.2) excess of CNO tween Na and Ba abundances and have shown that the large Ba
elements among BHB stars in NGC 1851, at variance with tadundances found in several RGB stars of NGC 1851 can be
prediction of the Cassisi et al. and Ventura et al. scenario.  attributed to thes—process. This suggests an important contri-
bution by thermal pulsing AGB stars to the chemical evolutio
of this GC. Here, we measured Ba abundances for 44 RHB and
eight RGB stars but we have no information about Ba in the
] ) . BHB stars and the RR Lyrae variable. We obtain a clear correla
4.3. Ba and N abundances in RHB stars and their relation tion between Na and Ba abundances (see F[gure 7). A small part
with Na abundances of this correlation might be explained by scatter in the appr

The Ba abundances also provide useful information miate value for the microturbulent velocity for individusars,
NGC 1851. Yong et al. (2008, 2009), Villanova et al. (2010§Nce these lines are quite strong and we adopted the samee val
and Carretta et al. (20i1a) have obtained clear correlaben T0F this parameter in all stars. However, the correlatioreeds
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-1 0 1 2
L e B IS s
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L Carretta et al. (2011b)]

[Na/0]
-
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h
T

-0.2 0 0.2 :
(B-V), [Na/Fe] [Na/Fe]

2 ——— — — — Fig. 6. Distribution of [NgFe] abundances for the HB stars an-
alyzed in this paper (bottom panels) and for the RGB stars of
Carretta et al. (2011b) (upper panel). Grey histogramsatdi
the distribution of RHB (bottom-left panel) and BHB (bottem
right panel) stars. Black histograms indicate the distidsuof
stars with [B@Fe]> 0.6.

1 v
Pl rich RHB stars should be 10 + 4% of the stars, while Ba-poor
g l correspond te- 50+ 4%. The identification of Ba-rich RHB and

[Na/0]

RGB stars is quite obvious. For exclusion, we then suggest th
the BHB stars (for which we did not measure Ba abundances)
join the remaining RHB stars being Ba-poor.
- We notice that the fraction of MBa-rich RGB stars is con-
sistent with the fraction of stars along the anomalousy se-
guence £ 7%: see Carretta et al. 2011b). Indeed all stars on
the anomalous red RGB in the (v —y) diagram are Ba-rich
(Villanova et al. 2010; Carretta et al. 2011a). The Stréengr
1 colours of this sequence indicate very strong CN bands,whic
! ! L ‘ might be explained either by an extremely large N abundance
6000 8000 10000 12000 B, or by a C abundance comparable to that of O in the atmo-
spheres of these stars, leaving a lot of C available for threde
tion of C-bearing molecules such as CN and CH in cool RGB
Fig.5.Upper panel: Run of the [N@] abundance ratio witB—  stars (see Carretta et al. 2011b). In the second case, simce B
V colour along the HB of NGC 1851 (left panel). Lower panekich stars are Na-rich and moderately O-poor, C abundanzes d
the same, but witfer. Symbols are the same as in Hiy. 4. not need to be extraordinary large, and even a moderatessates
C+N+0O might explain observations. The direct determination of
the CNO content for a few stars of this sequence by Yong et al.
over a very broad range and extreme values cannot be explai(®011) indicates a low C ([Ee}~ —0.7) and a very high N con-
in this way. tent (up to [NFel~ +2.2), favouring the first explanation, since
We recall that Carretta et al. (2011a) found a large spread.in
Ba abundances along the RGB. Ten stars in their sampl@%9 & We estimated the impact of a very large N abundances eny
are clearly Ba-rich ([B&Fe]> 0.7), while the remaining ones dis-computing synthetic Stromgren colours for for a red giafithwhe

tribute over the range 0<[Ba/Fe]<0.7. This latter scatter might same approach of Carretta et al. (2011b). We consideredatie af
%red giant withM,, = -1, [FgH]=-1.3, [GFe]=-0.6, [NFe]=1.7, and

be related to the use of a not optimal line (the 6141 A on / f .

which is blended with a Fe | line). However, in that work th é '::]n_(;?r'nlélig?n;%gﬁgge&g:];% %OI[OWUIE;‘]'E? th:fn% c[’g::ae'rlf% flo)r a
group of Ba-rich stars tends to haye on average larger abwg found that an extremely N-rich star haw a y colour 0.41 mag
dances of Na (0-2[N&/Fel< 0.5; see FiglB). On the other handeqger than the "normal N-rich” one. This comparison showea the
our RHB stars clearly divide into two groups: seven star8are anomalous - y sequence can be produced by}~ 1.55, which im-
rich ([Ba/Fel> 0.7), the remaining are Ba-poor ([Bee]< 0.4). plies a CNO excess of only 0.15 dex with respect to normal stars in
Since RHB makes up60% of the HB stars in NGC 1851, Ba-NGC 1851.
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in agreement with that by Villanova et al. On the other hase, a
suming [(CG+N+O)/Fe]~ 0.15 is however enough to explain the
anomalouw — y colours of these stars. There are several possi-
ble sources of errors in this determination, including eysitic
errors in the atmospheric parameters or departures of treal a

1 spheres from the model ones. Also, it is possible that SB&S

1 is not a typical Ba-rich star (the Ba excess of [B&l=+0.93 is

1 lower than that obtained for a few other stars). Howeves thi
comparison suggests that after all the Ba-rich RHB stardinig
possibly be not particularly rich in the sum o#®8+0O.

[Ba/Fe]

4.4. The Na/Ba poor and Na/Ba-rich RHB stars in the
colour-magnitude diagram

The Na-poor RHB stars have a very small rang®&in V and

Stromgren colours, and hendgz (~ 200 K peak-to-valley).

They appear as a very compact group in all diagrams we plot-

ted. The Ba-rich RHB stars are bluer (by)84+ 0.012 mag in

B-V), warmer (by 148& 32 K), and on average slightly brighter

T 7% thanthe other RHB stars: thefiirence iV magnitude is small

05 o o5 1 (—0.035+ 0.012 mag) but significant at almost3. The two
[Na/Fe] groups of RHB stars separate clearly in the colour-magaitud
diagram, because fiierences of average values are larger than
Fig. 7. Correlation of the [N&Fe] and [B#Fe] abundance ratios the internal scatter of each group.
for stars of NGC 1851. Left panel: HB stars; right panel: RGB The luminosity diference between Ba-rich and Ba-poor

stars from Carretta et al. (2011b). Symbols are the same ad:iB stars might in principle be explained in various ways: Fo
Fig.[4. instance, it might be attributed to afidirence ofAY ~ 0.008

in the He content. However, aftBrence in He abundance alone
would not explain why the RGB Ba-rich stars (likely the proge
they find [(G+N+O)/Fe]> 1.0 for the most extreme stars. Thdtors of the RHB Ba-rich stars) have anomalous y colours.
same Yong et al. (2011) caution however that use of NH rathEnis hypothesis is then not enough to justify all observatio
than CN (the specie considered for the NGC 1851 analysis) pro A difference in HB luminosity similar to that observed would
vide fairly lower N abundances (up to 0.44 dex) for RGB sta@so be produced by a change of 0.1 dex in metallicity, wese th
in NGC 6752. Were this sameftiirence be valid for NGC 1851, Na-rich more metal-poor than the Na-poor ones. However Na-
a less spectacular but still quite high [{8+0)/Fe]~ 0.6 would rich RHB stars have [Fel]=-1.121+ 0.015, r.m.s0.045 dex,
be obtained for the same stars. Villanova et al. (2009) only-p and Na-poor ones [Ad]=-1.147+0.010,r.m.s-0.066 dex. This
lished the sum of the CNO abundances (which they found itonot likely to produce appreciableftérences in both luminos-
be [(C+N+O)/Fe]~ 0.2 for both the Ba-rich and Ba-poor stars)jty and colours. Therefore this hypothesis does not agréle wi
but they kindly provided us with the values they obtained farbservations.
the individual elements. They also found low C abundances in Furthermore, since CNO abundance variations have been
all the stars they examined, the mean value for the stars widely proposed to explain the SGB and HB of NGC 1851
the Ba-rich sequence being /F&]=-0.58. For the same stars(Salaris et al. 2008; Cassisi et al. 2008; Ventura et al. 2009
they also found [NFe]=1.09 and [@Fe]=-0.15. For stars in the it is useful to consider if they can justify these observadio
Ba-poor sequence they obtain/fe}=-0.88, [NFel=0.71 and However, while CNO-rich HBs are indeed brighter than CNO-
[O/Fel=0.09. While C and O abundances agree fairly well withormal ones, they are expected to be also much redder (Lee eta
those of Yong et al., the N abundances are veffetint, which 1994; Pietrinferni et al. 2009), while they are bluer. Thukition
is surprising since the same CN lines are used in both armalyse then not acceptable too.
We conclude that the exact values of the CNO abundances in theWe finally note that there are two Na-rich and Ba-poor
RGB Ba-rich stars is still uncertain, although they are digfin  RHB stars (#39317 and #50923). They are300 K warmer
more N-rich and C- and O-poor than the RGB Ba-poor stars. and~ 0.1 mag brighter than the average RHB stars. We sug-
We have not measured the sum afiC+O for the RHB stars. gest that these two stars evolved wetl their ZAHB locations,
However, the lack of detection of the N | line at 8216 A yieldsvhich were possibly on the BHB or within the instability gtri
an upper limit to the N abundance of el 1.55 for the warm Incidentally, the only RR Lyrae variable is Na-rich, butuckily
Ba-rich star #54362, which has [E]=0.00. Given the possible we do not have Ba abundance determination for this star.
systematic errors in N abundances from CN lines and the error
bar of our determination, this is perhaps not incompatilita w
the results of Yong et al. for Ba-rich RGB stars, and agreds wi
that of Villanova et al. If we now assume that the C contribu;
tion to the sum of @N+0O is negligible, as found for stars along
the RGB, we get an upper limit of [(EN+O)/Fel 0.5 for this To look for an explanation of the conundrum of the Ba-rich RHB
star. Taken literally, the comparison between the uppdt fon  stars, we have to considerfiirences in more than a single pa-
the Ba-rich RHB star and the BHB ones indicates an excessrameter between Ba-rich and Ba-poor RHB stars. For instance
C+N+O smaller than a factor of 2 for the first star. This is lowewe may assume that the Ba-rich stars are not only more rich in
than the range in CNO abundances estimated by Yong et al., &dO elements (which may explain the anomalgusy colour

.5. Comparison with simulated HBs
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Fig. 8. Comparison between observed (upper panel) and a synthBtfoHNGC 1851. The synthetic CMD has been obtained by
considering< M >=0.670:0.005M,, Y=0.248 (red open squares); M >=0.640:0.006 M, Y=0.265 (filled red circles)x

M >=0.650:0.004,M,, Y=0.248 (cyan filled triangles¥ M >=0.590:0.005M,, Y=0.280 (blue open circles). These populations
have been selected in order to reproduce the observecbdistn of stars on the HB and SGB, as well as the anomalous red
sequence on the RGB in the (v—y)) diagram (see text for further details). Solid and dasiesklin the upper panel represent the
average brightness of, respectively, the horizontal gfatteoblue HB and the red HB, as derived from the synthetic CH@r.ease

of comparison, the dashed line is also displayed at the codmge of the horizontal part of the blue HB.

on the RGB), but also older (and then less massive) than the Bd photometry to create the reference observational CMD, for
poor RHB stars. In the scenario where the separation betwéeincludes also mean magnitudes of RR Lyrae stars, thah#ll t
BHB/f-SGB and RHBb-SGB sequences is due to an agéeti  gap seen in Fid.]2 between the RHB and the more extreme BHB.
ence of about 1 Gyr, this corresponds to attributing to thei@a We will denote as ’horizontal part of the BHB’ this section of
stars an age more similar to the first group or at least intdirmethe observed HB.

ate between the two. To explore this possibility, we ran some

simulz_ition_for the HB of NGC 1851. They were performed as \\e have employed as reference set the HB evolutionary
described in Salaris et al. (2008) and we adopted Walker@{1994cks for [FgH]=—1.31, Y=0.248, p/Fel=0.4 from the BaSTI
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database (Pietrinferni et al. 2006). In addition, we have inter-

polated among the-enhanced BaSTI models at9.248 and LI A B M I I N R R IR
Y =0.300, to determine HB tracks for intermediate values of Y, i T T ]
at [FeH]=-1.31. Finally, we have also interpolated between | Y=0-28 op Y5028 o Y=030 =
the reference set and the CNO and Na anticorrelated models o T T o' .
with CNO sum enhanced by 0.3 dex (Pietrinferni et al. 2009)16.0 - ¢ R ° Lo, "
to determine HB tracks with a milder CNO-enhancement, equal | ©° 9° 1 - 1 3. _
to 0.15 dex. We adopted E(B-¥).02 (Walker 1998) and em- L Y Y - - R i
ployed a distance modulusn(- M)y=15.58 obtained from & 1 .. 1 .°.<g |
matching the mean magnitude of the RHB with our synthetic * %5} . * i 2
counterpart. . o8 R R %g’ . . R

H : . . 6.5 =« ° — o . — O . -

In our simulations we have considered as constraints a num- s, 85 Voo oo 3B e

ber ratio between b-SGB and f-SGB stars equal to 70:30, afid [ t:%;, o T % 1T < i
a 30:10:60 ratio between stars at the blue side, within, and a [ '&b 00 T ?% T % F ]
the red side of the instability strip, respectively. Figi@lis- P T.% T.% ]
plays a realization of our synthetic calculations of thestdu HB ‘s 2. "f
(bottom panel) compared to the observed CMD (upper panelyz.o |y % -+ :o o . i
The number of stars in the synthetic HB is approximately équa L ° L, 1 _
to the observed numbers. We considered the observed HB of | o 1 1 i
NGC1851 formed by the contribution of fourftlirent stellar T T T T
populations, with a Gaussian mass distribution for eachpmem 00 02 04 00 02 04 00 02 04
nent: (v-1) (V-1) (v-1)

— The BHB/f-SGB population: it is associated to the f-SG

ig. 9. Comparison between the photometry displayed in[Hig. 8

estricted to the bluest HB stars, and the correspondinipetin
0 1
and makes up therefore25% of the cluster stellar content. ;g simulations, for various assumptions about the initi@ H

To match both color and magnitude of the BHB we adOptq:%ntents (see labels). The two horizontal lines mark theoreg

a HB mass ok M >= 0.590=+ 0.005M, (corresponding t0 a s cMD that include stars whose surface He abundance have
total mass loss of the RGB progenitor equat@20M,, for been measured for this work

a~12 Gyr population with the chemical composition speci-
fied below) a normal [€N+O]/Fe abundance and an helium

content ¥=0.280 (blue circles in Fig.18); _ Our synthetic HB simulations show that with a suitable
The RHB population: this population is the dominant clustgtojce of age and CNO abundances we can reproduce the loca-
population ¢55%) and represents the vast majority of thgon of the Ba-rich stars in the color-magnitude diagrambfoh
progeny of b-SGB stars. It has been assumed to b& Gyr RGB and HB stars. Other pairs of parameters are not as success
younger than the BHB one, with a cosmological helium cofg|. The anomalous - y colours of the RGB Ba-rich stars can
tent ¥=0.248 and the same §N+O]/Fe abundance of the only be explained with overabundances of CNO elements. The
BHB. The observed CMD is reproduced with a HB mass @fmall diterences in luminosity and [f] rule out pairs such as

< M >= 0.670+ 0.005M; (open red squares in the Fid. 8\ He, CNO) or ([F¢H], CNO).

consistent with the same total RGB mass loss as for the pro-

genitors of BHB objects;

The population of Ba-rich stars: this population~40%

of the cluster stellar content. It has been reproduced with ag gutlined above, our selected distribution of initial He
a mass ok M >= 0.650+ 0.004M, (consistent with an o ndances generates a satisfactory fit to the overall HB mor
intermediate age between the two above populations), &gjlogy. In particular, the initial He adopted for the bulk o
suming a cosmological helium content¥.248 and an en- pHp stars and for the horizontal part of the blue HB repro-
hanced [GN+.O]/Fe by 0.15 dex (cyan filled triangles in theguces nicely the increase of the average HB brightness when
Figure[8). This mean mass corresponds to a progenitor ggying away from the RHB towards higheffective tempera-
intermediate between the RHB and BHB populations, whefyes On the other hand, as shown by Fig. 9, the bluest HB is
the same total RGB mass loss is assumed; almost perpendicular in the (V — 1) plane, and does not al-

A fourth population constituting-10% of the cluster stars |oy 5 clear-cut selection of the most appropriate initiald#en-

has been added to populate the horizontal part of the BRB e One can safely conclude that the lower He mass fractio
V|s.|ble_|n Walker_ (1998_3) CMD, that includes the instabilityy _q 26 s clearly ruled out, and there is some hint thaD¥30

strip (filled red circles in Figurgl8). We employed for thesgenerates a too steep sequence compared to the observed CMD,
stars a HB mass ot M >= 0.640+ 0.006Mo, Y=0.265 |yt some constraints are required. They are indeed protided
and normal [@N+OJ/Fe abundances, to reproduce both thé\1ps that make use of ultraviolet photometric bands, as has
color extension and the magnitude of the HB &%0< V —  pean shown conclusively by Busso et al. (2007) and Dalessand

| < 0.55. Our spectroscopic data do not cover this portion @ 5| (2011). We have therefore compared our synthetic HB si
the HB, but this additional popullatlon is o_bV|oust Necegsa, |ations with data in the Strémgren(u — y) CMD — obtained

to reproduce the observed HB in the region of the instabilityyy, the same dataset used for determiningTthe of our star
strip, and accounts for the two Na-rich Ba-poor stars béghtsample (see the discussion in the previous sections). Time co
and warmer than the bulk of RHB stars. parison is shown in Fig.10. In this CMD the morphology of the
bluer part of NGC1851 HB puts strong constraints on the ini-

% httpy/www.oa-teramo.inaf JBASTI tial Y values: both the lower (¥0.26) and higher (¥0.30) He
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Fig. 10. As Fig.[@ but in the Stroemgrem (u —y) CMD. The Fig.11.Comparison between the spectrum of star #46902 (solid

adopted distance modulus and reddening are the same empldiye) and that of a star with very similar temperature (#4800

in Fig.[8. The two horizontal lines have the same meaning asdashed line) in the regions of the Na D (left panel) and O Idine

Fig.@ (right panel). Note that the stellar D1 line at 5890 A is bledd
with the interstellar D2 line in these spectra.

abundances are clearly ruled out, whereas an initial He-abun )
dance ¥=0.28 is able to reproduce the observed distribution §f6- Peculiar stars

stars in this CMD. This value of Y is consistent with the ceny is very unlikely that stars with radial velocities comitée
tral value of the He abundance distribution obtained froecsp ith that of NGC 1851 are not member of the cluster. For this
troscopy. Notice the three stars locateduat-(y) <1.0, that ap- yeason, stars with peculiar abundances should be examéned ¢
pear overluminous compared to trend set by the synthetic cgjjly. There are a few such stars. Along the BHB, star #4632 h
culations. Their colors correspond T@;; above 12000 K, that very low abundances of both O and Na (f@]=-1.20, [NaFe}=-
marks the onset of radiative levitation (Grundahl et al. 999 g 56). Other stars of NGC 1851 with a similar temperatureehav
It is also important to remark that at the relatively high temmyych stronger lines (see Figure 11); we notice that the Na D2
peratures of the BHB stars displayed in Higl 10 tifie@ of |ine js however detectable, and it is not wider than thosetodio
the CNONa abundance anticorrelations on the bolometric c@fars, excluding the possibility that this star is a fasatat We
rections to thes andy bands are expected to be negligible (segave not a definite explanation for this anomaly, but it issiiale
Sbordone et al. 2011). that this is a very metal poor star. This possibility woulchbest
This discussion shows that many aspects of NGC 1851 Galiguing. We notice that it has a large- y colour, which might
be derived by using the whole set of observations availabie uggest a low gravity.
HB stars. However, we acknowledge that we had to consider |n addition, a few stars have very high Na abundances. Some
many diferent stellar populations, and this may then appegxamples are shown in Fig]12. Errors are large for BHB stars,
quite contrived. In addition, we are aware that other combinpyt anyhow star #40227 stands out as peculiar /(fNp:1.48).
tions of parameters are likely possible, including e.gtedllé Results for RHB stars are much more robust. There are two RHB
mass loss laws for fierent group of stars. Anyhow, we thinkstars that have large Na abundances and low Ba-ones. They are
that any model trying to reproduce this whole set of obsesat warmer and brighter than typical RHB stars. They are thaziyik
must assume that NGC 1851 contains many stellar populatiafgrs evolved fi the Zero Age HB. Their progenitors were likely
and that its history was certainly complex. Finally, we wish RR Lyrae or BHB stars. There is also one star with a very large
notice that the dference of our derived HB He abundance dig\a excess (#31903: [Mae]=0.93). This is a very Ba-rich star.
tribution compared to Salaris et al. (2008) results is nyaille  The nature of these extremely Na-rich stars should needcéespe

to the diferent photometric datasets we employed here, as wgicussion, that is deferred to a forthcoming paper.
as to the larger number of observational constraints adedun

for in our simulations.
5. Conclusions

We presented an analysis of the abundances of several ékemen
including He, N, O, Na, Mg, Si, Ca, Fe, and Ba, in about a hun-
dred stars along the HB of NGC 1851. We observed 35 BHB
stars, 1 RR Lyrae variable, 55 RHB stars, and 13 RGB stars for
comparison. Results of this analysis helped to better whaied
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On the whole, the observational frame suggests that most
BHB stars descend from the f-SGB stars and are old while most
RHB stars descend from the b-SGB and are young, tfierdi
ence in age being of the order of 1 Gyr. However, the cortati
is possibly not one-to-one: it is in fact possible (thoughatall
demonstrated) that Ba-rich RHB stars descend from f-SGB.sta
If this is the case, then some of the BHB stars and RR Lyrae vari
ables descend from b-SGB stars, else there would be an excess
of b-SGB stars with respect to the observed RHB stars. A com-
parison with the case of NGC 362, a GC with a metallicity and
age very similar to that of the young component of NGC 1851,
shows that this is not unlikely. In fact, while lacking anyident
f-SGB, NGC 362 has a significant population of RR Lyrae vari-
ables and a scatter of stars along the BHB. Remarkably, the RR
Lyrae of NGC 362 and NGC 1851 are indistinguishable in the
period-amplitude diagram (Szekely et al. 2007; Walker 3998
suggesting similar masses and luminosities. The presenae o
group of stars that might be identified with the second gener-
ation of the young component of NGC 1851 at the cool end of
the BHB would contribute explaining the lack of correlatidre-
tween Na and O abundances with temperature along the BHB.

Several features of NGC 1851 are still unclear. The most rel-

evant is the exact composition (CNO enrichment) and dating o

Fig. 12.Comparison between the spectra of three RHB stars: st3¢ Ba-rich sequence. This sequence shows evidence far orig
#50923 is a Na-rich and Ba-poor star; star #47546 is Na-rifRting from polluters that experienced thermal pulses, aed
and Ba-rich; star #32245 is Na-poor and Ba-poor. Note theat t{1en likely of rather small mass, but given these unceiitsits

stellar D1 line at 5890 A is blended with the interstellar bzl "0!€ in the formation scenario for this cluster is still toureder-
in these spectra. stood. Progress can be obtained by both a precise deteiomnat

of the CNO content of these stars and their identificatiomglo
the SGB of NGC 1851. In addition, the match between the two
RGB groups with dierent Fe abundance found by Carretta et al.
culiar cluster, which has a bimodal distribution of stasngithe (2011a and 2011b) and the evolutionary sequences requires f
HB (about 23 RHB and 13 BHB), a split SGB (about/3 b- ther confirmation and clarification. Finally, the whole saga
SGB and 13 f-SGB), and an RGB with a sequence of stars witfor the formation and evolution of this interesting clusteeds
anomalousr — y colours including some 10% of the stars. Théo be put on a more sound basis.
stars in this anomalous RGB are Ba-rich.
The main results we obtained may be summarized as fabknowledgements. This publication makes use of data products from the
lows: Two Micron All Sky Survey, which is a joint project of the Umisity of
Massachusetts and the Infrared Processing and Analysiser@zadifornia
— RHB stars divide into two groups: the vast majority is Nalnstitute of Technology, funded by the National Aeronasitiand Space

_rich- _1E0, i ministration and the National Science Foundation. Th&earch has made
poor and O-rich; about 10-15% of the stars are Na-rich aﬁge of the NASAs Astrophysical Data System. This reseaashlieen funded

. . U
moderately O-poor, most, b_ut not all, pf them being Ba'”dl'ﬁy PRIN INAF "Formation and Early Evolution of Massive Stausters”.
— These two groups occupy distinct regions of the colour mag- we thank Sandro Villanova for having given us access to hjmblished
nitude diagram, the Na-rich stars being redder and slighthsuits about CNO abundances in red giants of NGC 1851.
brighter than the Na-poor ones.
— An Na-O anticorrelation exists also among BHB stars,
that are on average more Na-rich and O-poor than RH®eferences
stars. However, there is no clear correlation with tempergpnso. A.. Arribas, S., Martinez-Roger, C. 1999, AGAS, 1861
turg/colours. Alonso, A., Arribas, S., Martinez-Roger, C. 2001, A&A, 37639
— The BHB stars are enriched in N, but not exceptionally sarklem, P.S., Piskunov, N., O'Mara, B.J. 2000, A&A, 363910
The total CNO abundance is unlikely to be anomalous. ~ Befr. B.B., Cohen, J.G., McCarthy, J K., Djorgowski, S.@99, ApJ, 517, 1135
— The He abundance of the BHB ¥ = 0.29 + 0.05. This is Zc" B-C.. Diorgovski, S.G., Cohen, J.G., et al. 2000a, A28, 849
. . , Behr, B.C., Cohen, J.G., McCarthy, J.K. 2000b, ApJ, 531, L37
consistent with both the cosmological value and a small Hgkki, K., Yong, D. 2011, MNRAS, in press (arXiv:1109.4463)
enhancement. This confirms the lack of evidence for veBgllazzini, M., Ibata, R.A., Chapman, S.C. et al. 2008, /25,11147

|arge He enhancements within NGC 1851. BUSSQ, G., Ca_ssisi, S, Piqtto, G., Castellani, M., Ronilani®., Catelan, M.,
Djorgovski, S. G., Recio Blanco, A., et al. 2007, A&A, 474510
When coupled with previous knowledge about this clustegfatau, E., Maiorca, E., Bonifacio, P. et al. 2009, A&A, 498, 877
these results clearly rule out the explanation of the amdjtof galzn“_d%, Z\"gtl aI.tZOOé,épi)IGtLQ, 4J0cs) 1989, ApJ
the SGB as due to variations in the total CNO abundance.cgingy"a'w.’ Gf‘gy"g'.Fl'angaD.'S'et al. 2008, AJp 1’3%4292
difference in age thus remains the only plausible explanation. @arretta, E., Bragaglia, A., Gratton, R.G., et al. 2009, ABA5, 117
the other hand, we suggest to link the Ba-rich RHB stars \aigh tCarretta, E., et al. 2010, ApJ, 722, L1
Ba-rich RGB ones. To explain the anomalausy colours, these Caretta, E., Lucatelio, S., Gratton, R.G., et al. 2011aph833, 69
stars should be very N-rich (jRe}~ 1.55). This upper limit to Ca”gt&iv.'i'l’ogrgfs%“a’ A, Gratton, R.G., et al. 2011b, A&in press
the N abundance is not inconsistent with the abundance uppg&sisi .. Salaris, M., Pietrinferni. A., et al. 2008, A2, L115

limit of [N /Fe]< 1.55 we obtain for one Ba-rich RHB star. Catelan, M. 1997, ApJ, 478, L99

some of the critical issues concerning the formation of pleis
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