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ABSTRACT

Context. Recent investigations have revealed a surprising lackasfecbinaries among extreme horizontal branch (EHB) staisein
globular cluster NGC 6752, at variance with the analogoisfeald stars. Another puzzling result concerns the deriyetsoscopic

masses for some EHB stars.

Aims. The present paper extends our study of NGC 6752 to M 80 and NIBE; 3o establish whether the unexpected properties of
EHB stars in NGC 6752 are also present in other clusters.

Methods. Twenty-one horizontal branch stars (out of which 5 EHBs) B@5986 and 31 in M 80 (11 EHBSs) were observed during
four consecutive nights. We measured radial velocity tiara and evaluated statistical and systematic errorspéestures, gravities,
and helium abundances were also measured.

Results. By means of a statistical analysis of the observed radialcitl variations, we detected one EHB close binary candidat
per cluster. In M 80, the best estimate of the close binary Hid&ion is f=12%, and even the lowest estimate of the binary fraction
among field sdB stars can be ruled out within a 90% confidenet. [Because of the small observed sample, no strong coonbis
can be drawn on the close EHB binary fraction for NGC 598&icalgh our best estimate is rather lof«=@5%).

For the discrepancy in spectroscopic derived masses vatretical models observed in NGC 6752, our analysis of M 8@ Btdrs
shows a similar trend. For the first time, we report a cleardtie surface helium abundance with temperature, althooglréend for
the hottest stars is still unclear.

Conclusions. Our results show that the deficiency of close binaries amadtB Btars is now confirmed in two, and possibly three,
globular clusters. This feature is therefore not a peatyyiaf NGC 6752. Our analysis also proves that the strangely spectroscopic
masses among EHB stars are now confirmed in at least a seastedrcOur results confirm thdtcould be a function of the age of
the sdB star population, but we find that recent models have soblem reproducing all observations.

Key words. stars: horizontal branch — binaries: close — binaries:tspswopic — stars: fundamental parameters — globularerust
individual: M 80, NGC 5986

1. Introduction too thin to sustain hydrogen shell burning, and after He egha

. . _ tion in the core they are expected to evolve directly to théevh
Horizontal branchl (!—!B) stars in Galactic globular clusters qarf cooling sequence without ascending the asymptotic gi
old stars of low initial mass (0.7-0.9 M which, after the 5 hranch (AGB manqué stalrs, Greggio & Refizini 1990). EHB
exhaustion of hydrogen in the stellar core and the ascensign s have been extensively observed and also studied in the
along the red giant branch, eventually ignited helium COfgyaciic field, identified as the so-called subdwarf B-tygs)
burning (Hoyle & Schwarzschild_1955; Faulkner 1966). The, s [(Greenstéln 1971; Caloi 1072; Heber 1986), althokish t
most puzzling feature of these stars is surely the large V-5 gpectroscopic classification without direct link to tiel-
riety of HB mophologies in globular clusters (see for exg eyolutionary stage. Given the intrinsic faintness @t ob-
ample_Piotto et al._2002), which is only partly explained bi.cis they are still spectroscopically poorly observeglabular
differences in metallicity (the so-called "second parame usters, and many open problems lack full comprehensies (s

problem”, [Sandage & Wildey 1967; van den Bergh 1967). |gonj Bidin et al 2008b: Cateltn 2005, for recent reviews).
this context, the foremost problem is the presence of ex-

treme horizontal branch (EHB) stars at the faint hotter ehd o One of the most evident features of HB stars is the on-
HBs (Tex >20000 K), even in high metallicity clusters likeset of atmospheric ffusion for temperature3e; >11000-
NGC 6388 and NGC 6441 (Rich etal. 1997). EHB stars afi@ 000 K. This causes changes in their photometric proper-

identified as hot He-core burning stars with an externallepee ties (Grundahl et al. 1999), deficiency of helium because of
gravitational settling, and strong (solar to super-soéels)

* Based on observations with the ESO Very Large Telescope &ftirichment of heavy metals (Glaspey etlal. 1985, NGC6397;
Paranal Observatory, Chile (proposal ID 69.D-0682) Glaspey et al. 1989; Moehler et al. 2000, NGC6752; Behrlet al.
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1999; [Moehler et al.| 2003, M13; _Behretal. 2000, M152006b, hereafter Paper I). Recently Moni Bidin et al. (2008a
Fabbian et all 2005, NGC1904; Pace et al. 2006, NGC2808howed that the best estimate of the close binary fracticongm
Precise calculations confirmed thaffdsion should be at work EHB stars in NGC 6752 is onl§=4%. On the basis of theoreti-
in the atmospheres of these stars and can account for odsead and observational results available in the literativey sug-
anomalies/(Michaud et al. 1983). Michaud et lal. (2008) rdgengested the presence offaage relation._ Han (2008) supported
confirmed the role of atomic fiusion in the observed abundancehis hypothesis with detailed theoretical calculatiofmveing
anomalies using new stellar evolution models. Spectrasattp that the binary scenario naturally predicts a steep deerefs
determined surface gravities are systematically lowen fiv@- close binary fraction with increasing age of the sdB popaoihat
dictions for stars in this temperature range (Moehler £1%05), This seems a further success of Han’s models, but the general
a problem only partially explained by abundance anomali&sck of observational data in globular clusters and the tage
(Moehler 2001). Vink & Cassisi (2002) point out that neglecties on the predicted values (due to uncertainties on model
ing the presence of stellar wind can cause measured surfpaeameters) still requires caution.
gravities to be erroneously low, and an enhanced stellad in ~ Observations of globular clusters other than NGC 6752 are
actually the explanation that Moni Bidin etlal. (2007, héiea needed to verify that the low fraction of close EHB systems is
MO7) proposed for some bright stars showing erroneously lavet a peculiar feature of this cluster. Also other types ofby
masses. It is worth noting, however, that optical and UV obs&ystems must be included in future searches. In fact, bade wi
vations do not support high mass loss rates for field EHB staimaries|(Reed & Stiening 2004; Morales-Rueda &t al. 2008) a
in general, with the exception of few relatively luminougets systems with very low-mass secondaries (Menzies & Marang
(Maxted et al. 2001; Lisker et al. 2005). Momany et al. (2002.986) are known to exist among field sdBs (although they are
2004) found that at temperatures hotter than 23 000 K HB starsninor population there) and it has been shown that they can
deviate again from canonical tracks in the color-magnittide provide an additional channel for the formation of sdB stars
agram, and they proposed a new onset dfudion as expla- |n this paper we present the results of a binary search in two
nation of this feature. The low helium abundances found Ryiditional globular clusters, NGC 5986 and M 80. A first analy
Moehler et al.|(2000) and MO7 on some hot stars seem to c@jis of data was presented.in Moni Bidin et al. (2006a). Here we
firm this hypothesis, but the pattern of abundance with teeperefine that preliminary overview with the correction of syst
ture is unclear. atic dfects and a detailed error analysis, and we extensively use
In canonical models, the mass of the He-burning core is agatistical calculations to better clarify the significarod our re-
proximatively the same for all HB stars, equal to the minimursults. We also present results about atmospheric parssratdr
required for core helium flask:(0.5Mo,|Schwarzschild & Harm masses for our target stars.
1962), but the envelope mass decreases for higher temperatu
The extremely hot EHB stars retain just a very thin inert hy-
drogen envelope<0.02M,, IHebelr 1986), and must have suf2. Observations and data reduction
fered an extreme mass loss during their evolution. Manylsing i ,
star evolutionary channels have been invoked to explain EHHe selected 21 HB stars in NGC 5986 and 31 in M 80, span-
star formation in globular clusters, including interacgowith Ning a wide range inféective temperature. Targets in M 80 were
a close planet (SoKér 1998, see also Silvotti et al. 2007), d¥ided in two fields, named M80a (17 stars) and M80b (15
mixing driven by internal rotation (Sweigart & Mengel 19798tars), with diferent slit configurations for multi-object spec-
Sweigait/ 1997) or by stellar encountefs (Suda ket al. 1200%Pscopy. One star in M 80 (#14327) was accidentally observe
dredge-up induced by H-shell instabilities (von Rufiital. N both fields (as star 1a and 12b respectively). The position
1988, but see aldo Denissenkov & VandenBerg 2003), close 8hihe observed stars along the HB of their parent cluster are
counters with a central, intermediate-mass black Hole ébtip Shown in Fig[1, while astrometric and photometric data from
2007), and a sub-population of stars with high helium abufomany et al.|(2003) and Momany et &l. (2004) are presented
dance (e.g/. D’Antona et 8l. 2005). The discovery of mugtiplin Tablel2. . . .
main sequences i@ Cen [Bedin et dl. 2004) and in NGC 2808  The spectrawere collected during four nights of obserwatio
(Piotto et al.[2007) reinforced the idea that in some clu§lune 11th to 14th, 2002) at the VLT-UT4 telescope equipped
ters there might be a fraction of stars super-He rich, up Ygth the spectrograph FORS2 in MXU mode. We employed the
Y ~0.40 {Norris 2004 Piotto et EI. 2005; D’Antona etlal. 20059rism 1400V with 05- wide slits, and the resulting resolution
Lee etal.[ 2005). Nevertheless binary models, in which sdBas 1.2 A. The 2400s exposures were always acquired in pairs
stars form through dynamical interactions within binarg-sy and subsequently summed, with the exception of one single ad
tems, have been very successful in reproducing obsergatidiitional spectrum of NGC 5986 targets during the secondtnigh
(Han et al| 2002, 2003, 2007), and are actually the most pk¥e finally decided to exclude it from analysis because obits t
ferred scenario for field sdB star formation. Indeed, many suow SN, which caused unreliable measurements. The bias, flat,
veys have shown the existence of a large population of séBd lamp exposures were acquired during daytime. Justéefor
binaries [(Ferguson etlal. 1984; Allard etlal. 1994; Ulla & flhe each pair of exposures, a slit image (without grism) wasrtake
1998; | Aznar Cuadrado & fiery [2001; | Maxted et al|_2001; which was used to correct the spectroscopic data for ingnam
Williams et al.| 2001] Reed & Stiening 2004; Napiwotzki et aftal effects. The spectral range varied from star to star because of
2004). Among them, close systems with periods shorter theifferent positions of the slit in the mask, but thg khe was
10 days play a major role (Moran et lal. 1999ffBaet al| 1998; always inside the spectral range.
Heber et al. 2002; Morales-Rueda et al. 2003). The closeyina During each night, we successfully collected at least oire pa
fraction among field sdB stars is certainly high but stilt ill of medium-resolution spectra for NGC 5986, and the resultin
determined, ranging from 70% (Maxted etlal. 2001) to 40-45%mporal sampling was very good. Unfortunately, because of
(Napiwotzki et all 2004). In this context, it came as a great s strong winds from north, observations of M 80 could not be car
prise that first surveys in globular clusters revealed a lafck ried out during the entire first night and partially the setone.
close binary systems among the EHB stars (Moni Bidin et dlhe starting time of the pairs of exposures is given in Table 1



C. Moni Bidin et al.: A lack of close binaries among hot horita branch stars in globular clusters 3

Table 1.UT at the start of the first of each pair of exposures.

Field night

12 13 14 15
. NGC5986| 1:18 23:19 3:00 3:00

o 3:23

1~ NGC 5986

L e B ' M 80a - 6:20 23:27 4:30
o ’ ’ 0:53
. B . M 80b - - 4:31 23:32
18 — e - ’ . 0:57
LY
= °

. ‘ S .o Data reduction was performed with standard MIB/Boce-
9 e . . B dures. All slitlets were trimmed from the multi-object framand
' co reduced independently. The wavelength calibration (wlepw
performed using He and HgCd lamp exposures, fitting a@ler
polynomial to the dispersion relation for both grisms. Theam
rms of this fit for the medium-resolution spectra was 2186°A.
All two-dimensional spectra were corrected for curvatuomg
the spatial axis tracing them with a specific MIDAS routine,
‘ , as described in_ Moehler & Sweigart (2006), and then extdacte
u-v with an optimum extraction algorithrm (Horne 1986). Sometim
(usually for brighter stars) this procedure failed, pradgaoisy
spectra with irregular continuum, and we opted for a simpha s
algorithm in these cases. 1400V spectra were rebinned to con
stant steps of 0.25/fix, and continuum-normalized. Most spec-
tra of M 80 stars showed a tiny but clear interstellar emrsiite
in the core of K. During data reduction we gave particular at-
tention to the proper removal of this feature, which couldilsp
the RV variation measurements. 600B spectra were rebinned
to a larger constant step (0.4pk), corrected for atmospheric
T extinction with the cofficients for La Silla observatory (Tug
17 = % . ) - 1977), and flux-calibrated. The response curve was obtaied
. . S . _ arately for each night, through observations of standaacs st
" : e . EG274 and LTT3218 with the flux table lof Hamuy et al. (1994).
. o , S Finally, on 600B spectra we fitted a Gaussian profile to the cor
18 - . i : S e of all Balmer lines from H to He, excluding H due to blending
‘ h with the Car H line, and we used the resulting average radial
velocity to shift the observed spectra to laboratory wavgies.

16 M8O

19 =
3. Measurements

3.1. Atmospheric parameters and masses

To derive atmospheric parameters by means of Balmer and he-
lium lines fitting, it is important to know whether the stella
atmosphere isfiected by difusion processes. In fact, the pro-
file of lines under study can be influenced by helium deple-
_ ) ) tion and metal enrichment. Moehler et al. (1999, 2000, 2003)
Fig. 1. Color-magnitude diagram of NGC 598@ipper pangl showed that strong Relines in the region 4450-4600 A are de-
and M 80 (ower pane), with targets highlighted. Stars for whichtectable even at low resolution wherffdsion starts up at about
we derive anomalously high masses are plotted as full tesng 12 000 K (see for example Fig. 3 in M07). Therefore, spectra
Photometric data are from Momany et al. (2003) for NGC 598 owing evidence of iron linesr of being hotter than 14 000 K
and Momany et all (2004) for M 80. (as deduced from their position in the color-magnitude idiam
were fit with metal-rich ([MH] +0.5) model spectra, whereas we
adopted metal-poor models (JM] = —1.5) for all other stars.

In few cases we relied also on higher resolution 1400V spectr

During the same run we took two 1350's exposures of eagmmed altogether for a highef\§ in search for evidence of
target with grism 600B, for a resulting resolution of 3A, tean atmospheric diusion. We kept the helium abundance fixed at

sure atmospheric parameters. Spectra were trimmed at 3600/A Eso_mIDAS is the acronym for the European Southern
on the blue side, because of the lack of instrumental respoRshservatory Munich Image Data Analysis System which is de-
and atmospheric transmission. All Balmer lines fromtBlH10 veloped and maintained by the European Southern Obseyvator
were always present in these spectra. (http;/www.eso.orgprojectgesomidag)

20 — )
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Table 2. Photometric data of program stars. Columns 1: slit We computed model atmospheres using ATLAS9 (Kudrucz
number. Columns 2-6: IDs, coordinates and photometric dét893) and used Lemke’s versfbof the LINFOR program (de-
fromMomany et al.|(2003) anid Momany et al. (2004).

slit ID RA (J2000) DEC (J2000) \Y; uy-v
hh:mm:ss el
NGC 5986
1 17512 15:46:06.215 -37:50:49.84 18.320 -0.052
2 17604 15:46:03.177 -37:50:41.41 16.892 0.756
3 17691 15:46:08.614 -37:50:29.56 19.812 -0.303
4 18077 15:46:05.939 -37:49:59.20 17.016 0.691
5 18240 15:46:07.543 -37:49:47.01 16.851 0.749
6 2103 15:46:10.144 -37:48:31.16 17.559 0.190
7 3192 15:46:11.382 -37:48:06.34 18.067 -0.077
8 3560 15:46:12.748 -37:47:58.32 18.434 -0.099
9 4175 15:46:16.056 -37:47:44.62 19.417 -0.279
10 4930 15:46:18.214 -37:47:29.39 17.143 0.453
11 5558 15:46:11.971 -37:47:21.61 17.349 0.252
12 6102 15:46:08.134 -37:47:13.91 17.725 0.147
13 7008 15:46:13.634 -37:46:54.66 16.879 0.604
14 7430 15:46:11.091 -37:46:48.42 17.004 0.514
15 8131 15:46:11.505 -37:46:34.93 19.370 -0.345
16 9049  15:46:04.640 -37:46:21.30 18.292 -0.105
17 9250 15:46:17.684 -37:46:09.79 16.929 0.673
18 10390 15:46:09.599 -37:45:51.45 16.681 0.554
19 11215 15:46:11.234 -37:45:30.85 17.182 0.446
20 11571 15:46:16.004 -37:45:17.74 20.078 -0.402
21 12099 15:46:09.689 -37:45:05.36 19.282 -0.189
M 80
la 14327 16:17:11.476 -22:59:23.30 19.086 -0.386
2a 14786 16:17:10.954 -22:59:06.21 16.304 0.596
3a 14985 16:17:08.723 -22:58:59.74 18.290 -0.223
4a 15200 16:17:06.303 -22:58:53.05 18.152 0.084
5a 16389 16:17:12.046 -22:58:05.56 18.549 -0.379
6a 16163 16:17:05.336 —-22:58:18.14 17.724 -0.117
7a 17173 16:17:10.234 -22:57:37.98 16.244 0.744
8a 17114 16:17:07.499 -22:57:42.36 17.515 -0.045
9a 16707 16:16:56.026 —22:58:04.77 20.023 -0.629
10a 17737 16:17:03.158 —22:57:21.75 19.359 -0.518
11a 18516 16:17:07.675 —22:56:45.43 18.635 -0.344
12a 18110 16:17:00.961 -22:57:07.79 17.053 0.027
13a 18992 16:17:08.007 —-22:56:18.24 16.391 0.469
14a 19040 16:17:06.095 -22:56:16.68 18.574 -0.337
15a 18391 16:16:54.498 -22:56:59.78 15.842 0.691
16a 19191 16:17:03.050 —22:56:07.66 19.124 -0.483
17a 19127 16:16:55.754 —22:56:16.88 19.450 -0.552
1b 12304 16:16:58.233 -23:01:19.25 19.590 -0.641
2b 14201 16:16:57.762 -22:59:37.14 17.898 -0.171
3b 13787 16:16:59.111 -22:59:53.45 18.261 -0.205
4b 12663 16:17:01.896 -23:00:48.22 19.133 -0.59
5b 12767 16:17:03.678 -23:00:40.16 19.712 -0.625
6b 13839 16:17:03.211 -22:59:48.33 16.342 0.596
7b 14022 16:17:05.686 —-22:59:38.95 18.909 -0.245
8b 14387 16:17:06.469 -22:59:24.31 17.697 -0.050
9b 12526 16:17:10.297 -23:00:52.02 19.520 -0.688
10b 13179 16:17:10.249 -23:00:12.68 17.348 -0.284
11b 15682 16:17:08.241 -22:58:34.56 16.995 0.005
12b 14327 16:17:11.476 -22:59:23.30 19.086 -0.386
13b 15183 16:17:12.947 -22:58:49.48 15.866 0.692
14b 14813 16:17:14.702 -22:59:02.51 16.427 0.485
15b 15470 16:17:15.921 -22:58:37.19 16.034 0.725

solar value (logge =

—1.00) for cool stars (& <11000K),
as the helium lines in their spectra are rather weak. Dufieg t,,,

fitting we verified that helium lines predicted for these sy
agreed with the observed ones.

veloped originally by Holweger, Sfieen, and Steenbock at Kiel
University) to compute a grid of theoretical spectra thatude
the Balmer lines H to Hy,, Her (4026 A, 4388 A, 4471 A,
4921 A), and Hex lines (4542 A and 4686 A). The grid cov-
ered the range 7000 K Ter < 35000 K, 2.5< logg < 6.0,
-3.0 < log = Nue < _10, at metallicities of [MH] = —1.5 and
+0.5. To estabhsh the best fit to the observed spectra, we used
the routines developed by Bergeron etlal. (1992) arfiéfat al.
(1994), as modified by Napiwotzki etlal. (1999), which employ
ay? test. Theo necessary for the calculation gf is estimated
from the noise in the continuum regions of the spectra. The fit
ting program normalizes modahd observed spectra using the
same points for the continuum definition, Mias excluded to
avoid the blended GaH line. The errors in each fitting proce-
dure were derived from the? of the fit itself (seé€ Moehler et al.
1999, for more details), under the assumption that the only e
ror source is the statistical noise. However, Napiwotzkiv(p
comm.) noted that the routine underestimates this stzistir-
ror by a factor of 2-4. In addition, errors in the normalipati
of the spectrum, imperfections of flat figbtty background cor-
rection, etc. may produce systematic errors, which are mdit w
represented by the error obtained from the fit routine.

For each star, we measured atmospheric parameters in the
two 600B spectra separately, and the final results are the
weighted mean of the two measurements. Errors were meltipli

by V3 because the fitting procedure assumes each pixel as inde-
pendent of the others, but when rebinning we oversampled the
spectra by a factor of three with respect to the dispersitarsS

la and 12b in M 80, which are actually the same object, were
studied as if they were twoflierent targets, so we could compare
the results as an indication of their quality. Results arexicel-

lent agreement (see Talble 4), despite the target being atheng
faintest ones, showing that the reported internal err@pesba-

bly realistic. The parameters from the two distinct measaets

are so similar that we found no need to weight them altoggether
hence in our analysis we will simply omit star 12b in order to
assure statistical uniformity to our sample. Here, the ahaoif
which star to exclude is quite irrelevant, and we opted tqpkee
star 1la for continuity with RV variation analysis, where the
slitlets are not equivalent because of the better time emesof

field M 80a (see discussion §8.2).

Masses were calculated from the previously measured atmo-
spheric parameters, through the equation:
|og_ |og£ - 4. |Ogl — w’ (1)

@ Jdo @ 25
obtained from basic relations. We adopted the standardesalu
Te=5777 K and logygp=4.4377. The bolometric correction was
derived from éective temperature through the empirical calibra-
tion of [Flower (1996). We adopted an apparent distance modu-
lus (m-M)y=15.96 for NGC 5986 and (#M)y=15.56 for M 80
(Harris| 1995, February 2003 Web version). Errors on mass es-
timates were derived from propagation of errors, assuming a
uncertainty of 0.1 on photometric quantities (distance uhaosl
magnitude and BC).

Our results are presented in Table 4. Despite the fact that in
struments, observing nights, and measurement procederes w
the same as in M07, the errors are much higher here, This-s eas
ily explained by the faintness of the targets in these twatels
ith respect to NGC6752.

2 For a description see htffa400.sternwarte.uni-erlangery-dai2glinfit/linfor.htr
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Fig. 2. Upper panel absolute value of measured RV variation§ig. 3. Teg-log(g) plot of observed stars. (full points: NGC 5986,
of all stars plotted against the spectrdNSLower panel same open points: M 80). Errorbars on single stars are omittedifor
plot but as a function of stellaffective temperature. ity, but the errorbar drawn in lower right corresponds to-typ

ical values”(TLj*) =0.03, o(log(g))=0.07 dex. Small points in-
dicate results on NGC 6752 from MO07. Zero-age (ZAHB) and
terminal-age (TAHB) horizontal branch theoretical tracks

3.2. Radial velocity variations also indicated, for [IyH]=-1.5 and canonical models €0.24)

Radial velocity (RV) variations were measured by means ef tgnd polluted ones (¥0.33) (see_Moehler et al. 2003, for de-
cross-correlation (CC) technique (Tonry & Davis 1979). Tdre tails).

gets are fainter by 1-2 magnitudes with respect to Paperd, an

spectra were much noisier despite the longer exposure .times

As a consequence, the measurement procedure presents some

small diference with respect to previous work, and final errokse shape of a Gaussian core with wide wings. We performed a
are higher, especially for hot stars. _ Gaussian fit of the central peak to determine its center. Bor h
We cross-correlated each spectrum with all the others of th stars, the low Bl (see Fig[R) required the application of a
same star using the IRBRask fxcor. Thus, we measured 10Fourier filter {Brault & Whité 1971). The resulting CC furmti
RV variations for each target in NGC 5986 (5 spectra per stajgst its strong irregularities and was easier to fit, but weagk
6 in M80a (4 spectra), and only 3 in M80b (3 spectra). To deerified that RV variation after filtering did notfiér from what
fine the sign of the variation, unnecessary for our goalsfitse could be (sometimes with fiiculties) deduced fitting the unfil-
spectrum in temporal order was always assumed as templatgad CC function
We cross-correlated the single spectra of each pair befone s \ye always tried to confirm the measured RV variation cross-
ming them, to check that the sum was safe and no RV variatiggrelating weaker spectral lines. On hotter stars thisexo
occurred in between exposures. Unfortunately, singletspe€ fryjtiess, because too lowS caused unreliable (often even im-
very hot stars were often of too low$for a reliable CC, and possible) measurements. Results agreed wjthbit within so
they were summetona fide _ _ large errors that the confirmation was useless. On coolers®@
RV variation measurements focused op lhe with full  gptained very good CCs but they just confirmed measurements

wings. Based on our experience, the CC of such a wide line fajn H,, without additional information. Hence, we will not ana-
to give the correct shift of the spectra if restricted to lawges, |yze results obtained with lines other thap.H

and results tend to lower values if the adopted intervalasr-
row. On the other hand, on larger intervals, the results emye/
to a fixed value, but the line wings provide progressivelys leS.2.1. Corrections on radial velocity variations

information and more noise. We performed tests on artif'y:iaIRV iati tedadin P L Th der isref
shifted spectra, looking for the best compromise, and enadiyt varauons were corrected asin caper {. 1 ne reader \sresie
io Paper|l for an extensive discussion. In brief, we first ubed

we adopted the interval 4830-4890 A in our CC. The CC fun
tion roughly resembles the line profile, and in our case ikto

01] 5577 A sky emission line as a zero-point to correct the spec-
tral shift with respect to the arc lamp observations. Thétjpos

3 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical AstronomyOf the forbidden line was determined with a Gaussian fit. Afte
Observatories, which are operated by the Association oteysities  this, we corrected RV variations caused byfefient positions
for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreémigh the Of the stars within the slits, using the slit images secueddie
National Science Foundation. each pair of exposures.
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Table 3.”Extraction and fit” errors (in km$) for each field and we adopted a fixeds=1.5 km s? for the first correction un-

different 3N range. certainty andreor=1.1 km s for the second one. Wavelength
calibration and sky-line correction errors were considdvedce
SN field in the quadratic sum, because in each RV variation two spectr
NGC5986 M80a M80b were involved.
>80 12 1.2 1.0 Additional uncertainties were introduced by the choicéhef t
43;30 éé 2-8 g-g parameters determining the CC function fit and of the spectru
= : : : extraction, because filerent extractions caused noise-induced

differences in the line profile. They were estimated re-extrgcti
spectra in slightly dterent ways and re-fitting CC functions for
The corrections to be applied clearly correlate with the spall hot stars and a sample of cooler ones. The dispersioreof th
tial Y coordinates on the CCD (see Fig. 5 and 7 of Paper gifferences between the measurements was assumed as an es-
In both steps we preferred to obtain the final correctionmfrotimate of the error. This parameter is very sensitive to spec
a least-square fit as a function of Y, to reduce the additior2®ise, and we grouped stars in each cluster in three ranges of
noise added to the final results. The correction procedure 9. The resulting errors are given in Table 3. In Fib. 2 we plot
field M 80b was straightforward. On NGC5986 and M 80a wihe absolute value of RV variations .for all stars, as a fuomcti .
sometimes found mismatches between the derived correcti®h their SN and temperature, excluding the three binary candi-
and RV variations to be corrected, in a way very similar ta ig dates discussed §H (two EHB and a cool target). The trend of
of[Paperll (middle panel). This indicates movements of thekmadecreasing dispersion with increasin@i3s clear.
inside its frame between the slit and science images, aadire
d@scu_ssed in Paper I. On the other hand,_ we found negligible iy 3 Apsolute radial velocities
dication of rotation of the masks (i.e.ftérent slope between
corrections and RV variations when plotted against spatial- Absolute RVs were measured on 1400V spectra by means of
dinate). It was recently foufidhat the central wavelength for CC with synthetic spectra of appropriate temperature aad-gr
FORS2 data varies with the temperature at the telescope ifg-drawn from the library of Munari et all (2005). We verified
cus. This fact also could explain the observed shifts of specthat the template metallicity had negligiblfects on the results.
on CCD, but we found no clear correlation between them afhch measurement was corrected to make th@ $677 A sky
focus temperature flerences as obtained from frame headerne coincide with its laboratory wavelength, then the vieégl
Moreover, no shift was observed among spectra in field M 8Qaean was computed to derive the final absolute RV. The eryor re
as among many frames studied/by Paper I, despite the fact #hating from the weighting procedure was unrealisticaityadi,
temperature changes occurred. We must conclude that in same for the final error we adopted the dispersion of the single
cases we observe small rigid shifts of spectra on CCD noethusneasurements. Results are shown in Table 4.
by different centering of stars in the slits, that can be corrected Within errors, all stars show an absolute RV compatible with
because theyftect simultaneously all the spectra in the samgarent cluster. We can conclude that NGC 5986 targets are mos
frame (see Paper |, for details). They cannot be explained kgely cluster members. For M 80 stars we can just state that R
variations of the temperature at telescope focus aloneyave- does not disprove cluster membership. In fact, becauseeof th
ments of the mask within its frame must play a role, althodngh tvery low cluster RV (8.2 km &, [Harri$[1995, February 2003
two causes could act together and sum thieats. Web version), we cannot distinguish members from foregdoun
Galactic disk stars, which are expected to contaminate ¢k fi
at such low Galactic latitude® & 125,|Harris 1996, February
2003 Web version). Indeed, we have reasons to suspect that so
The analysis of RV variations in search of binary systems reeol stars are main sequence foreground objects (as déstuss
quires an accurate error analysis, because the crucialipdim in §)), but their absolute RVs do not noticeablyfdi from the
tell if variations are consistent with random measuremewntre cluster value. The RV of star #14327 in M 80 was measured sep-
or are an indication of binarity. As discussed latg)( varying arately in both fields, but results are identical in value anar.
estimated errors by 10% can noticeably change the probabili
of the datum, up to a factor of two.
We estimated the error associated to each RV variation 4sResults on atmospheric parameters and masses

the quadratic sum of all relevant sources. The wavelendih Caéhe 6008 spectrum of star #16707 in M 80 fell between the two

bration error was deduced from the rms of the calibration pr ORS? chi d Id not its at heri

cedure, and it was directly calculated by the calibratiastire. Itc 1'280?;‘ wetcou no mﬁasu_fde' :[sha mosp g,'n(;]parta)\m-

Its exact value changed from spectrum to spectrum, but the dirers. s spectra were well inside the second chip, be

ferences were negligible in the final quadratic sum, theesfiee cause of the Bset b_etween the two grisms in the spatial direc-

kept this contribution fixed to the mean value of 1.5 kth his  tion. and RV variation measurements proceeded normally. We

is in good agreement with the error estimated in Paper | fer tﬁleducec_i Its gective temperature fromits co_lor, f_orthe only pur-
pose of its classification in our search for binarigig).

same instrumentation, obtained analyzing calibrated lamp 0 I . d x |
ages. The error introduced by the correction of systemdtic e OUr results on gective temperatures and gravities are plot-
in Fig.[3, where we compare the position of our tar-

fects §3.2.1) were estimated aslin Paper |, from the uncertai ; .

in the sky line peak position, and the scatter of residuath widet s_tarls with theoretical rﬂodels_. Tlhe ziro-fage (Z_AHB) and

respect to the least-square solutions used for the casrective (€Minal-age (TAHB) HB theoretical tracks for [M]=-1.5
drom [Moehler et al. [(2003) are indicated, both for canonical

did not find any relevant elierence with respect to Paper I, an .
y P ' models of normal He-content £0.24) and polluted ones with
4 see http/www.eso.orgpbservingdfo/quality FORS Zreports enhanced helium abundance<.33). The ZAHB and TAHB
HEALTH/trendreportLSS lambdac_T_HC.html define the region where models spend 99% of their HB lifetime.

3.2.2. Errors on radial velocity variations



http://www.eso.org/observing/dfo/quality/FORS2/reports/
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Fig. 4. Calculated masses of program stars as functiorffete Fig.5. Measured surface helium abundance for program stars.
tive temperature. Symbols are as in Hig. 3. M80 stars whi&ymbols are as in Fi§l 3. Errors in temperature are omitted fo
show anomalous masses are plotted as full triangles. Emr®rbclarity. The dotted line indicates the solar value.

on temperatures are omitted for clarity. Also the theoedtitB

(Moehler et al. 2002) is indicated.

In Fig.[3 four M 80 stars atd ~12 000 K stand out for their . . .
too high gravities. The fitting procedure outlined §B.1 was are systematically lower than theoretical prediction ftars
usually problematic for these targets, although both 6008 acoqler than 10 OOQ K'and in the range;¥12000-15000 K,

- hile they agree with models forf=15 000-23 000 K. Beyond
1400V spectra were of good quality and no problems were éﬁ n " P whil h h
countered during reduction. Their spectra show a high dgyant! e=23000 K some stars are "normal’, while others show an
of strong metallic lines, but the fit with super-solar metatly anomalously high mass.
models is not convincingly better and, on the contrary, You t For temperatures below 10 000 K masses are too low in both
of these targets it was too poor to permit parameter determimclusters, as found in NGC 6752, despite the fact that thei-grav
tion. For this reason, the tabulated and plotted resultsugiit- ties in Fig[3 agree better with the canonical tracks. We lmiec
out this paper refer to fits with parent cluster metallicitpan that the problem of low masses in this temperature rangeotann
els, although they should not be the more appropriate. Heeir be fully explained only by erroneously low gravities. Beame
rived masses are very high compared to canonical values (215000 and 23 000 K, masses fairly scatter around the theoreti
5 Mo), and temperatures are completely inconsistent with theial track. As already discussed in M07, this favors evohaiy
color: these stars can be found in Hig. 1 at the reddest endeiects or enhanced helium as explanation of the low gravities
the HB U - V =0.7), far from other HB stars with the samemeasured for many stars among 15000 and 17000 K, and it
temperature and redder than the coolest "normal” HB statts wargues against the hypothesis of an enhanced stellar wind (u
Ter=8 500 K. All these results point to a mismatch between theiiccounted for in the models used for parameter measurenents
spectra and theoretical models, and we suspect these ®bject that would cause underestimated masses.

foreground main sequence stars. This hypothesis is fucthrer Above 23000 K we cannot draw strong conclusions as done
roborated by their metal-rich spectra, that would be veny sy, (o7, because of the small number of stars and higher er-
prising for HB cluster members much redder than the Grunda@s |n particular, in NGC 5986 we observed only five targets
jump. Both temperatures and masses are roughly consisnt W they are too scattered in the color-magnitude diagram to
this explanation, but they might not be reliable. In pateu 11 1o divide them in diferent families. On the other hand, in
masses could be overestimated by Eq. 1, due to a wrong ‘1'/%80 we can confirm what we found in NGC 6752. In fact, we
tance _modulus. For one of these four stars we detect some R estimate masses with respect to theoretical predictior
variability on 1400V spectra, as analyzedii _ four out of six stars, and all of them are systematically sxdd
Our results agree fairly well with theoretical expectasipn and slightly fainter than the two for which masses are "ndtma
and, within errors, the global behavior of all the pointsig.Bis  These stars are indicated as full triangles in all figuresidde
to follow the canonical track, although the presence of sbiete the strange dichotomy extensively discussed inIMO7 is ptese
enhanced stars can not be excluded. One may note that the {8y in this cluster. We remind the reader that this behasfior
dency toward lower gravities in the rangg¥12000-17000 K, masses is not a consequence of photometric data, becarsse sta
that moves the points closer to the polluted models than th higher derived masses are fainter, while a lower lurgino
canonical ones, could also be explained by stellar V\{lnds-ungy alone would imply a lower calculated mass. Hence, these
counted fpr by the model atmospheres. As discussed in M7, thiars appear both photometricadigd spectroscopically distinct
hypothesis better explains the too low masses observeddoy myith respect to stars showing normal masses. The explanatio
targets in this temperature range (§é¢l), because evolutionaryor this behavior is still obscure. Higher masses are exgect
effects or enhanced helium abundance would cause both lowg'EHB stars formed through a merging event of two He white
gravity and higher luminosity, and the calculated mass @ouharfs [Han et al. 2002), but predictions are still much lowe

agree with expectations. than measured values. We believe the too high masses are not
physical, but just anféect of a mismatch between real stars and
4.1. Masses adopted model atmospheres. The same model atmospheres give

good mass estimates for some stars and bad for others, sugges
Our results on masses resemble what found on NGC 6752 amgl that the actual stellar atmospheres are intrinsicatigcent
discussed in_MQ7, and are plotted in Hig. 4. In brief, massbstween the two groups of EHB stars.
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Fig. 6. Maximum radial velocity variation observed for progranrsta hin errorbar indicates therdnterval.

4.2. Helium abundance the observed phenomena relies on the disappearance of the He

convection zone at thidiective temperature, that would be re-

The helium abundance was kept fixed to solar value for stafsynsiple for the gravitational settling of helium, wits iton-
cooler than about 11000 K, which showed no evidence of daqyent depletion in a thin radiative layer between theaserf

fusion (see§3.1). Results for hotter stars are shown in Elg. 3 the region of He ionization. Within this picture, this layer
The plot reveals a clear trend witffective temperature fol- ecomes thinner for increasing temperatures, becausedbad
lowed by all stars in the three clusters, although it passed yye jonization region moves outwafd (Sweigart 2000), andsmor
noticed by MO because masked by the lack of stars betwgRyr mass-loss (which contrastsidsion] Michaud & Charland
15000 and 20000 K (see their Figure 8). The helium abuiiggg) increase$ (Vink & Casslsi 2002). As a net result, thie e
dance turns to sub-solar values at 12000 K, possibly reg@hingiency of difusion would be expected to decrease with increas-
minimum at 15000-16 000 K, then rises again steeply and cQRg temperature, as also suggested by the photometric piese
tinuously up to about 22 000 K Flnally heﬁum abundance dggfstars which, after the Grundahl jump, progressively oedhe
creases again, but this transition region is undersampied. giscrepancies with standard models. This is exactly whainee
stars hotter thanN25 000 K the helium abundances scatter BSServing between 15000 and 23 000 K. Unfortunately, thés sc
tween-3 < log{e < -2. They possibly follow a double- \5rig has recently been ruled out by the latest theoretioalts,
peaked distribution rather than a wide single one, but sl \which show that dfusion afects layers much deeper than the
only guessed from the data. The same general trend can be $fgith of the He convection zone (Michaud etlal. 2008, see their
also in.Moehler et al. (2003, their Fig. 5) and, concerning thrigure 5). Actually, the models that best reproduce the viese
first decrease between 12000 and 15000 K, in Behr (2003) éthgnd of surface metal abundances assume that the outensegi

Fabbian et &l.(2005), while it was probably hidden by lagger down to =107 are completely mixed by turbulence, well be-
rors initMoehler et l. (2000). Helium depletion caused Wiudi o the He

D2 : _ Her ionization zone (Sweigart, priv. comm.). In other
sion is usually coupled with metal overabundances andgste WO[ ( g P )

; ' ds, turbulence from this convective layer is not ablerto i
ingly enough, even the iron abundances measured by Pace §igj; |evitation in Michaud’s model§. Michaud etldl. (20G8)-

(2006, their Fig. 4) in NGC 2808 follow the same trend 0bsérvgyiyely attribute the onset of levitation-at 1 000 K to an abrupt

here, reaching a maximum at about 15000 K and then decre@sange in stellar rotational velocity as observationaigfdmed

ing at higher temperatures. _ (e.g/Recio-Blanco et &I, 2002; BEhr 2003), but the issueiis ¢
The observed behavior of helium surface abundances Withtly under debate.

temperature does not come unexpected. On the contrary-it co Momany et al.|(2002) proposed a new onset dfugion at

firms theoretical expectations based on our current uraiist apout 23000 K, causing the photometrical anomaly known as

ing of diffusion processes in the atmospheres of HB stars. Eafljomany Jump”. Unfortunately the behavior of helium abun-

results of Glaspey etall (1989) and later detailed studies §ance among hotter stars is hard to decipher. Both our presen

many authors (segl) showed that surface abundances abruptf¥sults and previous ones on NGC 6752
change at & ~11000 K. The most common interpretation of
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Table 4. Results for program stars. Columns 1: ID as in Table 2. Coki@wi: absolute radial velocity, fundamental parameters
(effective temperature, surface gravity, helium abundancerass) and maximum radial velocity variation.

ID Viad Ter logg log (e M ARV)max
kms? K Mo kms?
NGC 5986
17512 736 17400400 4.3%0.07 -2.13:0.09 0.4%0.05 81x37
17604 — 8858150 3.250.07 -1.00:0.00 0.410.05

17691 946 2370&1200 5.520.12 -1.64:0.09 0.780.14 122+81
18077 816 935@:130 3.3&0.14 -1.00:0.00 0.420.07 41+35
18240 766 865G:90 3.26:0.05 -1.00:t0.00 0.440.05 46+35
2103 845 1215150 3.84:0.05 -2.23:t0.21 0.4%0.05 58+32
3192 8&5 1760400 4.4%0.07 -1.78:0.07 0.540.07 120+41
3560 927 1720300 4.530.05 -1.9%0.07 0.540.06 69+ 37
4175 9311 2740@:800 5.440.10 -2.35:0.16 0.740.11 269+7.0
4930 9&5 1010160 3.480.07 -1.00:t0.00 0.4@¢0.05 48+3.1
5558 84:6 1250150 3.9@0.05 -1.7A40.12 0.6@0.07 57+33
6102 939 1560300 4.3@0.05 -2.37#+0.14 0.720.08 86+56
7008 85 900G:160 3.150.08 -1.00:t0.00 0.320.04 45+3.2
7430 97 955@:140 3.340.07 -1.00:0.00 0.4@0.05 91+34
8131 87 2830@700 5.340.08 -3.19:t0.21 0.62:0.08 91+6.0
9049 926 1850@&500 4.640.07 -1.70:0.09 0.720.09 131+6.2
9250 916 915G:140 3.2%0.08 -1.00:t0.00 0.320.04 43+33
10390 8a7 910G:130 3.12:0.07 -1.00:t0.00 0.34:0.04 54 +3.2
11215 Ok7 1100110 3.640.03 -1.00:t0.00 0.5%0.05 53+33
11571 10210 2780@&900 5.530.12 -2.71x0.21 0.480.08 204+7.2
12099 10311 2370@800 5.140.08 -2.00:t0.09 0.520.07 141+59

M 80
14327 157 2010&700 5.0¢0.08 -1.44+0.05 0.4%0.06 81+58
14786 &4 828G:50 3.12:0.02 -1.00+0.00 0.45-0.05 55+33
14985 &9 1750400 4.7&0.05 -2.25:0.09 0.720.08 126+4.6
15200 126 1780@&500 4.640.07 -1.84:0.07 0.6G:-0.08 87+43
16389 39 1810400 4.7%0.05 -2.00:t0.07 0.420.06 231+4.6
16163 55 1540200 4.25%0.05 -2.71+0.14 0.460.05 95+ 4.6
17173 1613 12706300 4.230.12 -1.00:0.00 2.4@0.39 264+3.3
17114 &4 1650300 4.450.05 -2.9A40.10 0.7&0.09 36+3.3
16707 47 - - - - 111+68
17737 5 2810700 5.620.08 -2.06:0.12 0.9%0.12 118+6.1

18516 1@5 1870@&500 4.78&0.07 -2.00:0.07 0.46:0.06 82+42
18110 1c4 1240150 3.84:0.03 -2.04t0.16 0.4&0.05 42+31
18992 &4 885G:180 3.16:0.08 -1.00:t0.00 0.36:0.05 29+31
19040 155 1880400 4.8%0.05 -1.91+0.07 0.5%0.06 157+6.2
18391 123 1210@200 4.3%40.07 -1.00:t0.00 5.130.64 57+32
19191 139 2060600 5.0&0.07 -1.650.07 0.420.07 112+51
19127 1311 2520@:700 5.51%0.08 -2.94+0.17 0.660.09 181+7.7

12304 &6 2730600 5.6%0.08 -1.98:0.10 0.7%0.10 179+73
14201 15 1670400 4.430.05 -2.34:0.12 0.51%0.06 24+32
13787 4 1770300 4.720.05 -2.05:0.07 0.620.07 21+32

12663 195 2760@700 5.380.08 -3.14t0.17 0.560.08 165+6.0
12767 2@9 2990500 5.730.05 -1.99+0.07 0.6&0.08 45+47

13839 —4+11 845@:40 3.26:0.02 -1.00:t0.00 0.5%0.06 69+ 3.2
14022 -11+9 1990800 5.1%0.08 -1.75:0.09 0.7&0.11 48+49
14387 18 1510@&300 4.380.05 -2.3A#0.14 0.620.07 73+3.2

12526 &15 2800@&700 5.510.08 -2.24:t0.10 0.520.07 120+6.3
13179 1&7 1650300 4.1240.05 -1.34:0.05 0.440.05 35+31
15682 1410 12406200 3.7&0.05 -2.09:0.17 0.4%0.05 40+ 31
14327 1&7 2050@500 5.06:0.07 -1.42+t0.05 0.490.06 58+45
15183 @15 12606400 4.190.12 -1.00:0.00 3.02-0.06 74+32
14813 159 870G:100 3.160.05 -1.00:0.00 0.3%0.04 31+31
15470 &6 1260300 4.230.12 -1.00:t0.00 2.95%0.48 47+3.2
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(Moni Bidin et al.. 20017; Moehler et al. 2000) show that helium Comparing our results with theoretical expectations f&-di

is depleted between a factor of 10 and 100 for these stars, coult, because thefiects of difusion processes still lack a full
firming that difusion is active at these temperatures, but with@mprehension. Recent calculations| of Michaud etlal. (008
scatter that is much larger than observational errorssStah well reproduce observed surface abundances, but theid tren
the same temperature andfdrent helium depletion seem to co-with effective temperature (that is our observational result) is
exist. Even evolutionaryfBects cannot be ruled out, as heliunstill unexplored. Moreover, a detailed model predictiom-ca
surface abundance could be a time-dependent result of compet neglect the counter-actingtects of stellar wind, which
ing processes (Michaud et/al. 1983). As already noted in| MGate still poorly known. In fact, they are suspected to play an
the helium abundances of EHB stars are not related with anonmaportant role, because helium abundances among sdB stars
lous masses discussed[in]4.1. For example, stars #12663 ared much too high to be accounted for byfasion models
#19127 are strongly depleted in helium (log(N(HH))~ —3), (Michaud et all 1989), and weak stellar winds can explain the
but the mass is "normal” for the first and too high for the setordiscrepancy (Fontaine & Chayer 1997; Unglaub & Bues 1998).
one. The combination of dfusion and stellar wind could also pro-

The comparison of our results with Figure 1[of O'Toolgluce time-dependent surface abundances, although on-a rela
(2008) can be very instructive. In that plot the author summtvely shorttime scale, that couldfact the results by introducing
rizes current knowledge about the trend of helium abundar@e intrinsic star-to-star scatter. A detailed comparisoouo re-
with temperature for field sdB stars, gathering the data frosults with field sdB stars would also require a precise kndgée
many extensive surveys (Edelmann etlal. 2003;_Liskerlet af. the efects of metallicity. In fact, field sdBs should on aver-
2005/ Stroer et al. 2005; Hirsch eilal. 2008). The aifn of @f#o age be younger and more metal-rich than our sample. Unglaub
(2008) is to analyze the two families of field EHB stars dis/2008) showed that strong coupled stellar winds, involvihg
covered by _Edelmann etlal. (2003), one being a factor of teénd He in addition to accelerated metals, are preventeddtalm
more depleted in helium than the other. Field stars cookem thpoor EHB stars. Thefects of this result on the helium surface
20000 K are undersampled, but they clearly do not follow thbundance is not stated by the author, but it could be an impor
trend observed by us in three globular clusters. On the apptr tant clue to interpret the flerences between our results and the
the helium abundances in the figure of O'Toole seem to deere@#ot of O’Toole (2008).
monotonically from 12000 K to at least 23 000 K. We have no
explanation for this dierence, but we think it deserves furthe
investigation.

At a first glance, results for globular cluster EHB stars agrd he arc lamp spectra for star #17604 in NGC 5986 were dam-
fairly well with those for field EHB stars, with a possible dina aged by lines of hot pixels, resulting in a wavelength caliion
decrease of helium abundance between 20 000 and 23 000 K, wittiout the precision required by our aims. The target ig/ver
hotter stars being scattered between %QX = -1.8 and-3.2. cool, adding little information to our search for binariestised
Hence, quite surprisingly, we would not be observing any ewwh EHB stars, and we considered safer to exclude it from analy
dence of a second, more depleted family of stars. These §re d#S.
about 15% of field EHBs in the studied temperature range,tand i Our radial velocity results are summarized in Fig. 6, where
might be possible to explain their absence in our samplediy thwe plot the maximum variation for each star. Variations akeh
relative scarcity alone. Nevertheless, we would stagifitieex- always positive, the sign just being a consequence of thie arb
pect about 4 such stars in our sample. If these He-poorectsbjdrary definition of "template” and "object” spectrum. We ind
were stars with no core He-burning, as proposed by O'Todtéte the 3 interval with thinner errorbars.

(2008), there would be no clear reason for their absencelug| We detect RV variations aboverJor one of the four cool

lar clusters. However, at a further inspection an altevedtiter- targets suspected to be foreground main sequence starsGn M8
pretation is possible. In fact, comparing the diagrams an#cc  (§4), indicating it could be a spectroscopic binary. We did not
suspect that anffset is present for EHB stars, with our abunfind evidence for a companion in our spectra, although at our
dances being higher by about 0.5 dex. For example, our st resolution its features could be easily hidden by thediof
with Te=20000 K cluster at about lof= = —1.5, while in the brighter primary. We found that all weak lines, in partic

Figure 1 of O'Toolk[(2008) they are at aboa. Lowering our lar Fe lines and the Mglb triplet, follow Hn its RV variations.

abundances by 0.5 dex in Fid. 5, the bulk of EHB stars would ﬁl;herefore., the companion could be a compact object ora Ipw-
between Io# 2 and-3 r;'le five stars would be much T2SS main sequence star. No other cool stars shows anyilsariab
W "R —3, while Tiv wou u ity within our errors. Hence, no close binary is detected agno

more depleted, at about I¥§ = —3.7. In this case, the heliumthem, in agreement with recent results from a large sample of
abundance of both the main population and He-depleted, stasol HB stars in NGC 6752 (104 HB stars withgT<20 000 K,

and even the number ratio of the two families of EHB starjoni Bidin et al. 2008a).

would excellently agree with results among sdB stars. Hewev  Star #14327 shows no noticeable RV variation in both field
arguing for the presence of thidfset is quite speculative, be-M 80a and M 80b. We also checked that no variation occurs be-
cause stars cooler than 20000 K show no evidence of it. Ttveeen its spectra in the two fields. Nevertheless, it is thg on
procedure adopted here to measure helium abundance is \stay observed seven times, and in order to avoid in the titatis
standard for sdB studies, and we share the fitting routink winalysis one star with flerent temporal sampling with respect
almost all field surveys. Even the model atmospheres are ofte all the others, we will simply exclude results from slithl 2
the same (e.g. Edelmann et al. 2006), andffiged has ever beenthus considering this star as a normal target observed i fiel
observed. To verify amtrisic higher helium abundance for ourM 80a only. The choice of the slit to exclude is dictated by the
cluster EHB stars would require a more extensive sample. Bstter temporal sampling of M 80a field.

a conclusion, the presence of a helium-poorer EHB populatio Among the EHB stars we detect one interesting close
in globular clusters, analogous to what is observed amofd) fibinary candidate for each cluster, namely star #4175 in
stars, must currently remain an open issue. NGC 5986 (maximum variation 26:F.0 km s') and #16389

5. Radial velocity variations
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Table 5. Statistical analysis of RV variations for our target EHBo be good candidates, in view of the negligible probabiity

stars. the observed datum being a random variation. Their vanatio
are indeed small, but not enough to rule out binarity: abeot t
ID ARV)pax  2Emac p(AEma) (< ARV)mar) out of three typical sdB binaries would show higher variasiin
(kms™) (%0) (%0) our observations but, for example, this fraction would dase
NGC 5986 if we assume a lower mass companion.
147167%1 %é'g é'gi 331'5 %ég For all other EHB targets, except for field M 80b because of
8131 91 152 73.6 83 poor temporal sampling, the variations are unlikely to bﬂzseai
11571 20.4 583 40 212 by binarity because of low probabllltles in column 5, althbut
12099 14.1 239 13.4 14.1 cannot be excluded on the basis of this datum alone. The num-
M80 bers in column 4 are more conclusive, and they do not allow us
14327 51 1.40 604 11.9 to claim the detection of any other binary candidate. In some
14985* 12.6 2.74 3.0 19.5 cases the probability of the datum is low, but not negligiblee
16389 23.1 5.02 2.40° 35.1 doubtful exception could be star #12663 in M 80, but the proba
16707 11.1 1.63 44.6 35.1 bility of its observed RV variation being random is still agkt
17737 11.8 1.93 26.7 18.2 one order of magnitude higher than for the two proposed can-
19191 11.2 2.20 14.2 17.2 didates. Moreover, it is important to notice that this praiba
gégz i?'é gig 130'50 éf'g ity is extremely s_e_n_sitive to the adopt_ed error value. Welcal
12663 165 575 15 183 !ated that probabilities lower thar_w 4% in column 4 would dieub
12767 45 0.96 65 2 175 if errors were 10% Iarg.er. Despite ouff@ts, we feel tha; our
14022 4.8 0.98 65.2 185 error estimates are unlikely to be more precise than thiseval
12526 12.0 1.90 14.4 38.6 Therefore these low probabilities should be consideredrate

only to within a factor of two.

In summary, the numbers support the hypothesis of binarity
for only one star per cluster, the only ones which show viaiat
in M 80 (maximum variation 2344.6 km s?!). Variations for greater than . This indicates that requiring a variation greater
these targets are small compared to those observed on tyyan 3r for the detection of a binary system is a good choice, and
ical sdB close binaries (see for example Maxted et al. [200h;the statistical analysis we will assume this value asdiiete
Morales-Rueda et al. 2003), but so are the errors. In pdaticu threshold.
CC errors for these measurements are very small compared wit The only other EHB close binary discovered to date in a
stars with similar 8\. In our experience, this could be an in-globular cluster/(Moni Bidin et al. 2008a) shows a Mglb teipl
direct indication that the variation is real and not due tiseo anomalously strong for stars at its temperature (Moni Belial.
induced distortion of the CC function. Some stars show varia007), indicative of a cool main sequence companion. We in-
tions at the edge of thev3interval, although not formally outside spected the sum of all the V1400 spectra, but we never found
it, and we want to verify if other candidates could hide amorgyidence for this feature in any EHB target. Therefore, tha-c
them. We performed statistical calculations on all EHB ¢#sg panions of our binary candidates are most likely compaciaibj
to translate these considerations into numbers. Reseltsuan- (as white dwarfs), or very low-mass main sequence starach f
marized in Tablé]5. The star IDs and the maximum observe@ have no indication about the period, and very low-mass com
RV variations are indicated in column 1 and 2, respectiMely. panions in close nearly edge-on orbits can cause large R&-var
column 3 the maximum RV variation is given in units®f To tions (see for example the NY Vir system, Vuckovit €1 al0Zp
estimate the significance of variations near thetlBreshold, in Thus, a low-mass main sequence companion is plausible.
column 4 we calculated the probability that a variation tgea
or equal toA(L(r)max occurs among the measurements, assumin%a

normal distribution of errors. From basic statistical tielas, we EHB close binary fraction

have: In the statistical analysis of our results we will assumedbe
ARV)max ARV)maxy1n _tection of two EHB cI(_)se bina_ries,_ one per cluster, as d'md!s
p(—) =1- [erf(—)] , (2) in §B The candidate in M 80 is slightly cooler than the typical
g V2o temperature boundary for EHB stars£T>20 000 K). The dis-

wheren is the number of independent measurements (10 {fictionis more than justa conventional definition, beesitiap-
NGC 5986, 6 in M 80a, and 3 in M 80b), and proximately sets the transition between classical HB stifs

envelopes dficiently massive to sustain the hydrogen-burning
2 (" e shell, and EHB stars, which do not have this second energy
erf(x) = VR ﬁ et dt (3)  source. The post-HB evolution is also veryfdient, as depicted
in §1. It can also be noted from Figl 1 that at approximately
Finally, we calculated the fraction of typical sdB closedies 20000 K there is an underpopulated region in the HB of both
with random phase and inclination angle, a 0.5 8dbmpanion, clusters, and the binary in M 80 is brighter than this gap (at
and period R10 days, that in our survey would show a RV varia¥~18.7), indicating that it is indeed cooler than typical EHB
tion notgreater than the maximum observed. This is an estimatars. Despite these arguments, we consider that excldoéng
of how likely the small observed variations can really irdeca candidate from statistical analysis on the basis of its &mnap
close binary. Results are tabulated in column 5. We includedture alone would be quite artificial. In fact, field surveysiaity
the analysis one cool target (#14985 in M 80) with RV variasio focus on hotter stars, excluding targets with lower temijpees
near 3r, marked with an asterisk in Tallé 5. (see for example Maxted etlal. 2001), but they are sometimes
The numbers in Tablel 5 help to clarify the situation. Firstpcluded (Ulla & Theilll 1998), and binary systems are detect
the two stars that show variations greater thara8e confirmed among them_ (Aznar Cuadrado &fery|2001). Population syn-
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Fig. 7. Probability of binary detection in our survey, as a functiofig. 8. Curves of probability for the close binary fractidn as
of binary periodsolid line NGC 5986.dotted line field M80a. calculated from our resultsolid line NGC 5986 (binaries with
dashed linefield M 80b. The calculation assumes a companigreriods 10 days)dotted line M 80 (periods R5 days).

of 0.5 M, in circular orbit.

thesis models also indicate that sdBs as cool as 15 000-11& Ooweather, strongly damaged thiiieiency of the survey, mainly

: : T the field M 80b. We will limit our analysis to periodsB days
ggg(t;))e {\jl)(r)rrne%(f/gry It!qetl?clrti/cetllonri ;VS';T\',Z tzbn?gi;ﬂ?;%m;g'sanﬁt ‘lf{)]n this cluster, as done by Moni Bidin et al. (2008a) for sémil
with‘a.relatively massive er)wlvelope(n 01 M;) move to temioer- reasons. This limitation is not too severe, because our Eiain

atures lower than 20000 K during the first stages of post—EH(%the comparison with results on field sdB stars. The exagieh

evolution (Han et al. 2002). Hence, the candidate could beenbetzt? gnp?rlo(igll(setgk;lgg_)g ;S igldugiﬁg?i\ggvaltjr:gsdu; t;m::eto_
an evolving object. Its exclusion would strengthen the ltesn gy p Y, yS 1eP

resent only the tail of the distribution (see for example Rigf
favor of a lack of close systems. Morales-Rueda et 41, 2006).

In the previous section we found that some hot stars show - . L
marginally significant RV variations. We emphasize thatftile The pr_opabﬂny of detecting Bibinaries out of a sample of
lowing analysis does not depend on whether we considertls;en{\latargets IS:
candidates or not. In fact, once the detection thresholcéslfi

the only input is the number of stars with variations above an - : (af)NB(l _ af)N—NB ()
below it, and the routines automatically consider undettsys- (N — Ng)!Ng! ’

tems (because of unfavorable temporal sampling or lowriaeli B

tion angles) as part of the calculations. where f is the binary fraction andl is the probability of de-

The close binary detection probability of our survey was catlection weighted with the period distribution. For M 80 wesds
culated as in_Paper I. In brief, 2500 typical sdB binariegtwithe mean of the detection probability of the two fields, wékgh
a 0.5 M, companion in circular orbit, as assumed for examplgith the number of EHB targets observed in each. The shape
by IMaxted et al. 2001; Morales-Rueda et al. 2006) were simof the period distribution féects the results only marginally, as
lated for each value of period P, evenly distributed in thagah already demonstrated by Paper | and Moni Bidin et al. (2008a)
sini space (where i is the inclination of orbit with respect to th& Gaussian distribution in loB centered on lo=0 days, as
line of sight). Then we calculated the fraction of these Bgtit proposed by Maxted et al. (2001) and Napiwotzki etlal. (2004)
systems that would have been detected in our observatiens,does not change pJ by more than 0.01-0.03 with respect to the
showing RV variation greater than the detection threshale. flat distribution we assumed here. We used the relafibn (4) as
fixed the threshold at thes3value, because we foundH) that function of f to calculate the probability §, given our obser-
variations lower than this value are noffitiently significant. vational results of one detection out of five targets in NG8&9
We adopted 3=20 km s* for NGC 5986 and 18 km™$ for and one out of eleven in M 80. As stated before, we must limit
M 80, which are average values for our program stars and welir analysis to periods< days on M 80. The results of our
represent the typical accuracy of measurements. Reselpdatr  calculations are plotted in Figl 8. The curves are far froindpe
ted in Fig.[T. The detection probability for NGC 5986 is highGGaussian-shaped, hence we cannot simply deduce a best esti-
as a consequence of the good temporal sampling. On the corate with an associated error. Nevertheless, from thelysisa
trary, the lack of data in the first two nights for M 80, due talbawe can draw important conclusions.
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6.1. NGC 5986 The general conclusion of our work, thhts low also in a

) second globular cluster and possibly in a third one, is acfair-
In NGC 5986 the most probable value &kiodaysis 25%, as firmation of Han's model. The fraction predicted in NGC 6752
indicated by the peak of the curve in Fg. 8. This must be coBy his preferred set of parameters (2%) fairly agrees with ob
sidered the best estimate for the EHB close binary fraction ¢ervational results 6f Moni Bidin et al. (2008a). Unforttelg, a
this cluster. Nevertheless, the small number of targetsi@®\p direct comparison for the two new globular clusters is campl
a very wide curve, so that no value é¢f can be safely ex- cated by the large uncertainties in both model predictions a
cluded. A very high binary fraction as proposed by Maxted.et @mpirical determinations. Therefore, the analysis careigton
(2001) for field stars is not probable, but cannot be comlyleteaxact values, but on the general behavior of the results.
ruled out (pf=0.7)=10.9%). The probability of our best esti- The best estimates dfin the three clusters so far surveyed

mate is pf=0.25)=41%, which does not noticeablyfir from are all smaller than those found for the field sdB stars, bt to

Eéil;lz(t)iﬁrz':rﬁgr?g’ f?eltémsa:jré fsr?afrioig ?\Sothlglrgfz?rg:je {;)l;’\t/?tstisdgt%ﬁfferent from each other if compared to Han'’s prediction. The
fectly reasonable. There is no improvement in limiting te p owest observed fraction is for NGC 6752 and the highestris fo

; . GC 5986. The order is correct, because NGC 6752 is the oldest
riods shorter than 5 days, because the width of the prObat%IIL]ster while NGC 5986 is the youngest one (De Angeli et al.

ity curve is dictated by small number statistic and not by th&s=x :
sensitiveness of the survey. We conclude that our data do fQOJt)Hebrl;to%ge?eg?ézrelcreelgti?no small, about 2 Gyr, compared

give strong constraints on the EHB close binary fraction for ]
this cluster, and they agree both with the unexpected loiw est The parameter set preferred by Han create-age relation
mates found in NGC 6752 (Moni Bidin et|al. 2006b, 200ga)] that fairly agrees with observations of NGC 6752, but itsipre
with the lowest determinations for field sdBs (Napiwotzkagt tions are not easily compatible with our new results: the ehod
2004). They tend to exclude high binary fractions as progosénplies a nearly constanit=2% for populations older than 10
byMaxted et al.[(2001) for field sdBs. Given the most probabfeyrs. Despite the uncertainties in our study, it is cleat thes

value, the results hint that the real fraction could be e 0w value is improbable in both NGC 5986 (6% probability) and
low. M 80 (14%, see Fid.]8). The combined probability, i.e. thdypro

ability that f 2% in both cluster is negligible, according to our
observations. This tends to exclude thage relation derived by
6.2. M80 this model. Other models studied by Han (2008, see his Fjg. 3)
) ~with different sets of input parameters, predict higher close bi-
Stronger results can be obtained on M80. The best estimatgy fractions and a steeper relation with age, thus solthieg
is fpesdays=12%, very low compared to any determinatioytiined contradictions, but their high expectedre incompat-

among field stars. High values are ruled outfgQ.7)=0.2%). iple with measurements in NGC 6752, the more robust of the
Results well agree with the extremely low fraction foung@pserved results.

by IMoni Bidin et al. (2008a) in NGC 6752 (p£0.04)=25%),

. : From this analysis we conclude that, despite the good genera
much more than the lowest values for field sdBs, which are ve o X
improbable for this cluster (0.4)=8.2%). Within a 90% con- %reement (close EHB binaries are predicted and obsenis to

. . a minor population), models and observations still lack adyo
fidence levelf is lower than 38%. agreemepnt%n the 3etails, although observational conmra:'cg
_ In summary, although our results are not as strong as P&l not strong enough to be conclusive. Maybe the disarejes
vious ones on NGC 6752, we find thalso in M80 EHB close ¢qid be mitigated by a refined set of model parameters, oesom
binary systems are lackingt variance with what is observedyiher gfect (like dynamical interactions in dense environments)
among field sdBs. The binary fraction is not very well conggyid be invoked to slightly changefrom cluster to cluster.
strained, but values observed among field samples are very, . . .
unlikely, while results agree well with the tiny 4% found in__ L IS important to note that the present comparison strongly
NGC 6752|(Moni Bidin et al. 2008a). M 80 is the second glob elies on our results on M 80, which are th_e most precise, and
Be low temperature of the binary candidate in this clugavés

lar cluster for which a lack of EHB close systems is found, a s . ,

this indicates that it should not be a peculiarity of NGC 6753Pace for doubts on the feasibility of the comparison itdelf
Preliminary results by Moni Bidin et al[ (2008b) suggesttth a<|:t:[_Han (200&) did 3? i‘Pp|Y a;nytempetratlérl(zcutl, bltj.'f!ge
some clusters could beftBrent, but the early stage of their anal'® g |on(\j/va|15 0 amte q ? ing |n.(;) a?ﬁloug_ a i ds? ec |ua’ d
ysis and their small number statistics strongly call fottier in- a2 ccr)nocl) aisoﬁ?r{aeégt (g;:r?gtslalerzoéz) IaAsny(\e/\?ay ?[heexcsysti ; "
vestigation. In§dl we discussed the models for the still uncle 30 should not be a EHBMS wide binary §5) as the systems

sdB star formation mechanisms. In light of these resulty, aselected against by the GKfect, so the issue remains uncer-
successful model must take into account the significaffiérdi tain. Hah (2008) just states that, in absence of the Gt his

ence between stars inside and outside globular clusters. :
g predictedf should be smaller at any age.

We conclude that the confirmation and refinement_of| Han
6.3. Comparison with Han (2008) results (2008) model require more precise empiri€aheasurements in
) ) ) . ) these and other globular clusters, that could even helpeins
As mentioned irf{l], Han (2008) confirmed with theoretical caling the model parameters, in particular the physicallyéntant

culations that the binary scenario naturally impliet-age re- gnq poorly-known common envelopéieiency ace (seel Han
lation, as proposed by Moni Bidin et'al. (2008a). In briefe thy00g. for a discussion).

model assumes that dynamical interactions in binary system
responsible for sdB star formation, but th@@ency of the var-
ious channels varies with the age of sdB progenitors, I@ahin 5 The GK selection fect is an observational bias against EHB stars
a decreasing fraction @losebinaries with increasing mean agewith a companion of G-K spectral type, because of the corpsgiec-

of the population. trum, or earlier, because of spectral dominance of the cainpa




14 C. Moni Bidin et al.: A lack of close binaries among hot orital branch stars in globular clusters

7. Summary model parameters could be needed, or the intervention of
some other #ect able to ffect f and varying from cluster

to cluster, like for instance dynamical interactions in sen
environment.

We analyzed radial velocity variations for 51 hot HEBIB stars
in two Galactic globular clusters, in search for signatwfedose
binary systems. We also studied low-resolution spectraof p
gram stars measuring temperature, surface gravity, hellum- The low binary fraction among globular cluster EHB stars is
dance and mass. Our main results can be summarized as follovesisistent with the typical (low) binary fraction among lnle

lar cluster stars. After all, the high binary fraction of sd&rs

— InM80 we confirm the anomalous behavior of spectroscopigight not be a peculiarity related to their nature of hot Henbu
masses found in NGC 6752 (Moni Bidin eflal. 2007) for starg g 'stars, but a simple consequence of the high binary éacti
hotter than 23000 K, although this result is less evideghong field stars. If so, we still need to identify the cause of
due to a smaller sample. Stars being fainter/andedder g4 star formation. Nevertheless, recent refined binaryetsod
show too high masses with respect to theoretical expeciay, (at least qualitatively) account for the lack afse EHB
tions, whereas their lower luminosities would suggest bW%ystems in globular clusters, still retaining the hypoihes a
masses. In NGC 5986 the small number of EHB target OFinary origin (Hah 2008). Thus, the "binary scenario” carive

served prevents such an analysis. _ ruled out by current observations, and we are still far frofulla
— For the first time we observe a clear trend of helium abuﬂ‘nderstanding of the complete picture.

dance with temperature along the entire blue HB. These

results confirm that helium depletion due to atmOsphe%%knowledgementsWe want to thank the sfia at the La Silla Paranal
servatory for their support during our observations, #iedreferee for his

d|ff_US|on reaches a _maX|mur_n at_ ab_OUt 15 QOO K, then tIegmments and suggestions, that improved the paper. GP Mzage support
helium abundance rises again with increasing temperatusg MIUR under the program PRIN2007 "Popolazioni Multiple Ammassi
This behavior agrees qualitatively with expectations Far t GLobulari: Censimento, Caratterizzazione, Origine”.
effects of difusion at dfferent temperatures along the HB.
Somewhere at about 23000 K the helium abundance Cogigferences
start to decrease again, but the observed pattern is hard to _
decipher. For these hot stars helium is depleted betweeftigrd. F-, Wesemael, ., Fontaine, G., Bergeron, P., & Laagne, R. 1994,
factor of 10 and 100, Wlthou_t aclear trepd with temperaturg, ' ciadrado, R., & Jery, C. S. 2001, A&A, 368, 994
nor a relation with the previously mentioned dichotomy 0Begin, L. R., Piotto, G., Anderson, J., et al. 2004, ApJ, G0%5

calculated masses. Behr, B. B. 2003, ApJS, 149, 67
— We detect one EHB close binary candidate per cluster. Th8ahr, B. B., Cohen, J. G., & McCarthy, J. K. 2000, ApJ, 531, L37

RV variations are quite small compared to typical sdB bP—erljrléBs' B., Cohen, J. G., McCarthy, J. K., & Djorgovski, 5.1899, ApJ, 517,
nary systems, but the probability of their being due to raRggeron, p. Ster, R. A., & Liebert, J. 1992, ApJ, 394, 228
dom errors is negligible. The candidate in M 80 is slightlgrault, J. w., & White, O. R. 1971, A&A, 13, 169
cooler than typical EHB stars (f=18100 K). None of Caloi, V. 1972, A&A, 20, 357 _ _
them, nor any other EHB target, show the Mglb triplet gSatelan, M. 2005, in ASP Conf. Ser.: Resolved Stellar Pdjouig, in press.
signature of a cool companion, at variance with the only, (8SU0-P#0507464)

9 . . P ’ . B’Antona, F., Bellazzini, M., Caloi, V., et al. 2005, ApJ, 5368
other sdB close binary discovered to date in a globularefusbe angel, F., Piotto, G., Cassisi, S., et al. 2005, AJ, 136 1
(Moni Bidin et al.| 2008a). Therefore their companions amenissenkov, P. A., & VandenBerg, D. A. 2003, ApJ, 598, 1246

more likely compact objects such as white dwarfs, or ve@delmann, H., Heber, U., Hagen, H.-J., et al. 2003, A&A, 4ER
low-mass main sequence stars delmann, H., Heber, U., & Napiwotzki, R. 2006, Baltic Astoony, 15, 103

. . . .Fabbian, D., Recio-Blanco, A., Gratton, R. G., & Piotto, B0B, A&A, 434,
— The best estimate for the EHB close binary fraction |n"’123'§In eclorEanco reton oo

NGC 5986 isf=25%. This suggests that the fraction coul@taulkner, J. 1966, ApJ, 144, 978
be small, but no value lower than 70% can safely be ekerguson, D. H., Green, R. F., & Liebert, J. 1984, ApJ, 28D, 32
cluded because of the small observed sample. Nevertheligz%%\f,:irﬁ:‘ é :ti?%Gha@gﬂ I‘;G?L’ngin The Third Conference ontFiue Stars
the probability of a very high binary fraction is low. '~ Y ’ '
- . . . ed. A. G. D. Philip, J. Liebert, R. $&r, & D. S. Hayes, 169
— In M 80 EHB close binaries with period shorter than 5 dayisntaine, G., Green? E. M., Chayer, P., et al. 20086, )Igalt'ndhs)my, 15,211
are lacking with respect to what is observed among field sdaspey, J. W., Demers, S., Mat, A. F. J., & Shara, M. 1985, ApJ, 289, 326
stars. The best estimate fiscsqays=12%, and within a 90% Glaspey, J. W., Michaud, G., Mat, A. F. J., & Demers, S. 1989, ApJ, 339, 926
confidence levefp.sdays <38%. The fraction is not very well Gréenstein, J. L. 1971, in White Dwarfs, IAU Symp. 42, 46
determined, but even the lowest values found for field staga29.: - & Renzini, £ 1990, ApJ, 364, 35
et ; a(5‘$undahl, F., Catelan, M., Landsman, W. B., Stetson, P. BAnglersen, M. I.
are very improbable and can be ruled out. Results fairlyeagre 1999, ApJ, 524, 242
with the tiny f=4% found in NGC 6752 (Moni Bidin et al. Hamuy, M., Suntz&, N. B., Heathcote, S. R, et al. 1994, PASP, 106, 566
2008a). M 80 is the second cluster for which this behavibn: % zgog,_Ag?A, 434'P'-3§LL Grav A E. 2007 MNRED. 1098
is observed. This indicates that it is not just a peculiantyy "’ 5" podeadionek. b Masod B.E L. & Marsh. T ma;owl(\)fRAs 241
of NGC 6752 but it should be quite a common feature, pos-ggg s ’ ' ’ T
ing important new constraints on models concerning sdB stain, Z., Podsiadlowski, P., Maxted, P. F. L., Marsh, T. R.v&rlova, N. 2002,
formation. MNRAS, 336, 449

_ ; i i Harris, W. E. 1996, AJ, 112, 1487
Our results agree with the existence of &age relation Heber. U. 1986, A&A. 155, 33

for sdB star populatlo_ns, as proposed by Moni Bidin et Ff\lleber, U., Moehler, S., Napiwotzki, R., Thejll, P., & Gre&h,M. 2002, A&A,
(2008a) and theoretically modeled by IHan (2008) in 383, 938

the framework of binary scenarios for their formationHirsch, H. A., Heber, U., & O'Toole, S. J. 2008, in ASP Confr.5892, 131
Uncertainties in both predicted and observed values ptevﬁﬂ;ﬂf’,:"' égsgfﬁwpgrszs&?ﬁd 6&9 1055, Ap3S. 2, 1

thelr.dlreCt comparlson: Nevertheless, we find thatfthxgg Kuruc’z, ,R. 1993, ATLAéQ Stella‘r Atmlos,phere Programs and 2/skm
relation modeled by Han (2008) has some problem in re-grd. Kurucz CD-ROM No. 13. Cambridge, Mass.. Smithsonian
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