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ABSTRACT

Context. Observations with space-borne X-ray telescopes reveladeeikistence of soft, flise X-ray emission from the inner regions
of planetary nebulae. Although the existing images supiberidea that this emission arises from the hot shocked alestar wind
which fills the inner cavity of a planetary nebula, existingdals have dficulties to explain the observations consistently.

Aims. We investigate how the inclusion of thermal conduction dearthe physical parameters of the hot shocked wind gas and th
amount of X-ray emission predicted by time-dependent hyyitamical models of planetary nebulae with central stansoofnal,
hydrogen-rich surface composition.

Methods. We upgraded our 1D hydrodynamics code NEBEL by to accoungriergy transfer due to heat conduction, which is of
importance at the interface separating the hot shocked gasd‘hot bubble’) from the much cooler nebular materialtitis new
version of NEBEL we recomputed a selection of our alreadgtag hydrodynamical sequences and obtained synthetay)$pectra
for representative models along the evolutionary trackebgins of the freely available CHIANTI package.

Results. Heat conduction leads to lower temperatures and higherit@dEngvithin a bubble and brings the physical properties of
the X-ray emitting domain into close agreement with the ealderived from observations. The amount of X-rays emittathd

the course of evolution depends on the energy dumped intbuhbkle by the fast stellar wind, on théfieiency of ‘evaporating’
cool nebular gas via heat conduction, and on the bubble’aresipn rate. We find from our models that the X-ray luminositya
planetary nebula increases during its evolution acrossifReliagram until stellar luminosity and wind power decliepending

on the central-star mass and the evolutionary phase, ouelmpdedict X-ray [0.45-2.5 keV] luminosities betweerr®and 104

of the stellar bolometric luminosities, in good agreemeith\the observations. Less than 1% of the wind power is radiatvay in
this X-ray band. Although temperature, density, and alsontfass of the hot bubble is significantly altered by heat caimmiy, the
dynamics of the whole system remains practically the same.

Conclusions. Heat conduction allows the construction of nebular moddigkpredict the correct amount of X-ray emission and
at the same time are fully consistent with the observed nusssrateand wind speed. Thermal conduction must be considered as a
viable physical process for explaining theéfdse X-ray emission from planetary nebulae with closed imagities. Magnetic fields
must then be absent or extremely weak.

Key words. heat conduction — hydrodynamics — planetary nebulae: gerglanetary nebulae: individual (NGC 2392, NGC 3242,
NGC 6543, NGC 7009, NGC 7027) — radiative transfer — X-raesss

1. Introduction layers of the PN. For recent reviews see Schonberner &efite
- g l for the f . g (2003) and Stéen & Schonberner (2006).

e modern, very successful concept for the formation and ev ; ; ; ; " ;
lution of the main structures of Planetary Nebulae (PNex&sdl towgpdes strr\]c‘;clgaNd g;gzegra:\rg]iwg Iﬂgetlgesti?elg t(r)?frﬁtéo;\(_r;glme
on the dynamicalfgects caus_ed by. (i) the interaction (.)f a r"?”Oidh(emission mainly by thermal bremsstrahlung and line emissi
varying cent(ql-star stel_lar wmd_wnh the slow AGBer)del]ed (Volk & K;/vok 1985). Any positive detection of liuse X-ray
ee_lrhe_r, a_nd (ii) the heatlng of this cwcumstel_lar mateiapho- emission coming from the inner cavities enclosed by nebular
tolonization. The wind from the central star is very fastesd- shells is a direct confirmation of the wind interaction secema
ing in most cases 1000 km's and passes through a shock bess gy etched above. Thus there was considerable interebt to o
fore making contact7W|th‘ the de,f_‘se slow AGB wind. A NUserve selected PNe with X-ray satellites once they becaaik av
ous k.)Ut very hot% 10 K) ‘bubble IS for.med since P16 of th? able. Since the surface brightness in X-rays is expectecto b
kinetic wind energy is converted into internal energy behn o s smal| (see Volk & Kwak 1985), only very few positive de-
strong adiabatic shock. The bubble is separated from th&,0Uf, tions have been reported to date. Summaries of X-ray ob-

mu;:h coolehr nte)bgg?r ,gaﬁ by alcontact pliscontir1|uity (Ortf;n.t%ervations of PNe conducted to date with thedent satellites
surface). The bubble’s thermal expansion acceleratesntie i are presented In Chu et al. (2003), Guetrero (2006), anchKast

(2007).
Send offprint requests to: M. Steffen, e-mailmsteffen@aip. de Although the observational confirmation of the existence of
* Dedicated to the memory of M. Perinotto, a dear friend and eghocked wind material was very gratifying, the propertiés o

teemed colleague who died unexpectedly and much too eadygust  the X-ray emitting gas were disturbing. It turned out tha th
15, 2007. X-ray spectra are rather soft, indicating temperaturesndy o
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~ (1...3) x 10° K. The electron densities of the emitting vol-loss rates are too large and the corresponding wind speeds to
umes vary between about 20 and 200 &nThese results are in low — by as much as a factof’s.

sharp contrast with theoretical expectations sinceotteerved The results of Akashi et al. (2007) are particularly interes

wind velocities and mass-loss rates demand bubble tenpesating. Consistence with existing observations in terms ofa}(-r

of z107 . 108 K, and electron densities féelow the observed |uminosity and temperature of the X-ray em|tt|ng gas cowd b

ones. achieved only for rapidly decaying central-star winds: leviine
Akashi et al. [(2006) and Akashi et al. (2007) proposed th@ind speed increases linearly with time, the mass-lossmaist

the remains of the much slower wind blown during the early P§kcline quite rapidly to very small values (5ee Akashi £2@07,

evolution (‘early wind’) when heat conduction is unimparta Figs. 6 and 8 therein). For the best choice of Akashi et aDT20

are responsible for the properties of the observed X-raysemihe central-star wind reaches Mg yr—* already at a modest

sion. Also collimated outflows (jets) can play a role. So i agind speed of only 750 knT8.

pears that_several phy_sical_mechar)isms exist (heat .CdDdUCt We iterate that combinations of mass-loss rates and out-

andor mixing, early wind, jets) which all may contribute 105,y speeds as they are found in Akashi étlal. (2007) are in se-

the X-ray emission, as pointed out by Soker & Kastner (2003)are conflict with both current theories of radiation-driweinds

The jet-wind interaction has recently been studied in d&tai o not stars (see Fi@l 2 in SeEl. 3 for deta#sy with the

Akashi et al.|(2008). _ , observations (see Tablé 3 in Sdct]5.2), with the apparent ex
In two fundamental papers on the properties of interstellggption of NGC 2392. In our opinion the existing studies @ th

bubbles by Castor etal. (1975) and Weaver 2tal. (1977) it Wesay emission from planetary nebulae which neglect thérma

demonstrated that heat conduction by electrons acrosothe Gonduction by electrons are therefore far from being caivin

tact surface which separates the hot shocked wind gas frem Her all, thermal conduction is a physical process inheten

much cooler swept-up matter is a natural mechanism to atCoyp hydrodynamical systems and becomes important in rarefie

for the observed X-ray and EUV line emissions. Heat conducti hjasmas wherever the mean free path of the electrons is large

enforces "evaporation’ of cool gas into the hot bubble, iegth enoygh, Thermal conduction canly be modified or even sup-

a shell of matter at the bubble’s outer edge with properties j pressed by the existence of magnetic fields (cf. Borkowskilet
ideal for explaining the observed X-ray and EUV line emiasio 1990).

Since planetary nebulae are virtually scaled down vergibns

the interstellar bubbles (or iHregions), heat conduction shouldgﬁ Since no self-consistent radiation-hydrodynamics cogput

ns including heat conduction have been performed td3date
d urged by the fact that the new observations which became
ailable by the Chandra and XMM-Newton satellites lack a
vincing interpretation by detailed modeling, we dedidie
%deate our 1D radiation-hydrodynamics code NEBEL by in-
corporating a thermal conduction module. We recomputed the
‘'some of our sequences from Perinotto et al. (2004, Papeet her
inafter) with heat conduction self-consistently includ&ased

be important for them as well. To our knowledge, Soker (199

was the first to look into the consequences of heat condu'mtiorhv
PNe. He concluded that the observed X-ray emission must cops
from the heat conduction front, and not from the hot bubble a
whole. Heat conduction is also capable of explaining thesunu
ally strong UV lines (e.g. of @1) seen in some PNe, which can
not be produced by regular photoionization. Soker (1994@daho

also tha.t weak tange_ntial magnetic fields would suppress hSﬁ the new thermal structure of the bubble we modelled the X-
conduction very fectively, and hence also the X-ray emISSIor‘I’ay and EUV emissions at selected positions along the égalut

But even without magnetic fields X-rays from old, large PN : )
may escape detection because the X-ray surface brightéss gry sequences by using the well-documented CHIANTI code.

below the detection limit of existing X-ray satellites. Wete in We emphasize that in our study (i) wind and stellar evolution
passing that the same considerations apply to wind-blovas b@r€ consistently connected within the framework of the theo
bles around massive stars as well [(cf. Wrigge Bt al. 1994).  Of radiation-driven winds, and (ii) no fit to the data by manip

Despite of their potential importance, quantitative tfetioal lating the models is done. It is our belief that only with.smh

1998) succeeded in developing analytical solutions basdte

concept of Weaver et al. (1977) and were able to present qu ; . ;

titativeppredictions for a few sp))ecified cases. Usirqg amﬁ gubble of shocked, hot wmd_gas is able to exist, e_md havealent

solutions of heat conduction, Gruend] et al. (2004) modetie Stars of normal, hydrogen-rich surface composition.

transition layers between the hot bubble and the nebulameeg ~ We avoid to discuss in the present work objects with [WC]

for NGC 6543 in order to compute thevdemission lines seen central stars for two reasons: (i) Their evolution is at presiot

in the FUSE spectra. known, and (i) the physics of heat conduction in hydrogeef
Two hydrodynamical studies addressed recently the issid carbon-rich plasmas has still to be worked out. We naite th

of X-ray emission from planetary nebulde (Akashi éf al. 200the X-ray emission from a hydrogen-free plasma is expected t

Stute & Sahal 2006). The basic philosophy of both studies ¢ stronger, making it more likely to detect extended X-rayse

to avoid thermal conduction and to select the propertieef tsion from PNe with [WC] central stars. The present number of

wind such that temperature and density of the X-ray emittirRpsitive detections is, however, too small as to make anyieefi

gas agree with the observations. No relation between speila tive statements concerning the ratio of_ PNe X-ray sourcés wi

rameters and wind properties is considered, and the fekdbBermal and [WC] central stars, respectively.

of radiation to the hydrodynamics is neglected. To explam t

observed X-ray luminosities, these authors came up witdwin 1 the only exception is the central star of NGC 2392 whose wind

parameters which disagree strongly with both the predistaf speed is much too low for its position in the Hertzsprungselisdia-

the theory of radiation-driven winds (elg. Pauldrach e1888) gram.

and with the directly observed mass-loss rates and wind speeds [Mellema & Frank((1995) computed the X-ray emission of th&r 2

of the objects in question. More precisely, the necessaigsmahydrodynamics models, but heat conduction was not coresider

ft depart too much from sphericity, have closed shells e/her
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Table 1. Elemental abundances, used in the computations of Table 2. Hydrodynamical sequences of model planetary nebulae
our hydrodynamical models, in (logarithmic) number fran8 used in this work. The sequence numbers correspond to Table 1

relative to hydrogen, log = log(n;/nu) + 12. inPaper!l and Table 2 in_Schonberner etlal. (2005b), butdhe a
ditional notation ‘HC' and ‘HC2’ indicates that heat conduc
H He c N o Ne S cl Ar tionis included according to method 1 and 2, respectivedg (s

Sect[Z.P). The stellar luminosities refertgr = 30 000 K, and
1200 11.04 889 839 865 801 7.04 532 6.46he peak mass-loss rate of the AGB hydrodynamical simulatio
(6, 6a) is about X 10°% Mg yr~t. Tyee indicates the structure
adopted for the AGB envelope: ‘A’ means constant mass loss
The computational details of how the thermal conduction iate,p ~ r=2, ‘B’ means structure from hydrodynamical simula-
treated are described in the Ségt. 2, followed by a discnsHio tion (see Paper | for details).
the resulting bubble structures in Sddt. 3. Sedfibn 4 is t@evo
to the X-ray emission emerging from the conduction front and

how it develops with time. In Se¢fl 5 we discuss extensivelyh  \°- MM IL‘ MMagb_l kvaggbl Tvee
our models compare with the existing observations. The pape Mo) (o) MoyrT) (kms™)
concludes with Sedi] 6. Part of the results presented herbea 22 0.565 3981 %10° 10 A
found in.Schonberner etlal. (2006). 22-HC2 0.565 3981 %10° 10 A
6a 0.595 5593 Hydro. sim. =~12 C
2 The computations 6a-HC 0.595 5593 Hydro. sim. =12 C
P 6a-HC2 0.595 5593 Hydro. sim. =~12 C
2.1. The hydrodynamical models 6 0605 6280 Hydro.sim. =~12 c
The basic idea behind our modeling is to couple a spherical ci  6-HC 0605 6280 Hydro.sim. =~12 C
cumstellar envelope, being the relic of the strong wind an th 6-HC2 ~ 0.605 6280 Hydro.sim. =12 c
asymptotic giant branch (AGB), to a post-AGB star model of 19 0.696 11615 % 104 15 A
certain mass and to follow numerically the hydrodynamigale 10-HC2 0.696 11615 %104 15 A
lution of the envelope across the Hertzsprung-Russellrdiag 10a-HC  0.696 11615 R10* 15 A
towards the white-dwarf cooling path. This is achieved byigp 10a-HC2 0.696 11615 R10* 15 A

ing our 1D radiation-hydrodynamics code NEBEL as described
in more detail in_ Perinotto et al. (1998). The inner boundany-
dition in terms of density and velocity is provided by theigate Following|Spitzerl(1962) arld Cowie & McKee (1977), the elec-
central star wind. For the ionizing photon flux the star isiassd tron mean free path is a function of electron temperaturg,,
to radiate as a black body for each giveteetive temperature. and electron number density, and can be written as

The radiation part of our hydrodynamics code, CORONA,
is described ih Marten & Sczcertia (1997). We point out that thd = 2.625x 10° T2/ne/ INA [cm], 2
code is designed to compute ionization, recombinationatize . .
heating and line cooling fully time-dependently. At eachuwe WWhere the Coulomb Logarithm, v, can be approximated as
element, the cooling function is composed of the contringi B
of all the ions considered and computed according to theahctun A = { g;g?: 3/2 :Q_Tre _ i//g Ilrr: 2‘*’ .Tl_e i jgi 1? ﬁ (3)
plasma parameters. For each chemical element listed ie[abl € e e ’

up to 12 ionization stages are taken into account, amouttiag for a pure hydrogen plasma. Thefdision codficientD is then

total of 76 ions. _ o given by
In [Paper|l a very detailed description of how the nebular
properties depend on the chosen initial envelope configmst D = 7.04x 10 A1 n. TY?  [ergstKtem™. (4)

and central-star models is given. For the present study we se

lected representative sequences and recomputed themmwith At high Te and lowne, the electron mean free pathbecomes
without heat conduction included. The new simulations wers Very large according to Ed.(2) (actually it can become much
9 chemical elements instead of 6, with abundances as listedarger than the dimensions of the ‘hot bubble’), and ti&udion
Table[1. A compilation of the sequences investigated heredgproximation is no longer valid. Rather, the heat flux canno
given in Tabld®2. The 0.595 M post-AGB model has been in-€xceed the saturation limit

troduced in_Schonberner et al. (2005b). Sequence No. 18a is 11 +3/2 o 1

variant of sequence No. 10 lof Paper | )\Nith (tqhe AGB mass-lof&t= L72x 1071 Tne  [ergem®s™], ®)
rate doubled. Note that the luminosities listed in Table @&0 This is an approximate upper limit expressing the fact that t
spond to the early part of the post-AGB evolution. They dasee heat flux cannot be larger than the heat contef&ngTe, times
slowly during the evolution across the Hertzsprung-Rusk@! 5 characteristic electron transport velocity. For a more de-
gram. tailed derivation of Eq[{5) see Cowie & McKee (1977).

2.2. The treatment of electron heat conduction 2.2.2. Numerical Treatment

2.2.1. Physical description Each time stept of the hydrodynamical simulations is divided
Electron heat conduction is described asfudion process, with Into 3 SU_CCGSSIVG steps for updating the state ve@tperator
the heat fluxg given by splitting): _

@ Q) = advection = Qq(t+ At);

q=-D VTe. (1) (b) Qu(t+ At) = heat conduction= Qx(t + At)
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(1st energy update at constant mass depgijty term on the right hand side of Ef] (8) dominatesise: 0.244-
(c) Qu(t+At)y=  radiation = Q (t+At) Te/ IVTel, andq = gsar Sequences with this treatment of thermal
(2nd energy update at constant mass depgity conduction are indicated by the label ‘HC2'(see Table 2).

The two methods represent the extreme cases. Method 2 es-
sentially gives the saturation flux EQl (5) wherever themitéd
flux would exceed this value, while method 1 generally yields
much smaller fluxes, reaching the saturation flux only unger e
OE 0Te 1 0 (., . dTe treme conditions.
ot P e T2 (r D W) 6) As a final remark we note that we have not attempted to cor-

rect the calculation of the flusion codicient for the fact that

(E: internal energy per unit volume,: specific heat at constantthe actual chemical composition of the nebular matter ipnce
volume,r: radial coordinate) with a fully implicit, standard nu-hydrogen.
merical method. No additional constraints are imposed en th
time step by this implicit energy update. )

The difusion codicient D is evaluated at theell bound- 2-3- The CHIANTI code and the computation of the X-ray
aries from the local physical conditions according to Edq.(4), €/Mssion

with 1 replaced byl (see below) to take into account théeet  For obtaining the X-ray emission of our model PNe it is nec-
of saturation. In order to take care of the fact that theudion essary to compute a synthetic optically thin X-ray spectfam
codficient itself depends on temperature, we have adopted §igh radial shell of the model, since th@elient values fofre,
following procedure to obtain the temperature update ffom i n, andn,, at each shell result in unique spectral characteristics.
tial temperaturd’; to final temperaturd, due to electron heat The spectra were calculated using the CHIANTI software pack
conduction acting over the time interval : (i) we calculate the age [Dere et 4l. 1997), which has been used extensively by the
initial diffusion codicientDo = D(T4); (ii) starting fromT1,  astrophysical and solar communities. CHIANTI consists of a
we solve the dfusion equation Ed.{6) for time steyt/2 with 5 to-date set of atomic data for a large number of ions of as-
D = Do taken to be constant over time, resulting in intermedirophysical interest, and also includes a number of amgidata

ate temperatur€y; (i) we calculate the intermediatefflision 5nd a suite of useful routines.

codficientDs 2 = D(Ty2); (Iv) starting again fronTy, we solve Our synthetic spectra were computed with version 5.1 of
the difusion equation for the full time steft with D = Di2  cyyaNT] (Landi & Phillips 2005), which includes the most re-

taken to be constant over time, resulting in the final temperaant atomic data. Only radial shells willa > 10P K were con-

ture statel. This procedure turned out to be perfectly adequatgyered since the contribution of cooler layers is neblégin
compz?\rison with a test calcglation using 10 intermediateeti 1, X-réy range. With the input ofe, ne andny, for a given
steps instead of 1 gave practlcally 'de”t'cf"" re_sults. volume element, individual spectra are then synthesiret)d-

In the framework of the diusion apprOX|mat|(.)n,.I.Ed](1), Sat'ing the contribution due to lines and various continua (free,
uration efects can be crudely accounted for by limiting the meafae_pound and two-photon continuum). We have used the ion
free path. However, there is some arl:_)itrari_ness involve_d i_n thi¥actions from Mazzotta et Al. (1998), under the assumptibn
approach, and itis not clear which recipe gives the mosistéal j,ization equilibrium. The elemental abundances useceare
results. We have tried two extreme methods: ther those listed in Tablé 1 or solar values for the elemeats n
_Inmethod 1, we limit the electron mean free path to a fracgopsigered in our hydrodynamics simulations.
tion of the spatial resolution of the numerical grid, i.e. eacu- Each individual spectrum actually represents the emission
late 2 as (in ergscm=2A-1) from a unit volume. In order to determine
2 = min{f x Ar, 2.625x 10° T2/ne/ InA}, (7) the total X-ray emission, the averaged spectrum, and tigabri

ness distribution in the plane of the sky, we must perform ap-
whereAr is the local spacing of the radial grid. Choosing thgropriate integrations over our spectra, taking the (spagmge-
constantf = 0.244 ensures that the conductive heat flux casmetry of the model into account. The multiplication of an in
never exceed the saturation heat flux given by Eq. (5): Iroregyi dividual spectrum with the volume of the corresponding a&di
where the limiter is active, i.e. wherg = 0.244- Ar, we obtain Shell gives the total emission from that shell, and the sutioma
0 = Gsat AT VTe/Te ~ Osat- ATe/Te, WhereAT, is the tem- OVer all shells emitting in X-rays then yields the total spe.
perature dierence between two adjacent grid points. Hence, tA& integration over a certain wavelength range then resuls
limiting flux can only be reached at the sharp edge of a hot r#ell-defined total X-ray luminosity.x (in ergs™).
gion wherelAT¢| ~ Te. A drawback of this method is that, For detern;|n|rl1g tTe brightness distribution in the plane of
and hence the results, depend explicitly on the numerisalue SKY (in ergcm<s™=sr ), the integration is performed along the
tion Ar. Sequences computed with this approach are denotedifi¢ of sight (perpendicular to the plane of sky) for a seoés

lonization is frozen during step (b), being updated subsetiy
in step (c). For step (b), we solve théfdsion equation in spher-
ical coordinates,

Tabld2 with label ‘HC’. impact parameters (up to about 400).
In method 2, we limit the electron mean free path according The computation of the complete X-ray spectrum and lumi-
to the interpolation formula nosity is rather time consuming and thus only performed for
selected models along an evolutionary sequence. Such a post
1 1 L4105 VTl (8) facto computation of the X-ray emission is somewhat incensi
R - 2625x 105 T2/ne/InA Te tent with the hydrodynamics since at least part of the enleigty

from the bubble by X-rays, viz. the energy loss due to ions not
As with the first method, the conductive heat flux cannot edcegonsidered in our simulations (cf. Table 1 and Seci. 2.1pis
the saturation heat flux given by Eq. (5): In regions where  included in its energy budget. However, since the X-ray lumi
Ar, the first term on the right hand side of Hg. (8) dominates, ap@sity computed by means of the CHIANTI code is only a very
A2 = 4, i.e. the limiter is inactive. Whel > Ar, the second small fraction of the total radiation losses from the hot lideb
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[ O5+->08" — wind shock: The main ionization stages of oxygen in the jreel
95t — = ] streaming wind are those ofPOand G*. After passing through
Sbr ] the wind shock, the ionization switches t6'00™ and G be-
1 cause of the very large post-shock temperatures. Also t¢tose
E the conduction front where heated matter streams inwaeds (r
] ative to the front, see Borkowski et al. 1990, Fig.4), we see a
small influence of advection (compare the distribution 6f O
aroundr = 1.2 x 10’ cm in both panels of Fig] 1).
The dense regions above®Iclose to the conduction front,
] i.e. forr 2 10 cm in Fig.[1, contribute most to the bubble’s
i A 1 X-ray emission, as we will see later. There we have reason-
ooosl N 1 e } 1 able agreement between the CHIANTI and NEBEL predictions.
0 5.0-1010 1.0-10%7 151017 The remaining dferences are likely due to fi&rences in the
r [cm] atomic data used. Considering the other uncertaintiedviado
in this investigation, like, e. g., the wind model, the asption
05+ ->08+ of sphericity, and, last but not least, the observationtd,dae
1.000¢ T~ PR R —— think that our approach of computing the X-ray emission post
A Lger - ] facto from the nebular models by using the CHIANTI code is
I P ¢ ‘ 1 well justified.
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3. Heat conduction and bubble structure
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our numerical conceptintroduced in S€ct] 2.2 and compara th
with our previous simulations without heat conduction. #uas
i purpose we used the sequences Nos. 6a, 6a-HC and 6a-HC2, all
NEBEL - S 1 of which are based on the 0.595J\post-AGB model with the
0 5.0.1010 1.010%7 1501017 same initial envelope (cf. Tablé 2) but with dfdrent treatment
r [em] of heat conduction.

|
' = ] In this section we discuss in detail the results followingnfir
|
|
|
|

0.001

Fig. 1. The fractions of the last 4 ionization stages of oxygen

within a typical PN bubble selected from sequence No. 6a-HC2 1. The wind model

The model parameters ate=5205 Ly and Teg=71667 K

at t=5642 yr. Heat conduction is considered according fogure[2 illustrates the evolutionary properties of the -cen

method 2. The central star is at the origin, the (reversépl star and its wind in terms of post-AGB time and stel-

wind shock atr =3.2 x 10 ¢cm, and the conduction front atlar efective temperature. The relevant quantity for powering

1.22 x 107 cm. Top: predictions from CHIANTI. Note that the any X-ray emission is the mechanical luminosity of the stel-

CHIANTI code is only applicable to the region embraced biar wind, Lwind = Muinav2;,4/2. It is important to emphasize

the wind shock and the conduction frofottom: predictions that, according to the theory of radiation-driven winds stan-

from our time-dependent computations with NEBEL. Beyondard hydrogen-rich chemical composition in the formulatid

the conduction front, i.e. in the ‘cool’ nebular gas, thecfians Pauldrach et al. (1988)he mass-loss rate and the wind speed

of the displayed ions drop rapidly to virtually zero. depend on the stellar parameters (mass, luminosity, effective

temperature). Based on these wind prescriptions, the mechan-
ical energy transported by the wind increases during the evo

as already provided by the NEBEL code (see $edt. 3.3[Fig. lition across the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram, simplyabse

a somewhat incomplete consideration of the X-ray loss in tiige slowly decreasing mass-loss rate is over-compensated b

bubble’s energy budget has absolutely no consequenceseforthe increasing wind speed (Fig. 2, upper right). Howevegnvh

dynamics of the whole system. the hydrogen shell becomes exhausted, the mass loss rate dro
We checked also whether the ionization structures pratlictgharply in line with the stellar bolometric luminosity, g

by our hydrodynamics code and by CHIANTI are consiste@so the mechanical wind power to drop considerably sinee th

with each other. Figurgl 1 gives an example for the ionizatiownd speed remains now virtually constant at its maximurneal

structure of oxygen within a typical bubble and compares tieé about 10000 km's.

predictions of the CHIANTI code (top panel) with our time- In any case, the mechanical power remains always rather

dependent NEBEICORONA code (bottom panel). Note that thesmall and, in this particular case, does not exceed 1% otéhe s

ionization fractions computed by CHIANTI aeguilibriumval-  lar photon luminosity (Fid.12, lower left). According to ténd

ues and a function of the electron temperature only. In contraghodel used in this work, the maximum of the mechanical power

the ion densities computed by NEBELORONA are the result occurs close to maximum stellar temperature. Only verlelitt

of solving explicitly the time-dependent rate equationstfie mass is carried away by the wind during the whole transition t

local temperatures and densities, and accounting for sidvec the white-dwarf domain, vizz3 x 10-4 Mg (lower right panel),

Hence, the NEBEL results are expected to approach the eguitich may be compared with the typical PN mass of a tenth of

librium solution provided by the CHIANTI code only for fi+ a solar mass.

ciently high electron density and low flow velocity. We emphasize thahost of this mass is already lost with
The bottom panel of Fid.]1 illustrates nicely how the ionlow speed during the first 1000 years of transition to the PN

ization of oxygen changes while the gas passes through #tage! Only during this phase we have wind speeds as low as
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20 t[10%yrs] 107E - 1
2.0 " " " 102 . .
5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0 35 0 5 10 15 20
log (T /K) t (1000 yrs)
Mass loss rate Wind velocity

OMcgpy /0L (Mo /yr)

Vesen (KM/s)

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
t (1000 yrs) t (1000 yrs) bolometric (solid) and wind (dashed) lumi-
nosities vs. age (right)Middle: mass-loss
15 Wind Power 04 Time-integrated mass loss rate (eft) and (termina|) wind Ve|ocity
' ' (right). We followed the recommendations
1ok 1 03k 3 of|Pauldrach et all (1988) for the central-star
5 3 wind (Tex > 25000 K), while we assumed
\,g o5k 1 f 3 3 a Reimers wind [(Reimers 1975) during
S5 2 the transition to the PN domain (cf. also
g = Paperll). Bottom: stellar wind luminosity
0.0f - 0.1 E !
(power) vs. stellar fective temperature
05 ) ) ) 00 ) ) (left), again with the post-AGB ages indi-
55 50 45 4.0 35 0 5 10 15 20 cated, and the total mass lost by the wind
log (Te/K) t(1000 yrs) during the post-AGB evolutiorright).
or : : : We close this section on our wind model with a discussion
¥ . M=0.565Mo about its relevance for real objects. For this purpose we-com
F M;giggg Mo pared the observed wind luminosities of PNe witffuke X-ray
- % Observations |3 emission used in Se€l. 5 and listed in Tdble 3 with the predic-
> 1r 7 tions of our post-AGB models (see F[g. 3). There is only one
<'E . ] apparent discrepancy between theory and observation: iflie w
0 power of NGC 2392 is about a factor of 5 below our predictions,
> F 1 a consequence of the exceptionally low wind speed measured
2 of E for this particular object. The remaining objects from EdBI
- 1 (NGC 3242, NGC 6543, NGC 7009) have wind luminosities
’ o whic_h are, on the average, only a factor 2 below the theaietic
af \ . Ry predictions.
55 5.0 45 4.0 35 Given the large uncertainties of the mass-loss rate det@rmi
log (Ter/K) tions, we do not consider a factor of twdidirence between ob-

Fig.2. Top: evolutionary path of the
0.595 My model in the Hertzsprung-Russell
diagram with the post-AGB ages, indi-

cated along the tracKdft), and the stellar

. . ) . . served and computed wind powers to be alarming. Moreower, th
Fig. 3. Stellar wind luminosities vs. fiective temperatures for jistances of NGC 3242, NGC 6543, and NGC 7009 used here
the four mass sequences considered in this work. The oltserygyvide stellar luminosities that are somewbeiow those for a
wind luminosities of PNe with diuse X-ray emission, takentypica central star of 0.6 i which is about 5000 ¢ (cf. Table
from the compilation in Tablel3, are shown as ‘star’ symbols. B). A corresponding increase of the distances would briagi

and observation in much closer agreeméqf o distancé?®).

a few 100 kms?, i.e. low enough to provide post-shock tem-
peratures of the order of $&. These mass-loss parameters ar¢ 2. The influence of thermal conduction
typical for those of the ‘early wind’ and are here based on the
Reimers|(1975) prescriptions (see caption of Hig. 2). Thedye The influence of thermal conductionis illustrated in Fig. dere

wind’ phase is included consistently in our simulationswifte

the density and temperature structures of three modelsoat ab

appropriate treatment of radiative cooling. The stellassrlast the same position along the evolutionary path shown in[Fig. 2
during the following PN stage is only about810™° Mg, but are compared. As expected, thermal conduction across tie bu

this material has a very high kinetic energy because of itgela ble/PN interface has a profound impact on the density and ther-
speed exceeding 1000 krts leading to post-shock tempera-mal structure of the bubble. As a reference, the top panel of
tures in excess of TK. Fig.[4 shows the typical temperatytelensity structure of the
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A TS -~ Bensi 18 hot (Te ~ 8 x 10’ K) and tenuousr ~ 0.5 cnt3), and these
E I y 3 . . .
3 3 ---- Temperature 4 ; properties do not change much with radius. Such a bubble-stru
E E ture is in sharp contrast to the cases where heat condustion i
E explicitly considered, as is evident from the middle anddot
7 panels of Figl}.
E Already the treatment of heat conduction according to
& TE method 1 leads to a completelyfigirent bubble structure: a sig-
8 nificant temperature gradient is established, wherebydgi®on
3 close to the conduction front reaches temperatures as low as
E 10° K (Fig.[d, middle panel). The bubble remains virtually iso-
: E baric (because of the high sound speed), and an increased mat
5 T . . 5 ter density must compensate the temperature decreaseadrhis
1016 107 1018 ditional mass is provided by a (subs_omc) flow of nebular gas
r [em] heated (‘evaporated’) at t.he condgptlon. front (_cf. Weaveile
1977). Note that the physical conditions immediately bdttire
4F ==l T 38 (reversed) wind shock are virtually not influenced by heat-co
E ! ~ Density E . . . . .
g i ---- Temperature|3 duction, i.e. the shock remains fully adiabatic.
3 E El Method 2 provides morefcient heat conduction, and hence
E ! E the thermal structure of the bubble is more homogeneous with
— 2F ; 36 smaller temperature and density contrasts between wincksho
E ! 1 ¥ and conduction front (Fig.4, bottom panel). The bubble gas i
= LE ! /"\‘5’; not hotter than about & 10° K (except in a thin region im-
> ! L N 2 mediately behind the wind shock), and the minimum (elegtron
Y ! R U 34 density is about 10 cnd. Because thermal conduction carries
! energy away from the wind shock, the latter is now not adia-
1E-l , 33 batic anymore: the density jump across the shock is neady tw
N orders-of-magnitude, in sharp contrast to the heat coimuct
25 17 T8 32 treatment based on method 1 and the case without heat conduc-
10 o 10 tion in which the densities increase only by a factor of faeg
fem} Fig.[4, top and middle panel). We note also that the bubblestr
4 - L— 38 tures seen in Fig]3 are typical ones which do not change much
T Pemdature along the main evolution across the HR diagram. The concept
3 37 of an ideal contact discontinuity with no mass transfer fiame
T side to the other does not hold anymore: The outer edge of the
— 2F ! 16 bubble & inner edge of the nebula) is now defined by the heat
= ! IS conduction front.
= 1E ! 45+ Figurd4 indicates also thtte dynamics of the whole system
> | L [\ g remains practically unaffected by the physical treatment of the
e 0F ! S U 4 bubble gas: in all three cases considered, the bubble sizes and
: ' the nebular structures are virtually identical (see algp[EQ).
—1F~._ i 43 Heat conduction does not change the total energy budget
E T of the bubble but only transfers thermal energy across the bu
-2 o or e 32 ble from the wind shock towards the contact surfacaduction
10 10 10 front, where it is used to heat and ‘evaporate’ nebular ghe. T

rfem] latter flows inwards relative to the conduction front and aéms

Fig. 4. Radial profiles of electron density (solid, left orgithereby inside the bubble (see e.g. Weaverletal.|1977). Line

nate) and temperature (dashed, right ordinate) of threeetaod-°0!ing can change the bubble’s energy content substgntial
taken from sequences No. 6, No. 6a-HC friddle) and (see Sect. 313). However, radiative cooling is confined toim t

No. 6a-HC2 bottom), respectively, at about the same positiong!face layer of the hot bubble (10.10° K) whose tempera-

along the stellar path shown in Fig.2. The approximate sté(}"—re and density structure is not mudfieated by thermal con-
lar parameters are ~ 5200Lg, Ter ~ 71600 K att ~ 5640 yr. uction. Radiative losses are therefore only slightly ecled in

The central star is at the origin, and the (reverse) wind lslapc M0dels with heat conduction (cf. Fig. 7). Although the amtmin
r ~ 3% 10% cm. The shocked wind gas, i.e. the bubble, is (If}aSS ‘evaporated’ from the cold nebular gas exceeds bydar th
all three cases) between the wind shock and the contact SfIASS injected into the bubble by the stellar wind, it can blio
facgconduction front ( ~ 1.3 x 107 cm). The PN proper is neglepted fo.r the mass budggt of the PN proper (see[Sdct. 3.3)
bounded by the contact surfgcenduction front and an outer . Figureld illustrates the typical bubble structures for twad
shock atr = 4.4 x 107 cm. The PN is surrounded by the ion-£ls with diferent central stars and hencéelient wind powers

ized AGB wind whose radial density profile reflects the mas&nd time scales of evolution. The model with the massive cen-

loss history of the late AGB evolutioh (Schonberner étap; tal star (0.696 Nb) has a very compact and dense bubble due
Steffen et all 1998). to its fast evolution and powerful stellar wind. The other ex

treme occurs for the model with the least massive central sta

(0.565 Mp), which evolves most slowly and has only a rather

modest stellar wind: the bubble is extended and relativety t
shocked wind if thermal conduction is ignored. The gas iy vetous. Also the mean bubble temperatures reflect tferdnt
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7E ' ' 38 102E w w :
F Electron density E
E - = = =  Electron temperature | J r 6a-HC |
6 E 47 [ 6a-HC2 | e
E E | ====-- M_wind
E é -3
E = — 10
e OF 16 o .
e £ EYS k) [
o E 3 = = N
T 4E 45+ El I
< E E =] 'O|
8 _k i = 10
— 3 44 E
2 | — 3 r .-':
; \ ; 10—5 A
1E [ 32 0 .
time [1000 yrs
10 107 [1000 yrs]
4F . . 28 Fig. 6. Evolution of the bubble mass with time for the sequences

: oo Georendensy 13 Nos. 6a-HC and 6a-HC2. Gas hotter thaf KOs considered to

3E ! 37 belong to the bubble. The scatter is numerical noise. Thiesths
E line indicates the mass blown into the bubble by the cerstaal-

wind, counted fromt = 1200 yr. The dotted line gives a theoret-

ical upper limit of the ‘evaporated’ mass based on Eg. (16).

Note that most of the mass blowrfEby the central-star wind
during the post-AGB evolution is not contained in the hotlideb
but in the inner part of the nebula. The (reverse) wind shock
forms only when the wind speed exceeds a certain value, which
E happens at about 1200 yr after departure from the tip of thB AG
32 in the case of a 0.595 §central-star model (for the zero point
see Fig[R). Only aboutt 104 M, are blown into the bubble
during the remaining part of evolution (FIg. 6).

Fig. 5. Radial profiles of electron density (solid, left ordinate) The general time dependence of the bubble mass as shown
and temperature (dashed, right ordinate) of two modelsaifth In Fig.[6 can be interpreted in the following way. According
ferent central-star massebop: 0.696 M, (sequence No. 10- to [Borkowski et al.[(1990), one can distinguish thregfetent
HC2) att =301 yr and withL = 11 392 L, T = 70 405 K. The phases for thermal conduction fronts: (i) the ‘evapordiitrase
large drop of electron density and temperature at 2.5 x in which the frontlfadvances rglativg to the in_itial ir)teffaamd
10 c¢m indicates the position of the ionization front. The rebeats cool gas; (ii) the quasi-static phase in which thetfron
verse wind shock is at= 4.5 x 105 cm, the conduction front at Stalls because heating and ‘evaporation’ balance radiatiol-
r=1x 10'® cm. Bottom: 0.565 My (sequence No. 22-HC?2) ating and ‘condensation’; (iii) the ‘condensation’ phase ihieh
t=12107 yr withL = 3455 L, Ter = 69 906 K. The wind shock _the front reced_es relati\_/e to the previous position becaasé
is at 1x 10 cm, the conduction front at= 4.5x 10" cm. Note  ing/‘condensation’ dominates. _ _
the diferent ranges the electron density. As long as the wind power and hence the energy input into

the bubble increases steadily, the conduction front isaishy

in the ‘evaporation’ phase, and cooler nebular gas is heatdd

wind properties: the 0.696 ¢model has the largest bubble tem@dded o the bubble. This phase ends when the stellar lumi-

peratures of our sequences because the mechanical engugy ifosity; and hence also the wind power, drops because hydro-

by the the stellar wind is largest and the bubble size is sl gen burning ceases. This occurs in our simulations aftentabo

; ; o0 0000 years of post-AGB evolution for the 0.595;Mnodel
as explained in more detail in Sdct.]3.3. The case of 0.585 M =
shown in the bottom panel of Figl 4 is intermediate. shown in Fig[® (see also bottom left panel of Fig. 2). For tie f

lowing ~ 3500 years radiation cooling dominates, and the front

becomes ‘condensation’ dominated, leading to a small tezhuc

3.3. The evolution of the bubble masses of the bubble mass (Fifl 6) and the rate of expansion. Afeer th
) o , _rapid fading of the central star has stopped at about 12 C&Gye

The evolution of the bubble’s mass with time is shown ighe wind is blowing with nearly constant albeit lower stréng

Fig.[8 for the two heat conduction cases considered here. QRgy [2). Due to the continued expansion, densities deeraad

sees that the ‘evaporated’ nebular matter soon exceedsahe Fhdiative losses becomes less important; the conductimt fr

ter blown into the bubble by the stellar wind. After 1000Q,rms slowly back into the ‘evaporating’ stage, and the beibb

years of evolution across the Hertzsprung-Russell diagthen mass starts to increase again, but at a reduced ratéFig. 6).

mass contained in the bubble reaches a maximum which de- For spherical casés Weaver et al. (1977) estimated analyti-

pends on the treatment of thermal conductis@:x 104 M, cally an evaporation rate of

(HC) and=15x 10* Mg (HC2), respectively, which is still

negligible compared to a typical PN shell mass of abobh, = Ci(Thp)”?RE,/(Rp— Re)

0.1 M. Obviously, the reduced thermal conductidfigency - 5/2 ;

of m'\g%od 1 results in a lower evaporation rate of cold gas rel = CoTnp)” " Rop - since Rs < Run, ©)

tive to that of method 2. In either case, the whole bubble rizassvhereC; ~ 4.13x 107 * and(Thp), Rnp, andRs are the mean tem-

virtually confined in a narrow outer shell. perature of the hot bubble, its radial size, and the posdafdhe

101/ 1018

r [cm]
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201 ‘ ‘ ‘ ] In the presence of heat conduction, the mass of the of bubble
[ 1 increases both due to the mass loss through the stellar wihd w
150 h rateMying, and due to ‘evaporation’ through thermal conduction
i 1 with rate My, Under these circumstances, the wind must supply
T I ] the power to heat and expand both the stellar wind enteriag th
< 10k ] bubble through the inner shock and the mass being added at the
g I ] surface of the bubble by ‘evaporation’. The mean tempeeaifir
r ] the bubble(Typ), is then given by the relation
0.5 —
] fin Lwina = Ein = Sk (Muing + M) (Tho)
0.0l . . . ] 2 u
0 s time [110%0 yrs] 1 20 = g ll—j (MWind <Thb> + Cl <Thb>7/2 th) P (13)

Fig. 7. The ratioQrad/ Lwing as a function of time for models 6a\yhere we have used Ef] (9). Equatiénl(13) can be used to es-
(thick) and 6a-HC2 (thin). Radiative losses are confinedthora  timate the mean temperature of the hot bubble for given wind

layer at the outer surface of the hot bubble; they are slighthower, wind mass loss rate, and bubble size. In turn, thecevap
larger in the presence of thermal conduction. ration rate follows from EqL{9).

If Mwing < Mpp, Which is a valid approximation during the

main part of the evolution (once the bubble is well estaklish

wind shock, respectively. The central star defines themra@nd | ,niil the central star begins to fade. see Hitis. §and 8). iaob
the wind shock aRs constitutes the inner boundary of the bub- g ' Figs. 6and 8),

ble. It must be noted, however, that Hd. (9) assumes thattiaeli fr L Lo 27
cooling of the bubble is negligible, and thus provides omlyip-  (Thp)"/? = gtk—w"’d or (Thp) ~ 24 ( W'”d) . (14)
per limit of the evaporation rate (¢f. Weaver etial. 1977, &1. (5 ;Cl th) Rho

therein).
Equation [[9) allows us to compute the (equilibrium) evapiccording to Eq.(T4), the temperature of the hot bubble de-
oration rate of a bubble with given temperature and radiugends on the wind power and the bubble radius. This relation
However, what we really want to know here is how the meagxplains the behavior of the two models shown in Hig. 5: the 3
temperature of the hot bubble, and hence its evaporatien rdtmes higher wind power of the more massive central star, and
depend on the power of the stellar wirgying = Mwindvamd/Z- its 10 times smaller bub_ble size imply a mean bubble tempera-
To answer this question, we consider the energy balanceeof tHre which is about 2.6 times higher that that of the less imass
hot bubble, first without heat conduction. In this case, the kmodel.
netic energy of the stellar wind is used to increase the tabrm  Combining Eqs[(9) and(14), we can write the evaporation
and kinetic engery of the bubble, to cover the work done by tfiate as
expansion of the bubble, and to compensate possible nasliati

5/7  5/7 2/7 7
losses from the bubble: M = fm/ Lw/ind Cl/ Rﬁ{) 15
. . hb = 57 (15)
Lwind = Eth + Ekin + Wexp + Qrad, (10) (574)

where Qa4 represents the net radiative cooling rate integrat&
over the volume of the bubble. Denoting iy the fraction of Lo \5/7 27
the wind power that is converted into thermal energy, we cap,, = 1.3 x 1077 ( W'”d) ( Rub ) [M@yr’l] . (16)

write Lo 10t cm
L B = M 3k T 11 The dotted curves shown in Fig$. 6 dd 8 were obtained by in-
th =wind = =th = Fwind 5 2, 10 (11) tegrating Eq[(16) over time, givelnying(t) andRup(t) for the re-

. spective model sequence. Note again that[Ed. (16) giveszer up
where Mying is the stellar mass loss rate afig the tempera- limit of the evaporation rate, since botf andC; will be smaller
ture of the shock-heated bubble. For a strong adiabatickshothan assumed here if radiation losses are important.
fih=9/16 andTy is given by the relation In our model simulations, ‘evaporation’ due to thermal con-
duction is significantly lessficient than predicted by Ed.(1L6).
As shown in FigLb, the mass of the hot bubble measured in the
numerical model is a factor 3 to 5 lower than suggested by the
analytical estimate. In-depth investigations have reactahat
Herewing is the velocity of the stellar wind, andis the average this discrepancy is caused by substantial radiative enesggs
mass of the gas particles. The numerical factor in [EQ. (12) wat the conduction front contact discontinuity. As illustrated in
obtained assuming = 0.6 my for fully ionized plasma of solar Fig.[q, these losses are most severe in the early phases,avhen
composition. According to Ed.(12), the temperature of tbe hlarge fraction of the wind power is radiated away. This eikda
bubble depends only on the wind velocity. We note that the bullso why the bubble mass grows very slowly at the beginning:
ble temperatures of the two models shown in Eig. 5 cannot beconsiderable part of the mass added to the bubble by the stel
understood with this relation: the stellar wind of the morasm lar wind cools diciently and ‘condensates’ outside the bubble.
sive central star (top) is about two times slower than thahef Later, ‘evaporation’ becomes moréieient and the mass of the
less massive one (bottom), but its bubble temperature ist&bo bubble grows much faster than implied by the wind moss loss
times higher! Obviously, thermal conduction makesféedénce. rate. But even at = 8000 yr, 50% of the wind power is still

3 u ., 7 Uwind 2
To= S K To~ 1Ax 107 [—2wind ) re1 (12
0= Tg  wina> 07 To~14x107{75m oe ] [KI(12)
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guence No. 10-HC2) are due to their somewhat smaller sizes,
a consequence of the denser bubble environment caused by the
larger AGB mass-loss rat®agp = 2 x 1074 Mg yr! instead of
Magb =1x10" M@ yr*l.
In the case of the low-mass central star (0.565)Mhe wind
power drops slowly after 20000 years of post-AGB evolution.
: As a result, the mass of the hot bubble ceases to increase. But
A in contrast to the simulations with more massive centraksta
07 toacz 3 there is no real ‘condensation’ phase. Rather, the mase éith
. bubble remains constant with time, obviously because tiadia
107 1 1 1 - cooling is indficient due to the low plasma densities. Hence, we
0.0 05 1.0 15 20  find the best agreement between analytical and numericpt eva
time [1000 yrs] oration rate for this sequence.
We finally note that 'evaporation’ due to heat conduction
(HC?2) increases the bubble mass by as much as a factor of 10,
" T T AR o relative to the wind-blown mass, for the 0.696;Mases, and
22:HC2 R by a factor of about 40 for the model witti=0.565 My near
the end of the evolutiort ¢ 20 000 yr), when 'evaporation’ and
‘condensation’ balance and the bubble mass is essentiafly ¢
stant (see Fig.]8). The case of 0.59%)4 intermediate.
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T

4.1. Spectra

Ll

sl We computed detailed X-ray spectra, as described in B&t. 2.
0 5 10 15 20 25 for the wavelength interval 5-100 A, corresponding to 2.5—
time [1000 yrs] 0.125 keV. Examples are shown in Fig. 9 for the three models
, , . from Fig.[4. The X-ray emission consists of a continuum and
Fig. 8. The bubble masses vs. time for two sequences with\3merous strong lines of highly ionized species. The models
0.696 My central star (Nos. 10-HC2 and 10a-HC®)) and  yith thermal conduction included (middle and bottom parfel o
the 0.565 M, sequence (No. 22-HC2pgttom). Again, only iy @y have much larger fluxes in the 5-100 A wavelength band

?.ﬁs r:jott?]r gh?n fQKd.iS E{:onsti;]jered to belbolng to t?e t?]Ubglegh an the model without conduction. The total X-ray luminosi
€ casned fine Incicaies the Masses HIown In'o e du (in the same spectral band) aré 2 10°! erg s (HC) and

by the central-star wind, counted frots=75 yr (0.696 M) 42 % 108! erg st (HC2) corresponding t0.2 x 10 L (or
andt=2600 yr (0.565 \b), respectively. The dotted line givesg 5 ;-3 L@g) am(j 21 >)<,1(T6 le[:r (or ]_% x 1072 Lo), fsé;rp(ec-

the theoretical upper limit of the ‘evaporated’ mass based ﬂvely. Without thermal conduction, the X-ray luminosityénly

Eq. (18). 2.7x10°%erg st in the same wavelength band. In any case, these
luminosities are only minute fractions of the mechanicargy
carried away by the central-star wind, which is about 3-Aftar

nfhe models used in Figl 9 (cf. FIg. 2).

We note that our models with thermal conduction included

provide X-ray luminosities which are smaller than those €om

uted by Zhekov & Perinotto (1996) (by roughly a factor 10).
ever, radiative line cooling is not included in their Btia

w
o

lost as radiation. It is interesting to note that the rad&atool-
ing at the surface of the hot bubble is hardly altered by tlaér
conduction (see Figl 7).

For completeness we show in Fig. 8 the evolution of bu
ble masses for two sequences with a more massive (0.696
and for one sequence with a less massive central star. The

sequences Nos. 10-HC2 and 10a-HC2 with the massive centfr:é% models, leading to a severe overestimation of the ewtipor

r model nel) fer onl heir AGB mass.| r e (sge _Se¢£3.3). Moreover, Fhe simplified assum_ptibatst
star model (top panel) ffer only by their AGB mass-loss atesonIy wind interaction is responsible for the compressiomhef

éAGB wind, ignoring the &ects of photoionization, result in an

- : listic expansion behavior of the bubble.
already discussed above for 0.595;MA phase of rapidly unrea .
increasing bubble mass is followed by a substantial deereas Ve conclude that an approach like the one conducted by

when the heat supply by the fading central-star wind dropzahekov &_Perinotto (1996) i_s Ii_kely too simple for a reliable
mputation of the X-ray emission from planetary nebulae.

The ‘condensation’ of bubble mass is more severe in tiY@ H= /
0.696 M, cases because the bubbles are small and rathierWe emphasize in this context that the X-ray flux depends

dense fie ~ 200. ..500 cn13), affording a more fiicient radia- &S0 ON the_ ch_emical composition of the bubble gas. A de-
tive cooling. The discrepancy between the evaporationahte (@iled investigation of how the X-ray flux depends on the chem
tained from the simulation and the prediction of gl (163pex- €@l composition, especially for cases with hydrogen-paeiies
tively, is even more severe than in the case of the centrahitta  Winds, will be the subject of future work.

0.595 Mp.

_ Since the massive central-star models evolve on very shory  syrface brightness distributions

time scales, their bubbles are the smallest in size and nfass o

all sequences computed. The slightly smaller bubble masdéwe X-ray intensity, integrated over the wavelength ban8g-of
found for sequence No. 10a-HC2 (as compared to those of $80 A, is limb-brightened and reflects the fact that the negjio
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Fig.9. The fluxes emitted in the wavelength band of 5-100 Kig. 10.Radial intensity profiles, integrated over the wavelength
(2.5-0.125 keV) computed from the bubbles of the modetgind of 5-100 A (2.5-0.125 keV), of the models from Fig. 9
shown in Fig[4, without heat conductiotog), and with heat without (top) and with heat conduction considered: HRid-
conduction included: HOnfiddle) and HC2 pottom). The fluxes dle) and HC2 bottom). At impact parametep=3.3 x 106 cm
given in the ordinate refer to an assumed distance of 1 kjgt, ahe inner edge of the bubble, i.e. the position of the (re)ers
the contribution of regions witife < 10° K is ignored. The in- wind shock, is visible in the bottom panel.

sets give the luminosities in thredi@dirent wavelength bands.

with a modest center-to-limb variation of only a factor 146.
larger part of the bubble is now contributing to the X-ray emi
sion (bottom panel).

One notices that, although all the three models shown in

with physical properties favorable for emitting X-rays arainly
the outer layers of the hot bubble (Fig] 10). The absoluteesal

of the intensity and its radial profile depend therefore iigesy Fig.[I0 originated from the same initial configuration and ar

on the way thermal conduction is treated. virtually of equal age, the sizes of their bubblefeti by a small

In the case without any thermal conduction, the X-rayg,qnt: with thermal conduction included the bubble istéelit

are emitted only from the very thin interface between the hgii smaller fnp = 1.2 x 107 cm instead ofrp, = 1.3 x 104 cm

shocked stellar wind and the PN gas, resulting in a ring-likg, {he case without conductiBriThis appears to be related to the
comparatively weak emission. (FIQ.I10, top panel). In thea# ¢, hat radiative energy losses from the bubble are somewh

low-efficiency heat conduction (method 1) the X-ray emission |§rqer for models including thermal conduction (see FigThjs
still rather strongly peaked towards the bubble’s surfagty a g g (seelHigTh)

center-to-limb variation of a factor 4 (middle panel). mett? 3 In the cases with heat conduction, the size of the bubhlejs
results in a more homogeneously distributed X-ray emissidefined by the outer edge of the conduction front.
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additional cooling causes a slightly slower expansion efab- 34E — ' —
ble, but is too small to significantly change the dynamicdef t F| %~ ~ —x M=0s05 M, notic B8 M5 M, HC?
whole nebula: The PN evolution is virtually not influenced by 33E - G——1 M=0.696 M, e |

heat conduction (cf. Fi@] 4).

4.3. Time evolution

w
g
T

An important criterion for the usefulness of thermal condu®
tion in explaining the X-ray emission from planetary neleula
is not only the predicted X-ray luminosity itself, but alsovhit
evolves with time, i.e. as a function of the stellar paramsetia g
general, the X-ray luminosity is determined, for a given pem 29E
ature, by the total volume emission measure of the X-ray-emit

ting region,nx =~ px My, with px being a characteristic mean

density of the emitting volume anBlly its mass. For simplic-  _q¢ — ey ' .
ity we setpx “ZMBXb/ Ripr IT Mx o t% and Ry, o t°, we have | & % Mmosos . noic G o Meose M. He
a— F - — = =0.! o =0.! os
LX oc pX MX OC t . - 2 2 * : * M=0.696 M,, noHC » O——a ngggz mul :gg
Considering for the moment no thermal conduction, and as- "<F & A B——_EIM0.696 M, HC2 @)

suming a central-star wind with constant mass-loss ratevand =3
locity, we havea=1 andb = 1, where the latter expressionF f
holds if the bubble expands into an environment witly r=2 ;f —3F
(Koo & McKee [1992, Eq. 3.1 therein). In this cadg oct™! 2
(see also_Volk & Kwok 1985, Eq. 33). This situation changes
somewhat if the X-rays are only observed within a limited en- ~~F
ergy range and if the wind is evolving in time, i.e. if the wind

speed increases (cf. Figl 2). Since the post-shock temyperat _5§ . . v "fg‘ s
scales with wind speed squared, the X-ray emission incsease 0.1 1.0 10.0
first, reaches a maximum at an appropriate wind velocity, and Time [1000 yrs]

drops then rapidly (see Volk & Kwok 1985, Figs. 11-13 theyein o

Note that in the case of increasing stellar wind power the bubig. 11.Development of the X-ray luminosity in the wavelength

ble expansion is accelerated % 1), leading to a faster X-ray range 5 to 50 A (2.5-0.25 keV) as a function of time for the hy-

luminosity drop than in the case of a constant wind. drodynamical sequences indicated in the inset. Five seggsen
We have already seen in Seft. 3 that thermal conductib@ve heat conduction included (22-HC2, 6a-HC2, 6-HC2, 10-

across the bubblEN interface causes the bubble mass to ifiC2, and 10a-HC2 of Tabld 2), and three are without heat con-

crease rapidly with time thanks to ‘evaporation’ from theiske duction for comparison (6a, 6, and 10, dashed). The strong flu

nebular matter. For the case shown in Figa6; 4.5 andb ~ 2, tuation of X-ray luminosities of these models reflect theéar

leading toLx o t3. Any variation of Ty, the characteristic tem- humerical uncertainties related to the thinness of theyerait-

perature of the X-ray emitting volume, during the coursevate ting region. The symbols indicate the times at which the X-ra

lution is thereby neglected. emission was computed by means qf the CHIANTI code (cf.
This variation of the emission measure is the consequent@ct2.B). The two panels shdw vs. time ¢op) andLx /Luind

of the adopted wind model in which wind power and speed iN$- time pottom), respectively.

crease during the evolution as shown in Fiy. 2. Obviously the

bubble mass increases faster by heat conduction than tiséyden

decreases by expansion. In contrast, the X-ray luminoilév yith central-star mass, despite the fact that the bubblesesas
increase only linearly with time if we assun, « Ran (Eq[9)  decrease (cf. SeEEB.3). This is, however, a consequende of t
and a linear expansion la®y;, « t, instead. dependence of post-AGB evolution on central-star massh Bot
According to the approximate expression for the emissiahe stellar wind power and evolutionary speed increasetanbs
measure given above, it is also possible thatdecreases with tially with remnant mass. As a result, the hot bubbles around
time, provided 2 - 3b becomes negative, @< 1.5b, at some more massive objects remain smaller and more dense and have
point during the evolution. This happens for instance ingin-  |arger emission measures despite of their smaller massesras
ulations when the wind power decreases at the end of the-evqlared to those around less massive and more slowly evolving
tion (abecomes even negative, cf. Figk. 6 Bhd 8). Another posséntral stars.
bility is a weak wind generating only a small evaporatiorrat The trend of the X-ray emission with age is expected from
The temporal evolution of the X-ray emission for a selectiothe previous discussions. At early times, at the beginnihg o
of our sequences listed in Table 2 is presented in[Eig. 11. W& sequences shown in Aigl 11, the X-ray luminosities asme
consider only models computed with heat conduction acogrdisharply with time, reflecting the increase of wind speed &ed t
to method 2 (HC2). All sequences are plotted from the eanfgsulting increase of post-shock temperatures to valliesbéel
transition phase until the white-dwarf domain is reacheolteN for soft X-ray emission (top panel). Note that both types otin
that the evolutionary time scales decrease rapidly withiaste els, with and without heat conduction, give virtually thensa
mass; it takes only 1000 yr for the 0.696 M central star to X-ray emission during this phase, because the fractionwaige
exhaust its hydrogen-burning shell. orated’ matter is still insignificant. This is typical forehearly-
At first glance it appears to be astonishing that, accordimgnd’ phase of evolution when heat conduction is still unonp
to our simulations, X-ray luminosities increase systeoadlly tant.
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For the energy range considered here (0.25-2.5 keVAdiated away by X-rays between 5 and 50 A during the high-
there appears to be an optimum velocityi,g ~ 400 kms?  luminosityhigh wind-power phase of evolution. These fractions
(Tpost-shock = 2.3 X 10° K, see EqIR) for which the X-ray emis-become, of course, smaller (larger) if the wavelength bame-i
sion of models without thermal conduction reaches a maximum. duced (increased). The variationslgf/Lwing along a sequence
This happens at ~ 95 yr for the 0.696 M, sequence and reflect the response of thermal conduction to the stelladwin
t =~ 1800 yr for 0.595 M), respectively, when the central stargvolution: After the early maximum of X-ray emission theioat
are still very cool Tes < 25000 K) and the planetary nebula forLx /Luing decreases first because it needs some time for the con-
mation is just beginning. The luminosities achieved (*°-10**  duction to ‘evaporate’ diicient nebular matter to compensate
ergs?) are in the observed range, but the stellar parameters like the expansion based reduction of the emission measure (
temperature and wind speed are inconsistent with the obderpy Mx). Then the X-ray luminosity turns out to be fairly propor-
values! Beyond this maximum, the X-ray emission decreasisnal to the wind power during the following evolution asso
with time due to expansion and because the bubble becomestteoHR diagram. The sudden increasd @f Lying immediately
hot in the absence of heat conduction. The memory of theyearbefore the stellar (wind) luminosity declines is due to thetf
wind’ phase is lost. that ‘condensation’ occurs on a longer time scale than #ikast

The situation changes completely if heat conduction is ifwind) luminosity drop.
cluded in the simulations. The X-ray luminosity increasethw  Without heat conduction includedix /Lwing becomes very
time to levels up to 2 deabovethe values achieved without con-small during the course of evolution, viz. 10-*-107°. This
duction. The trend with age is in line with the discussionaho fact demonstrates that thermal conduction by electronssacr
i.e. an increase with time (or buble size) until the centtat s the contact surface is ariieient means to convert wind power
is rapidly fading (top panel of Fig_11). This occurs aftepab into X-ray radiation for the whole lifetime of a PN!

9000 years of evolution for 0.5954y] after about 6000 years for ~ There is an additional factor that influences the X-ray lumi-
0.605 My, and after only 800 years for 0.6964M nosity: the spectral band used in the computations (andedse

The final evolution, once the fading of the PN nucleus hd®ns as well). Here it is the low energy limit that matteisce
stopped, is interesting. We see from Hig. 6 that the heat c@nergies higher thali~ 0.65 keV @ < 20 A) contribute very lit-
duction turns back into the ‘evaporation’ stage f{at 15000 tle to X-ray luminosity. Defining the X-ray band bydb keV <
yr for the M = 0.595 Mg, example), albeit with much reducedE < 2.5 keV (5 A< 1 < 50 A), more massive and luminous cen-
efficiency. The ‘evaporated’ nebular mass is, however, not stifal stars show an apparently largéigency of converting wind
ficient to compensate for the emission measure decreas® dupdwer into X-ray power, as is clearly seen in Higl 11. Defining
expansion, and thus the X-ray luminosity decreases wit s instead the X-ray band by @ keV< E < 2.5keV (5 A< 1 <
well. 250 A), the ratioLx /Lwina becomes roughly.01 for the whole

Altogether we see that the numerical simulations confirm thenge of central star masses.
gualitative estimates made above: During the horizontdlgfa
the evolution across the HR diagram the high evaporatian rat
triggered by a powerful and accelerating stellar wind datés 5. Comparison with observations
and leads to an ever increasing X-ray power. At the end of the

evolution when the wind dies, the continued expansion resiud? this section we will compare the results of our thermal-con
the emission measure for the X-rays. duction simulations with existing observations from theay-

- tellites XMM-Newton and Chandra. Such a comparison is

Figure[11 demonstrates also the dependence of the X-ray?&- : '
minosity on details of the final AGB mass-loss rate. Firstlbf a?(owever, _ex'grem_elz har_r;perbed b%/ tgebfa;:r: th_att esr;elflallygfét_a
the bubble of sequence No. 10-HQ3 4, = 1x 104 Mgyrl) /'8y EMission Is heavily absorbed by the Interstenar mett

expands a little bit faster than that of sequence No. 10a-H other shortcoming of existing X-ray observations is thei

: _ ather low spectral resolution.
(Magb = 2x 107% Mg yr!) because the latter has a denser el . .
velope. Consequently, theyfér also somewhat in their X-ray _ AS an example, Fi@. 12 gives the computed X-ray flux from a
luminosity. At the beginning of the evolution, the bubblesef nebular model as seen from a distance of 1 kpc, with and withou

P - tellar absorption. The model used here is the one slow
quence No. 10a-HC2 with its denser shell develops a sligh ers . ) . .
lower X-ray luminosity because its emission measw®ly is m}ed bo;tr?m plzlinel of Fid.14. Itcblf? Sfdr%tgémedlz{cewzgzedOSMO yr,
lower: the smalleMy is not adequately compensated for by gnd with stellar parameters &ff = 0. Mo, L = Lo,

: dTer = 71500 K it is a typical representative of most objects
I . Lat , the radius fii between both o e 2 C .
argefpx. Laler or, the raciuis terence beaween both sequenc Wgh known X-ray emission. The X-ray spectrum is not expdcte

becomes larger, and the X-ray emission from sequence Ne. 1 h b while th I he HR di
HC2 exceeds that of sequence No. 10-HC2 because of the | ghange much while the star evolves across the HR diagram
smce the characteristic temperature of the X-ray emittaggon

radius deper.1dence ok . ' remains rather constant during the high-luminosity par\af-
Our detailed hydrodynamical treatment does not confirm th&ion (cf. Fig [I8 in Secf5]2)

scaling law derived by Zhekov & Perinatto (1996) accordiog t
which Ly o Mggkf for constant AGB wind speed and given age,

This law predicts ag X-ray Ilumin_osity for sequence No. 10%9 a column density of810?% hydrogen atoms per dnThe ex-
HC2 (Mago = 2x 107" Mg yr™) which is larger than the X-ray {inction cross section per hydrogen atom as a function o&y-r
luminosity of sequence No. 10-HCRlggr = 1 x 10* Mo yr™)  energy was calculated according(to_Morrison & McCammon
by 0.23 dex for the whole evolution (cf. also the previousdss (1983, Table 2). In the lower panel we show a simulation of the
sion of this matter in Se¢f. 4.1). Our dependence is smatiér aexpected count rates as they would be measured by the XMM-
more complicated. Newton satellite with its limited spectral resolution,nggian ap-
The bottom panel of Fig. 11 illustrates in detail how the Xpropriate response maffidescribing the complex response of
ray luminosity depends on the central-star’s wind powegén-
eral, a fraction of between 0.01 and 0.001 of the wind power ist httpy/xmm.vilspa.esa.gsxterngixmm_sw_calcalilyepic files.shtml

The upper panel of Fif_12 demonstrates thieat of (inter-
tellar) extinction on the fully resolved X-ray spectrurasam-
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Fig. 12. Top: Spectral flux densities computed from the modétig. 13.Top: Spectral flux densities computed from a model se-
shown in the bottom panel of Fig] 4 (sequence No. 6a-HCRcted from sequence No. 10a-HC2 at a distance of 1 kpc, non-
at a distance of 1 kpc, non-attenuated (black) and atteduasgtenuated (black) and attenuated by an intervening hyurog
by an intervening hydrogen column density Bf; = 8 x column density oNy = 6x 10°t cm? (grey). The stellar param-
107° cm 2 (grey).Bottom: Simulated count rates per spectral bireters areM = 0.696 Mo, L = 8403 L, Tey = 199064 K t =
of 0.03 keV width for the EPIC camera of the XMM-Newton695 yr. Bottom: Corresponding simulated count rates per spec-
satellite, with (gray) and without (black) absorption. tral bin of 0.03 keV width for the EPIC camera of the XMM-
Newton satellite, with (gray) and without (black) absoopti

the energy channels of the EPIC camera to irradiation byyX-ra

photons of given energy. For comparison with published X-r&nd Sixm (=1.9 keV). The G/u complex which is dominant at
spectra of PNe, we have re-binned the XMM energy channédver temperatures (cf. Fig. 112), is not visible anymorehi t
such that the full energy resolution of 5 eV is reduced to 30 espectral resolutiof.

At this resolution, the only prominent feature seer 8t55 keV We see from these examples that the flux detectable from
(22 A) belongs to the strong @ complex. Other line features PNe is quite limited to a certain energy range: at high eesigi
cannot be seen. the flux decreases due to the physical structure of the bydniode

A second example is shown in Fig]13 where the X-ray emiat Io_w energies the emission is heavily absorbed by theveter
sion was computed for a model from sequence No. 10a-H@® interstellar matter, and possibly also by dust and aegas
with M =0.696 Mg, andL ~ 8400 Ly, Ter ~ 200000 K, repre- in and around the PN itself. The range useful for detecting X-
sentative of, e.g., NGC 7027. There is more flux at high eesrgfays appears to be betweerd.2 and 2 keV (corresponding to
as compared to the case in Higl 12 because the bubble gas is ti@wavelength range.6. 60 A).
hotter (cf. Fig[h, top).

According tol Kastner et all (2001), the absorption towar
NGC 7027 is very highNy ~ 6 x 107t cm™2, shifting the max-
imum of theobserved X-ray emission to higher energies (bot\We have already discussed the intensity distributions @fXh
tom panel of Fig[I13). Our simulated XMM-Newton spectrumays emitted from PNe bubbles which are subjected fi@@int
is very similar to that of NGC 7027 observed by the Chandteeatments of the heat conduction in Séci] 4.2. Like the-spec
X-Ray Observatory (ci. Kastner et al. 2001): the maximum fluxal energy distribution, also the radial intensity distition is
occurs between 0.8 and 0.9 keV, probably due to thexdem-  expected to depend on absorption. The reason is the large var
plex. Indeed, by looking at the top panel of Hig] 13 one seesation of the absorption with frequency (see Figs. 12 [and 13).
strong line blend around 0.9 keV (Mg just at the maximum of The emission from the cooler, denser bubble gas is morelgeavi
the reddened flux density distribution. s also strong for the absorbed than that from the hotter but less dense gas fumther
model shown in Fid12, but far away from the maximum of the
(reddened) flux density distribution. Because of the labgéble 5 Note that all the computations presented in this work were pe
temperature we see also peaks generated byiNtgl.3 keV) formed with the same chemical abundances, viz. those list€able[1.

d:ﬁl. Absorbed X-ray surface brightness distributions




M. Steffen et al.: The evolution of planetary nebulae. V. 15
1:107 . ; , 33 ' T E
L i E % ¥* PN X-ray observations |
P Intensity 5 - 100 A o G—H M=0.696 M,, HC2 =
No extinction q E — © 7
saoSl NH = 810 o 1 e2f oo v 3
T °° 7] E E
g 1 @& F neeye 3
] g S 31F E
2 6105 4 g 31¢ E
g ] - E
= 1 = 30F E
é 4410701 1 27
g ] : E
£ 2a0°F - 29F 3
o [ 1 1 1 ] 28k ) ) E
0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
Impact parameter p [10*'cm] 10g(Tex) [K]
-4 . . . .
11077 T ‘ " ensiys.100a | Fi9- 15. X-ray luminosity of the bubble for the energy interval
5[] —— NH 8 208 cm? 1 0.45-2.5keV (5-28 A) as a function of the stell&fieetive tem-
8:10° -

perature as predicted by three model sequences with cstaral
masses 0.565 M, 0.595 My, and 0.696 My (HC2 models only,
see inset). The star symbols indicate the positions of the ob
jects from Tablé . The evolution times covered by the model
sequences are the same as in[Eig. 11.
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nebulafinterstellar) extinction across the nebula (see discassio
in [Kastner et all_2002), as found for many PNe in the visual
0 : : * wavelength range (e.g. Sandin et al. 2008; Tsamis|et al.)2008
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Fig. 14.Top: Intensity profiles from Fig_10, middle panel, sub5.2. X-ray luminosities
ject to an absorption corresponding to a hydrogen column def\rpo
sity of Ny = 8 x 10°° cm2 (grey). Bottom: The same for the
bottom panel of Fid.110. The black lines representin botlefsan
the unattenuated intensities. All intensities are integtdrom
5-100 A, corresponding to 2.5-0.125 keV.

L

w we compare global X-ray properties, in particular the lu
minosities, predicted by our models with the recent observa
tions made by the Chandra and XMM-Newton satellites. We dis-
carded objects with a WC central star because wind and het bub
ble have a hydrogen-poor composition which is completefly di
ferent from the (hydrogen-rich) composition assumed intyur
drodynamical simulations. The X-ray properties of the regma
wards. Consequently, the emission is weighted towardsdhe hing five objects are listed in Tallé 3 and are taken from the-com
ter, less dense inner regions of the bubble. pilation ofGuerrero et all (2005a) in order to have a homoge-

This efect is illustrated in Fid_14 where we show exampleseous data set to compare with. Note that now the X-ray lumi-
of radial X-ray intensity profiles with and without extinati for nosities refer to the energy interval of 0.45-2.5 keV (5-28 A
our two treatments of heat conduction. In both cases theeenbnly in order to avoid large and uncertain corrections duie+o
to-limb variation is considerably reduced if intersteleatinc-  terstellar absorption at lower energies. The low energyofiut
tion is applied, and the maximum emission is shifted inwardgsed here leads to X-ray luminosities that are, in some cases
With method 2 the X-ray intensity appears to fill the region inconsiderablyjiower than those quoted in the discovery papers.
side the nebular rim nearly homogeneously. Additional changes are due to the adjusted distances usad in

The radial distribution of the X-ray intensityffers obviously work. The X-ray data from the PNe are supplemented by the
a possibility to put constraints on the physics of thermale- corresponding data of the stellar winds if available.
tion in very rarefied plasmas. Although it ifliiult to estimate a The empirical data of Tablg 3 allow already some interest-
definitive amount of center-to-limb variations from thestikig ing conclusions: Compared with the stellar luminosity, Xaey
X-ray maps, we note that the recent XMM-Newton observatioesntribution from the shocked stellar wind (i.e. from theébbu
of NGC 3242 presented by Ruiz e al. (2006) show a smodtke), for the energy band considered here, is very small and i
distribution of X-ray emission with no apparent limb bright only about 10° L. Also the fraction of the stellar wind power
ing. Thus we are inclined to conclude that our method 2 (ldbelthat is converted into X-ray emission is quite small: only %
HC?2) appears to be more appropriate to describe heat condu®1%. Note that these values depend on the definition of the
tion in PNe. We will therefore discuss in the following sects energy band, notably on the boundary of the low-energy regio
only this case. where most of the X-rays are emitted (see Elg. 9).

Although limb brightening is not really detectable, it is We present in the following figures a detailed comparison
obvious that the X-ray intensity is often not homogeneoustf the objects listed in Tablg 3 with the predictions of our hy
distributed across the bubble. In the heat conduction modibdynamical models with heat conduction treated accgrttin
this would be an indication that the conductiofii@ency is method 2. We begin with the “X-ray Hertzsprung-Russell dia-
not the same in all directions, maybe due to the presencegohm” of Fig[15, where we present the general evolution ef th
small-scale magnetic fields. It appears more likely, howevéubble’s X-ray luminosity as a function of the stellafestive
that the brightness variations are caused by non-unifantre@ temperature for sequences withfdrent central stars. The in-
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Table 3. Relevant parameters of objects with detected X-ray emisdibe luminosityLx, in the wavelength band 5-28 A (0.45—
2.5 keV), corrected for extinction and adjusted accordiritpé distances used here, and typical values of tempeyaturand pres-
sure,Px, of the X-ray emitting volume as determined by Guerrero 524l05a). The #ective temperatures are either spectroscop-
ically derived (Méndez et al. 1992) or HieZanstra temperatures (NGC 6543 and NGC 7027: Goérny, pyiwng.). The distances
are either spectroscopic ones (NGC 2392 and NGC 3242: Rathlét all 2004) or based on expansion parallaxes (NGC 6543:
Reed et al. 1999; NGC 7027: Schonberner et al. 2005a). Htandie of NGC 7009 is again from Gorny (priv. comm.). Refees

for the central-star wind data: (1) Pauldrach et al. 200)T{i2kler & Lamers 2002, Table 1 therein; (3) Georgiev et 808, Table

1 therein. All objects listed in this table have central staith normal, i.e. hydrogen-rich, composition.

ObjECt Teff Distance Lstar |09 LX TX PX lOQ(LX/I—star) IOQ Mwind Uwind I—wind |Og(|-></|—wind) Ref.
(K)  (kpo) (Le) (ergs?)  (K)  (dynecm?) Meyr?) (kms?) (Lo)

NGC 2392 40000 1.67 5010 31.20 .0x1C° 26x10°® -6.09 -7.74 420 026 -181 1)

NGC 3242 76000 1.10 3120 30.90 2x10° 7.6x10° -6.18 -8.40 2400 189 -2.96 (1)

NGC 6543 67000 1.00 1590 31.00 .7k 10° 18x10¢® -5.78 -7.73 1340 275 -3.01 3)

NGC 7009 81000 1.50 3600 31.34 8k10° 14x10° -5.80 -8.55 2770 178 -2.49 2)

NGC 7027 200000 0.80 6250 31.12 9% 10° 1.3x107 -6.26 — — — —

_4 T T

crease of the X-ray luminosities with time seen in Eig. 1hsra
lates into a corresponding increase wiffeetive temperature.

Given the distance uncertainty to individual objects, the L
agreement of our models with the existing observationsiig ve_  _gl
good. The X-ray luminosity of all five objects from Talle 3 cang
be explained by sequences with central stars between Oﬂﬁandjx
M@! We repeat that the run of the X-ray emission with time (G& L
stellar dfective temperature) depends on the stellar wind prof- -g|-
erties and the expansion rate of the bubble, which also dispen \
indirectly on the wind. The evolution of the X-ray lumingsds - )
seen in FigIb is the result of the wind model shown in Eig. 2 -
(0.595 M). The sample of PNe with confirmed soft X-ray emis- 10 ' '

* PN X-ray observations |

B—F M=0.696 M,, HC2
G—F M=0.595 M,, HC2
M=0.565 M,, HC2

sion is, however, too small to prove or disprove the wind niode ~ 2-° 50 4.5 4.0
used in our simulations. 109(Ter) [K]

Our models without thermal conduction fail completely in -1 - -
explaining the observations because their X-ray lumiresire £ NGC2392 | o s
too low by about two orders-of-magnitude at the positionthef -2F ¥ o—= Mooz e

observed objects in Fig.IL5 (cf. also Higl 11).
In order to avoid possible systematic errors caused by dis2

tance uncertainties we relate in Higl 16 the X-ray luminesit J

to both the stellar luminosityl.x /Lsas and wind luminosity, < . ! E
Lx /Lwing- The basic result found from Fig. 115 is confirmed in 8 '4§' X \ E

ntl.

Wi
|
w

T T

Fig.[18 (top panel): our models with thermal conduction adeo : E
ing to method 2 (HC2 models) predict soft X-ray emission in  -5F 3
good agreement with the observations (except for NGC 7027, [ 3
see discussion below). There appears to be a slight preteren -6 s s 3
for our 0.7 My models, but considering the uncertaintied gf 55 5.0 45 4.0
we don't think that this is a realfect. log(Ter) [K]

The lower panel of Fig. 16 corresponds to that shown in thgg 16 Top: X-ray luminosity of the bubble (0.45-2.5 keV.
bottom panel of Figl 11, although theffdirence between the ovger steIIaFr)Iumin)(;sity vs.fégtive temperature(. The model sg-
tracks appears §omewhat larger. The reason is the.smaJIerﬁjrbnceS are the same as in figl 15 (see inBetjom: X-ray
ergy range considered: the temperature sensitive emmstbe_ luminosity of the bubble (0.45-2.5 keV) over stellar wincves
high energy end has now more weight. Again we have a satisfag- gie|iar gective temperature. The observations from Table 3
tory agreement between theory and observations. Less #an 1¢ a44in plotted as stars. Note that NGC 7027 cannot be shown

of the wind power is converted into X-ray emission. Note, ROWy, he"hottom panel because its stellar wind properties are u
ever, that the mass-loss rates which enter into the wind powe,;\vn.

are notoriously uncertain and may vary by up to a factor of ten
between dferent authors!

As mentioned above, NGC 2392 has an unusually slow wind
for its position in the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram comepar[1@, top), but its wind power is too small, and hengeg/Lyjing
with the other objects listed in Talilé 3, giving it the lowesnd  too large (cf. Figl I, bottom). It appears possible that dag-
luminosity and thus the highelsk /Ling ratio of all objects from flows/jets contribute to the X-ray emission of NGC 2392 (see
the sample. Its X-ray luminosity agrees with our modelsKaf. discussion in Guerrero etlal. 2005b).
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_4 F T T T T T T T E
§ »* PN X-ray observations §
F| B——8& M=0.696 M,, HC2 3
-5 ——a M=0595 M, HC2 =
g M=0.565 M,, HC2 '- 3
NGC 65433 E
5 —6F NGC7027 3¢
o
3 7F 3
o E E
-8F E
E X PN X-ray observations |3 § é
-9F B—£IM=0696M,, HC2 | iy 3
E G——& M=0.595 M,, HC2 E =
gf M=0.565M,, HC2 ; E
-10& : ; : ; : -10E. . . . . E
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 5.6 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4 6.6 6.8 7.0
Vaing [KM/s] log Tx [K]
Fig.17. Lx/Lstar vS. Wind speed, again for our three model se- ggr — . . . 1
quences from Fid._15 and the objects from Tdlle 3 (except for X __ PNX-ray obsenvatons|
NGC 7027 for which the central star wind is not known). The r / B8 M=0595 M,, HC2
- : 7.5F ’ M=0.565 M,, HC2
X-ray range is again 0.45-2.5 keV. C J/ —--- T
70 [/ 7
A further interesting comparison is shown in Higl 17 whergx ro 1
NGE 239, & ! 5

NGC 3242

Lx /Lstar is plotted ovemying. This figure demonstrates clearly 2 6.5:_ !
- N B 55 = & ]
e et S ]
NGC 6543 T

that our models, thanks to the inclusion of heat conductjose,
a fully consistent description of thabserved X-ray luminosities 6.0l NGC 7009 3
also in terms of thebserved large wind speeds! Although the Ty 1

wind of NGC 7027 is not known, it must exist because we ob- . - 1
serve the X-ray emission from the shocked wind gas. Judging ™ ' ' ' '

from the central star’s position close to the white dwarf @im 0 2000 40(\),0v ) [km/GS?OO 8000 10000
we estimate a wind speed close to the right boundary of Eig. 17 .

viz. of about 7000. ..8000 ks Fig. 18.Top: Lx/Lstar for the 0.45-2.5 keV range as a function

of the characteristic temperature of the X-ray emittingioag

Tx, again for the three sequences from Eig. 15. The individual
‘tracks’ cover the same age spans as shown in[Fig. 11. Nate tha
A stringent test of our models is the determination of a oharahe observed values &% (from Table 3) have been derived from
teristic X-ray emission temperatufEy, which can be compared the best fit to the spectral energy distributions, whileThefor
with the measurements. We computBd from our models by @ given hydrodynamical model have been computed according
weighting the electron temperatuFg(r) within the bubble (;— t0 Eq. [17).Bottom: Tx as a function of the wind speeahind,

r,) with the volume emissivity integrated over the respeatiwe computed for the three model sequences from[Fig. 15,Tand

5.3. X-ray temperatures

ergy rangeF;-E; (0.45-2.5 keV or 5-28 A): according to Eq[(12) (dashed).
2
=10 [ PTamor. (17)
I—X r

wherelLy is the X-ray luminosity,

Iy . . .

_ 2 Thanks to its powerful wind, the sequence with the 0.695 M
bx = 4nfrl rax(nr. (18) model reaches a much larg€k than the sequence with the
0.565 My, star, viz. 45 x 10° K instead of only 16 x 10° K.

£ Assuming that our computed characteristic X-ray tempera-
nx(r) = f n(Te(r), ne(r), E) dE, (19) turesare reasonable representatives of the ones deroracfr-

3 servations, we find excellent agreement between theory land o
. o servations, except for NGC 7027 whoBe (8 x 1P K) is much
Is the volume emissivity in the energy balig-E,. rger than our models predict (see also below). The remgini

The result is seen in Fi. 118 (top panel), covering the whoﬁ). :
. . S jects are rather well matched by the 0.595 Mhodels with
evolution from the onset of the bubble formation until theiteh " 0 oo (sequence No. 6a-HC2).

dwarf stage is reached (cf. Fig.]11). In genefll, increases
rapidly to above 10K while a hot bubble is formed beyond the  The bottom panel of Fig._18 illustrates how the temperature
wind shock. Then heat conduction becom@saive, andl'y in-  of the X-ray emitting region is modified by thermal conduatio
creases only slowly or remains nearly constant until makimufrom a value close to the one predicted by Eql (12). At very low
wind power is reached. This refers mainly to the ‘evaporétiowind speeds, typical for the ‘early-wind’ phase, thermaidac-
phase during which the the conduction front advances odtsvation is unimportant, andx equals the post-shock temperature
(see Secf.]3). Afterward3x drops in line with the wind power (dashed line in the bottom panel of FIg.]18). At faster stella
to about 16 K (‘condensation’ phase). winds (and larger post-shock temperaturds),levels df as a

The maximum X-ray temperature achieved during the evoensequence of heat conduction and becomes fairly indepénd
lution across the HR diagram depends on the central star. madshe wind speed.

and
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5.4. Correlations with bubble radius Table 4. Relevant parameters of two nebular models along the
0.595 M track (sequence No. 6a-HC2) embracing the position
%f NGC 3242 in the HR diagram, compared with the observed

. properties of NGC 3242. For both observation and models, the
phase of evolution (see Sdct4.3, Eig. 11, top). On the bidwed, -
the same models predict a decreasdgfwith bubble radius X-ray data refer to the 0.45-2.5 keV energy band.
at given central starfiective temperature. This is because, for
givenTer, Lx increases with stellar mass (see Ject. 5.2[Flg. 15),

For a given central star mass, our models predict an inci&as
the X-ray luminosity with time (bubble radius) during theima

Model 1 Model 2 | NGC 3242 Ref.

while the bubble size decreases due to the shorter evoliien ~ M/Mo 0.595 0595 | 053,063 (1),(2)
scales of the more massive stars. Likewise, in the preseince d-sar/lo 5205 5051 3162 1
heat conduction the mean temperature of the hot bubblgj Ter (K) 71667 80457 75000 (1)
depends on both the wind power and the bubble radius acgprdintpost-agh () 5642 6121 =2800 3
to Eq. [13), but the dependence is weak. Hence, the expemted ¢ Mying (Mo yr?) 97x10° 86x10° | 4x10° (&
relations ofLx andTx with bubble radiusky, depend critically  vying (kms?) 2115 2490 2400 1)
on the mass distribution and ages of the observed objects. Lx /Lstar 50x107 6.8x107 | 6.6x107 Tabld3
In this context we have to discuss the recent findings byL,/Lying 72x10% 7.7x10% | 1.1x10° Tabld3
Kastner et al.[(2008) that X-ray temperature and lumincaty 1, (K) 21x10F 21x1CF | 22x10f (4

pear todecrease with bubble radius. Apart from the fact that p, (dyncnr?) 90x10° 80x10° | 7.6x10°¢ (4
these results ster from uncertainties of the distances of the in- p__(dqyncn?)  ~8x10° ~7x10° | 86x10°  (4)
dividual objects, which the authors do not consider at a8, w

: Niim (C3) ~2900 ~2 400 2600 4
point out that: Nonen (CN1T2) ~1200  ~800 800 )
1. Figure 4 of Kastner et al. (2008) contains a mix of objetts: vim (kms?) 14.0 14.5 19.5 (5)
PNe have hydrogen-deficientand 3 PNe have hydrogen-richy,e, (kms?) 27.0 28.0 35.7 5)

central stars. The objects from both groups have certpanly

sedistinct physical properties and alsdferent evolutionary (1)Pauldrach etal. 2004;
histories. (2)|Kudritzki et al. 2006;

. . . ) Kinematic age frorn_Corradi etlal. 2003,
2. The 3 objects with a hydrogen-rich central star (NGC 2399 scaled down to the distance of 1.1 kpc used here:

NGC 6543, NGC 7009) have about the same bubble radi@@ Ruiz et al[ 2006:
of ~0.1 pc. (5)[Schénberner et Al. 2005b.

The claimed anti-correlations with bubble radius are thaba-

bly purely artificial, based entirely on an inappropriatentxna-

tion of objects with diferent evolutionary background. A much

larger, homogeneous sample of objects is certainly negessa a larger distanced = 1.8 kpc, hence luminosity and kinematic
construct trustworthy correlations between observabémtites age are largei. = 7760 L, with an age of about 4 600 yefrs
that can be compared with theoretical predictions. These authors give also a larger mass-loss rate0& Mg yr,
from the central star.

Taken at face values, the numbers listed in Table 4 indicate
that the thermal pressure of the riRym, exceeds that of the bub-
NGC 3242. This PN is well suited for a closer comparisorP!€ by a small margin. In the model we have just the oppodite si
with our models because its bubble is most ||ke|y Sphermj, uation. The case of NGC 3242 COU-Id thUS |nd|Ca‘Ee that the wind
judged from the ring_"ke appearance of the rim. The poﬂ"]b power of the central star haS achieved its maximum Value- al-
NGC 3242 is very close to the 0.595dvtrack in all the previ- ready below the presentfective temperature of 75000 K. This
ous Figured(1%. 16,17 and|18). This implies that the evmiugf  Would be in line with the more recent wind computations con-
wind power and X-ray emission as predicted by our model sirdlicted by Pauldrach et'gl. (2004) according to which cessteal
ulation with heat conduction according to method 2 refleués t Mass-loss rates and wind power reach a maximum around stel-
real situation in NGC 3242 surprisingly well. A detailed comlar temperatures of 50000 K, after which the thermal pressur
parison between the observed parameters of NGC 3242 and ffi#he bubble drops below that of the rim (for more details see
models taken from sequence No. 6a-HC2 which embrace Bigfen & Schonbernzr 2006, Fig. 6). In our present simulations
observed position of NGC 3242 in the figures is presented Yhich are based on the older Pauldrach et al. (1988) recommen
Table[@. The density and temperature structure of model 1d8tions the wind power peaks later, close to maximtiiectve
shown in Fig[#% (bottom panel). temperature (cf. Fi§l2, bottom left).

Given the uncertainty of the observed data and the fact that One may then ask whether also other structures of NGC 3242
we did not attempt to make any fits to the observations, tiée adequately represented by our models. First of all, thaein
agreement is very good, especially for the X-ray related.dahas a dense rim and a large but less dense (attached) sliell, an
Notice the nearly equal pressures and temperatures of mgx_size and density ratios between rim and shell are about two an
emitting ga$l Also mass-loss rates and wind speeds are, withiree, respectively. These values compare favorably Wétob-
the known uncertainties, in reasonable agreement. servations, and also the (electron) densities are in gooeeag

Quantities that depend directly on distance or distanf@ent Ruiz et al.(2006) derived electron densities for N@E23
squared dter by larger amounts. Our values for NGC 3242
quoted in Tablé}4 are based on a distance of 1.1 kpc, accord-Kinematic ages based on physical size and expansion welocit

ing to[Pauldrach et all_(2004). Kudritzki et dl. (2006) agdvat are problematic since they depend strongly on the method (s
Schonberner et al. 2005a). The relatively large shell esion speed
6 The hot bubble is isobaric despite of the radial temperatme indicates a significant acceleration during the previousution which

density gradients (cf. Fifl 4). lead to an underestimation of the age.

5.5. Individual objects
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NGC3242 — [OllI] NGC3242 — Hell likely to play a role. Indeed, it seems that the X-ray emissso
suppressed in the equatorial plane (Kastnerlet al. 2002).

1o 10 Alternatively, the low X-ray luminosity of NGC 7027 might
E E be related to the presence of bipolar collimated outflowsfou
> 05 > 05 by[Cox et al.|(2002). It is conceivable that a significant amou
] of potentially X-ray emitting matter is lost through mulgp
0 0 openings in the skin of the hot bubble created by the jets.
1.0 NGC 2392. This is a rather peculiar object which poses a prob-

lem for our models, as already noted above. Its central staah
wind speed that is much too low for the object’s position ie th
Hertzsprung-Russell diagram at about 40 000fke&ive tem-
perature. The wind speed is more typical for the end of thig-ear
6420 4 46 400 5 46 wind phase, although the mass-loss rate appears to be nather
r[10"7 cm] r[10"7 em] mal (see TablEl3). This low wind speed is responsible for awin
luminosity which is about a factor of ten below the wind posver
Fig. 19. Top: normalised intensity distributions of NGC 3242 irof the other objects of this study (cf. FIg. 3).
[Om] and Hen from HST monochromatic images (F502N and Despite of this, the X-ray emission from the hot bubble of
F469N, respectively). The cuts are taken along the minos aXdGC 2392 compares well with that of the other objects (cf. Fig
and scaled to the model sizes. The spikes at 0 are due to [18) and is much too high for an early-wind with speeds below
the central staBottom: normalised intensity distributions of an500 kms*, as is predicted by our models (Figl 17). Itis possible
appropriate hydrodynamical model with a 0.595,Mentral star that additional X-ray emission is provided by jets as pregbs
that matches closely the observations for NGC 3242 (modgl 2kty/Akashi et al.|(2008).
Tab[3).

‘/‘MAX
‘/‘MAX
o
(@]

5.6. The UV emission lines

of 2600 cn® in the rim and 800 cri? in the shell, respectively PU€ 10 the steep temperature gradient across the hinieblsla
interface, there exists only a very narrow region which itaglie

(cf. ;akj% ives a further illustration of the close relasioi for the emission of UV lines from highly ionized species. We r
9 9 P call here that our code computes the ionization of all eldmen

between NGC 3242 and our models: it shows the monochrg-_ . :
matic brightness distributions in two important emissiores$ considered (see Tatlg 1) time-dependently for the whale-com

, utational domain, i.e. also in the freely streaming andckbd
for NGC 3242 and for an appropriate model very close to t , ¥ : :
observed HRD position of NGC 3242. It is remarkable that allg(?e""jlr wind. As a byproduct of our simulation, we are thugab

S ) . compute also the line emission from the bulibi interface.
the ionization structure in both the real PN and the modelét s ] ;
that only the rim is doubly ionized in helium. Yet the model is Recently, Gruendlt'a‘gt\al. (:20.04) _reporf[ed the detection of
not perfect: According to Tablg 4 the (spectroscopic) esjmm O V! 41032 and 1038A emission lines in FUSE spectra of

velocities of rim and shell are lower than the observed ohles. NGC 65.43' Since the centre_ll star is not very hot, the ioniza-
velocity differences, however, are well matched. tion within the nebular shell is too low as to account fot*O

The authors concluded that thevOlines must originate from
the conduction front at temperatures of about a few tim&10
NGC 7027. We note from Fig[C16 (top panel) that, although Test calculations showed that th&'Ghell or ‘pocket’ is ex-
the X-ray luminosity of NGC 7027 compares well with those afremely thin, only about % 10> cm thick, which is comparable
the other objects shown in this figure, it is about 1.5 Hebow  with the spatial resolution of our numerical mesh. We thus re
the model prediction. Also, the X-ray emitting region is eoncomputed the sequences Nos. 6a, 6a-HC, and 6a-HC2 with a
siderably hotter, viz. with & 10° K about twice as hot as thefiner mesh Ar = 3x 10 cm) forr < 1.5x 10" cm in order to
maximum reached by our 0.696dvimodels of sequence No.achieve a better resolution of thé'Qayers.
10-HC2 (see Fid.18). We have verified that NGC 7027 is em- Figure[20 illustrates how the ionization of oxygen varies
braced by our sequences No. 10 (no conduction) and No. 1Qathin the hot bubble, and how the distribution of Qdepends
HC (method 1), so we conclude that thermal conduction may the physical treatment of this region. Note that, sinee th
still work but at a lower level than our method 1 predicts. Ahermal structure of the conduction frecdntact discontinuity
possible solution would be the presence of a weak magnediges not change much during the lifetime of the PN, the ion-
field which suppresses thermal conduction to some extent (@ktion fractions remain rather stationary with respecthe
Borkowski et all 1990). front/discontinuity. We find that the thermal structure close to
Recently/ Sabin et al[ (2007) reported indeed the detectitire conduction front where © prevails does not dier much
of polarization across NGC 7027 by means of SCUBA obsdretween our two treatments of heat conduction.
vations. The orientation of polarization indicates thesprece The physical conditions change rapidly across the conduc-
of a toroidal magnetic field along the equatorial plane. Asrotion front: ahead photoionization by the stellar radiafiiefd is
the central cavity, no clear polarization is visible, thayg atate- the dominant heating and ionization mechanism. For théastel
ments about the orientation of a possible magnetic fieldlesitemperature shown in Fif. 20,°0and G* are practically the
the bubble is impossible. If this interpretation for theheatlow only representatives of oxygen. Behind the front the temper
X-ray luminosity is correct, we must infer that heat condtugt  tures are so highi(10° K) that electron collisions determine the
in the particular case of NGC 7027, is not fully suppressed lignization state of the gas: now we have a mixture &f,@"*,
the presence of a (weak) magnetic field. The field geometryaad G in proportions ruled by the electron temperature. For
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Lo ‘ ‘ ] low (nebula) or too too hot (bubble). With thermal conduetio
Lol T oW B included, the temperature increases somewhat more gertly a
Tt 9% ] thus allows for a larger amount of°Q This is also reflected in
c osll - S - the total emission of the @ lines listed in Tall.l5 for the models
£ f S E P a shown in Fig[Z2D. We point out that the computegi@minosi-
% 06~ T b T . % ties are strongly fluctuating from model to model due to therpo
£ Y 1 numerical resolution of the conduction front. Thedine fluxes
. L ] listed in Tabl b are therefore appropriate averages overakev
204 : ,?.' Tl 3 contiguous models.
O.zi - hlv o E According to the results for the heat conduction models in
[ Nebel ‘qf,\ ~eg Tab[B, the total flux in the @ line at11032 A emitted by the
00l ‘ A ‘ ] O°* pocket, assuming a distance of 1 kpc, would be roughly
120 125 130 135 140  4x10Bergent?st . This is consistent with the estimates of
s Y oo om Y Gruend! et al.[(2004) for NGC 6543, although their FUSE mea-
Cf[---< o2 ] surements are based on a slit across the central cavityotdie t
1ofl TTI0E ] Ovi 11032 A line flux is certainly larger than the quoted value
i o6t of ~2x 108 ergcn2s L,
S o8f— oo . We conclude that the luminosity in UV @ lines is gener-
RN - -7 ] ated in a very thin transition layer which is not very sensitio
“g 06 N ,.~’=.\; - ] the dfects of thermal conduction. In contrast, the X-ray luminos-
g I : ‘ ] ity depends sensitively on théheiency of thermal conduction.
S o4l M- ! % ] In our models with heat conduction included, thei@minosity
T YTl ] is comparable to the X-ray emission coming from more extdnde
o2l - l:’ T a parts of the bubble (cf. Tabl€s 3 dnd 5).
; Nebel .-~ \. \\\ \ - \E
0.0 TSRS !
110 L5 12,0 12.5 130 6. Summary and conclusions
r[107cm]
e ‘ ] We presented a detailed numerical approach towards an-under
ol T2 8% B standing of the diuse soft X-ray emission from planetary neb-
s og 1 ulae based on the concept of thermal conduction. Since &lerm
S osll — o -7 conduction is a physical process inherent to all hydrodyinam
g F .- . cal systems, becoming important wherever the mean free path
% o 6i A P % of the electrons is gficiently large, we included a thermal con-
£t f [ 1 duction module into our 1D radiation-hydrodynamics code. W
2t L : were able to compute the thermal structure of the shocked win
S 04 s - g gas inside the nebular cavity self-consistently with therby
o 2i T E dynamics once the stellar AGB remnant, its initial circuefiar
“r — envelope, and the post-AGB wind model are specified. By doing
ook ‘ ] so, there is some freedom in the treatment of heat conduietion
11.0 115 12.0 125 130 cases where the mean free path of the electrons becomes com-

r [10*cm]

parable to the characteristic temperature scale lengtgnitic

H’ields that may play a role for the shaping of PNe are not censid
ered.
Thermal conduction has a twofoléfect favoring thermal X-
ray emission from the shocked wind gas: it lowers the temper-
ature gradient across the bubflebula interface and heats the
cool nebular matter, forcing it to ‘evaporate’ inwards. lMime,
heat conduction accumulates additional matter in the taubbl
with a characteristic temperature of somé kQ which quickly
dominates the bubble’s mass budget. The amount of added mat-
ter is controlled by heat transfer across the bubble fromirthe
verse wind shock towards the nebula. The bubble mass may in-
instance, in the case without heat conduction the bubblpéem crease or decrease with time, depending on the evolutidmeof t
ature is so large that® (the bare oxygen nucleus) is the mairstellar wind power.
constituent already right behind the contact discontintieat We selected several of the hydrodynamic sequences pre-
conduction lowers the temperature gradient behind the,faowd  sented in Paper | and recomputed them, without changingfany o
consequently & and O* are the main constituents of oxygerthe other parameters or boundary conditions, with our heat c
throughout a large fraction of the bubble. duction treatment included. The X-ray emission was contpute
The transition between the photo-heated nebular §as:( post-facto by employing the CHIANTI code, slightly adapted
10* K) and the shock-heated wind gaB.(> 10’ K) occurs to match our purposes. We were able to find good agreement
very abruptly across the contact discontinuity if theredghmer- with existing observations, both with respect to X-ray laos-
mal conduction, and consequently only little room is lefttfee ity and surface brightness distribution, if method 2 is usedhe
existence of &, simply because the temperature is either tapeatment of heat conduction. At the same time, the steliad w

Fig. 20. Radial profiles of the ionization fractions of oxyge
in the vicinity of the contact discontinujtyonduction front for
different physical treatment$op: without thermal conduction;
middle: with thermal conduction according to methodbttom:
with thermal conduction according to method 2. Thick lines r
fer to the nebular region, thin ones to the bubble regionrkhi
the contact surfageonduction front. The very thin ® ‘pocket’

is shaded for clarity. Details about the three models arergin
TableB.



M. Steffen et al.: The evolution of planetary nebulae. V. 21

Table 5. Dependence of the luminosity of thevDlines at11032 A and 1038 A on the treatment of heat conduction for msodel

similar to those shown in Figl 4, but computed with highertigpaesolution.L(HB) andL(Om 5007 A) refer to the |4 and [Omi]
luminosities of the whole nebula.

No. M L T  Thermal L(HB) L(Om5007A) L(Ovi1032A) L(Ovi1038A)
(M) (Le)  (K)  conduction (lo) (Lo) (Lo) (Lo)
6a-HR 0.595 5260 67978 no bl 1688 441x 103 2.21x10°3
6a-HCHR  0.595 5297 65160 methodl .23 1740 113x 1073 5.63x 1073
6a-HC2HR 0595 5292 65541 method2 .@3 1733 101x 103 5.04x 103

model employed here, based on the theory of radiation+drive amount of X-ray emitting gas that massive central stars can
winds, implies wind speeds in excess of 1000 kinfer typi- accumulate during their short lifetimes.

cal nebular models (cf. Fig.1L7). We conclude that our modeli — In contrast to the X-ray luminosity, the emission of the UV
is fully consistent with both the observed wind speeds ofenor Ovi lines is not very sensitive to thdfects of thermal con-
than 1000 kms' and the observational evidence that the soft duction.

X-ray emission comes from regions with electron tempeestur — Magnetic fields must be absent or extremely weak in all ob-
of about 2x 10° K (see also Tablgl3). In contrast, our models jects with difuse X-ray emission since their presence would

without heat conduction fail to reproduce the charactesstf strongly depress thermal conduction and hence ‘evapora-
the observed X-ray emission by large amounts if realistitcdvi  tion’. The absence or weakness of magnetic fields implies
parameters are assumed. also that they cannot be responsible for shaping these ob-

The basic findings from our modeling can be summarized as Jects.
follows: Our numerical treatment as described here leads to X-
ray luminosities that are substantially below those found b
Zhekov & Perinottol (1996, 1998) with their analytical apgpch,

— The energy budget of the hot bubble is substantially alterggthough their wind model and central-star evolution areyve
by radiative losses at the bubpiebula interface, both in similar. We believe that their analytical approach ovénestes
models with and without thermal conduction. the evaporation rate because radiative cooling of the gtseat

— Heat conduction has a strong influence on the thermal strgemduction front by line emission is not considered (see als
ture of the hot bubble, but leaves the dynamics of the whogct[3.B).
system is virtually unchanged, i.e. the shaping of the reebul |t is likely that the bubblgPN interface becomes dynamically
shells and their expansion properties are ri#cied. unstable, leading to direct mixing between hot bubble aral co

— In the absence of heat conduction, the temperature of the Rgbular matter (cf. Stute & Salai 2006). The rféeet would be
bubble depends only on the velocity of the central star wingimilar to heat conduction, i.e. a reduction of temperataeli-
The resulting X-ray temperature is much too high, and thets allowing a moreféicient X-rays emission, as already men-
X-ray luminosity much too low, to explain the existing obtioned byl Chu et a1/ (1997). The 2D simulations of a spherical
servations. bubble performed by Stute & Sahai (2006) suggest that the mix

— If heat conduction is substantial, the bubble temperatuee iing region is confined to a rather thin shell at the surfacéef t
function of the stellar wind power and the bubble size. Thsubble. If so, the X-ray emission would be limb brightenestyv
compact nebulae around massive, short-lived central stafigilar to our models computed according to method 1. For the
are therefore expected to have hotter bubbles than the nghre being, the existing observations do not seem to be sonsi
ulae of low-mass, slowly evolving central stars. tent with such a limb brightening.

— The X-ray luminosity is determined by the total emission [Georgiev et dl.[(2008) found recently that the wind of the
measure, which decreases by expansion and increases@ral star of NGC 6543 is less depleted in iron compared to
‘evaporation’ from the main nebula. The competition behe plasma emitting the fiuse X-rays[(Georgiev et 2l. 2G06).
tween expansioand ‘evaporation’ rules the temporal evo-They concluded that the X-ray emitting plasma “is derivexhr
lution of the X-ray luminosity. nebular gas rather than the stellar wind”. This finding igyful

— According to our PN simulations with a time-dependerdonsisting with the heat-conduction models. Clearly, nsvuel-
wind model, the X-ray luminosities increase with time dures of this kind would be very rewarding.
ing the main phase of evolution when the wind power in- Finally we want to emphasise that the models introduced
creases with time, in contrast to the case of a constant wipdthis work are entirely based on normal chemical composi-
power that would imply a decrease of the X-ray luminositions in the stellar and circumstellar envelopes. The tegk-
with time. sented here should therefonet be used to interprete X-ray

— For the energy range usually considered for planetary nedmission from objects with hydrogen-deficient centralssarch
ulae, the X-ray luminosity is below about 1% of the stellags BD+30°3639, NGC 40 because their evolution isfeiient
wind power, and between 1band 10° of the stellar bolo- and not yet understood. Additionally, one has to deal withthe
metric luminosity. The exact numbers depend on the actudnduction and X-ray emission in a practically hydrogesefr
evolutionary state and the wind model used. plasma.

— For given dfective temperature, the X-ray emission is largest " s W eful to Dr. A Sch or introduci oth
m : O\ edgemens € are gratetul to Dr. A. schwope Tor Introducing us to the
for nebulae around massive central stars even though t secrets of the EPIC camera on board XMM-Newton and providmgvith the

small bubbles contain only little mass. The X-ray emissiORsponse matrix. We are especially thankiul to Dr. Landi weiped us to install
measure of their bubbles is nevertheless large, primagily hhe latest version of the CHIANTI code. The work of A.W. wagpparted by
cause the high electron densities overcompensate the sriaR under grant No. 50 QL 0001.
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