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ABSTRACT

Context. Beryllium is a pure product of cosmic ray spallation. Thiglias a relatively simple evolution in time of the beryllium
abundance and suggests its use as a time-like observable.

Aims. Our goal is to derive abundances of Be in a sample of 90 stardatgest sample of halo and thick disk stars analyzed & dat
We study the evolution of Be in the early Galaxy and its depeid on kinematic and orbital parameters, and investigatese as a
cosmochronometer. Abundances of Be, Fe, @amllements of 73 stars are employed to study the formatioheohalo and the thick
disk of the Galaxy.

Methods. Beryllium abundances are determined from high-resolutiogh signal-to-noise UVES spectra with spectrum synthesi
Atmospheric parameters and abundances-efements are adopted from the literature. Lithium abuoéarare used to eliminate
mixed stars from the sample. The properties of halo and ttiglkstars are investigated in diagrams of logfBevs. [a/H], log(Be/H)

vs. [FgH], and [o/Fe] vs. log(B¢H) and with orbital and kinematic parameters.

Results. We present our observational results in various diagraimns & log(BgH) vs. [FgH] diagram we find a marginal statistical
detection of a real scatter, above what is expected from uneaent errors, with a larger scatter among halo stars. €textion of
the scatter is further supported by the existence of paistas§ with identical atmospheric parameters afigtdint Be abundances.
(ii) In alog(B¢H) vs. [a/Fe] diagram, the halo stars separate into two componengsisaronsistent with predictions of evolutionary
models, while the other has too higtand Be abundances and is chemically indistinguishable fhick disk stars. This suggests that
the halo is not a single uniform population where a clearmagéallicity relation can be definediij In diagrams of Rin vs. [a/F€]
and log(B¢H), the thick disk stars show a possible decrease/Rd] with Ry, whereas no dependence of Be withRs seen. This
anticorrelation suggests that the star formation rate wasH in the outer regions of the thick disk, pointing towaaatsinside-out
formation. The lack of correlation for Be indicates thasifrisensitive to the local conditions of star formation.
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1. Introduction dependence of the Be abundance with metallicity. However, o
o S servations of Be in metal-poor stars (Rebolo €t al. 1988nGie

The nucleosynthetic origin of beryllium isfiérent from most ; o 7992 Molaro et al. 1997a: Boesgaard e al. 1999) find a

chemical elements. Beryllium is neither a product of stetla- lope equa,l or close to one beMeen log nd [FeH], and

cleosynthesis nor expected to be created by the standard %gf slightly higher for log(BgH) and [QH]E. Such slop'es ar-

mogeneous primordial nu.cleosynthe.5|s In a detec?able BMOY, e that Be behaves as a primary element and its production

(Thomas et al. 1993). Its single long-lived isotoPe, is a pure 1o hanism is independent of ISM metallicity. Thus, the dom-

product of cosmic-ray spallation of heavy (mostly CNO) ®ilCl it hroduction mechanism is now thought to be the cotiisio

in the interstellar medium (Reeves et[al. 1970; Meneguzai.et ¢ cosmic-rays composed of accelerated CNO nuclei with pro-

1971). . L tons andv-particles of the ISM (Duncan et al. 1992; Cassé et al.
Early theoreu_cal models of Be producuqn in the Galaxy 45995; Vangioni-Flam et al. 1998).

sumed the cosmic-ray composition to be similar to the compo- .

sition of the interstellar medium (ISM). In this scenarie B On the other hand, in light of some controversy about the be-

produced by accelerated protons angarticles colliding with avior of O in metal-poor stars, Fields & Olive (1999) argiat

CNO nuclei of the ISM (Meneguzzi & Reeves 1975; Vangion Secondary behavior cannot be excluded. King (2001.12002),

Flam et al[1990; Prantzos et al. 1993), resulting in a quadra’OWeVer, reassessing data offelient oxygen indicators, as_well
as data for othen-elements, show that a metal-poor primary

* Based on observations made with ESO VLT, at ParanBl€Chanism is necessary to explain the observations.

Observatory, under programs 076.B-0133 and 077.B-05@/oamlata

obtained from the ES@T-ECF Science Archive Facility and the UVES

Paranal Observatory Project 266.D-5655. 1 [A/B] = log [N(A)/N(B)]. - log [N(A)/N(B)]o
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As a primary element and considering cosmic-rays to i@n on multiplicity. Details on these are given in the foling
globally transported across the Galaxy, one may expect ¢éhe &ctions.
abundance to be rather homogeneous at a given time in thye earl Spectra for all stars were obtained using UVES, the
Galaxy. It should have a smaller scatter than the produatebf Ultraviolet and Visual Echelle Spectrograph (Dekker et al. 2000)
lar nucleosynthesis (Suzuki etal. 1999; Suzuki & Yoshii 200 fed by UT2 of the VLT. UVES is a cross-dispersed echelle spec-
Thus, Be would show a good correlation with time and couldlograph able to obtain spectra from the atmospheric figto
be employed as a cosmochronometer for the early stages of306 nm to~ 1100 nm.
Galaxy (Beers et al. 2000; Suzuki & Yoshii 2001). For 55 stars, new spectra were obtained in service mode dur-
Pasquini et al. (2004, 2007) have tested this suggestion deg two observing periods between October 2005 and Septembe
riving Be abundances in turnffostars in the globular clusters2006. UVES was operated in dichroic mode with cross dis-
NGC 6397 and NGC 6752. The Be ages derived from a mogedrsers #1, #3, and #4 resulting in spectral coveraga &00-
of the evolution of Be with time (Valle et &l. 2002) are in ekce 390 nm in the blue arm anéll 420-680 nm andid 660-1100
lent agreement with those derived from theoretical isoeeso nm in the red arm, with some gaps. The spectra have a resolv-
Moreover, the Be abundances of these globular cluster atarsing power of R~ 35000 and 8\ between 25 and 150 in the Be
similar to the abundances of field stars with the same meitglli region. The reduction was conducted with the UVES pipeline
These results strongly suggest that the stellar Be abuedame within MIDAS. While the blue arm of the spectra was always
independent of the environment where the star was formed godnd to have enough quality for the analysis, the same was
support the use of Be as a cosmochronometer. not true for the red arm that, in some cases, presented resid-
Using abundances determined by Boesgaard el al. (1999 fringing. For them, a new reduction of the raw frames was
Pasquini et al.[(2005) extended the use of Be as a time scaddducted using the most recent release of the UVES Common
to a sample of 20 halo and thick disk stars and investigated tipeline Library (CPL) recipes within ESORex, the ESO Recip
evolution of the star formation rate in the early-GalaxarSte- Execution Tool.
longing to the two dierent kinematic components identified by Reduced spectra for 4 stars were downloaded from the
Gratton et al.[(2003a) seem to separate in a log{Bes. [O)Fe] UVES Paranal Observatory Project (POP) Library - a librdry o
diagram. Such separation is interpreted as indicatingdimd- high-resolution spectra of stars across the HR diagramn(@ag
tion of the two components to occur undeffdient conditions et al.[2003). In this library the stars were observed withhbot
and time scales. dichroic #1 and #2 covering almost all the interval betwee® 3
Our aim in this work is to better understand the evolutioand 1000 nm. The spectra have~R80 000 and a typical /8|
of Be in the early Galaxy and its dependence offiedént pa- ratio varying from 60 to 400 in the Be region.
rameters, in particular on the stellar population. We areabn For the remaining 31 stars, archive raw data in tRe800-
unprecedentedly large sample of halo and thick disk staus, 8890 nm region were retrieved from the E®J-ECF science
further investigate the use of Be as a cosmochronometer anrghive facility and employed in the analysis. For somesstar
its role as a discriminator of fierent stellar populations in thein particular those that do not have previous determinatian
Galaxy. The sample and the observational data are desénibefithium abundance in the literature, raw data in thie420-680
Sect[2. The details on the adopted atmospheric parameeersnan region were also retrieved. The spectra were reduced usin
given in Sect, B. The abundance determination and its wainert the UVES pipeline within MIDAS and ESORex. The resolving
ties are discussed in Sett. 4 while a comparison with previopower of these spectra varies between 35000 and 50 000 and the
results of the literature is presented in Sétt. 5. Lithiurarab SN ratio varies between 45 and 170 in the Be region. The log
dances are used to clean the sample from mixed stars i Secbdbk of the observations is given in Table 2 in the Appendix.
The Galactic evolution of Be is discussed in SEtt. 7, the fise o
Be as a chronometer is discussed in 9dct. 8, while a summary is
given in SectP. 3. Atmospheric parameters

3.1. Source of the parameters

2. Sample selection and observational data All the selected stars have been targets of previous abgedan

The sample stars were selected from the compilation by Veanalyses. In this work, we decided to adopt the atmospharic p
et al. (2004) of several abundance and kinematic analysesrafeters, fective temperature ¢F), surface gravity (log g), mi-
Galactic stars available in the literature. Using the amdé kine- croturbulence velocity4), and metallicity ([F¢H]), determined
matic data, Venn et al(2004) calculated the probabilifieg by previous works. The adopted parameters are given in Bable
each star belongs to the thin disk, the thick disk, or the.lfato- We adopted as main reference the same high-resolution-analy
tal of 90 stars were selected for this work: 9 of them havediighses quoted in the compilation by Venn et al. (2004). Our sampl
probability of being thin disk stars, 30 of being thick digkrs, contains 59 stars analyzed by Fulbright (2000, FOO hendatte

49 of being halo stars; and 2 have 50% probabilities of bealg h by Nissen & Schustel (1997, NS97 hereafter), 7 by Edvardsson
or thick disk stars. We simply assume a star belongs to aicertat al. (1993, Ed93 hereafter), 4 by Stephens & Boesgaard®(200
kinematic group when the probability of belonging to thaiuwp SBO2 hereafter), 2 by Prochaska et al. (2000, PrOO hergafter
is higher than the probability of being in the other two greupl by Gratton & Snederi (1988, GS88 hereafter), 1 by Gratton
One of our aims is to compare stars offdient populations but & Sneden[(1991, GS91 hereafter), and 1 by McWilliam et al.
of similar abundances, so we tried to maximize the metallici(1995, McW95 hereafter).

overlap between the two sub-samples. The halo stars ramige fr  Even though dferent methods were adopted to determine
[Fe/H] = —2.48 to—-0.50 and the thick disk stars from [fF§ the parameters, we do not expect this choice to introduce any
= -1.70 to-0.50, although strongly concentrated in [He> systematic ffect in our analysis. The likelyfiect of adopting
-1.00. The sample stars are listed in Tdble 1, together withafmospheric parameters with possiblyfelient scales is an in-
band magnitudes, parallaxes, absolute magnitudes, btiomecrease in the scatter of the abundances. We note that Vehn et a
corrections, bolometric magnitudes, luminosities, arfdrima- (2004) argue that a superficial analysis of their whole sardjul
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Table 4. Methods adopted by the reference papers cited in the textt¢alate the atmospheric parameters.

Reference Temp. Surface gravity Microt. Model atm. INETE?

FO0O Exc. Eq. of Felines lon. Eq. Feand Far Fer lines Kurucz+ overshooting LTE
log (EW/1) < -4.80 log (EWA1) < -4.80

SBO02 Exc. Eq. of Felines  Average of lon. Eq. of Rdines Kurucz LTE
log (EW/1) < -5.15 Fea/Fen and TiyTin agrees with Ed93 relation Castelli et al. (1997)

NS97 Exc. Eq. of Felines lon. Eq. Feand Far Fer lines (NEW)MARCS (Ed93) LTE
log (EW/1) < -5.15 withy > 4 eV

Ed93 Stromgren photometry  Balmer discontinuity Empiefation (NEW)MARCS LTE
calib. of p—y) andg index, g dependent on & and log g

not show a major inconsistency or zero poirftetience between Table 5. Uncertainties in the adopted atmospheric parameters.
the results. We refer the reader to the original papers fiaildd
descriptions of the methods and comparisons between thiésres

with other literature determinations. We note, howeveat il

the papers claim reasonable agreement with previous die@rm FO0 =40 £0.06  +0.11 +0.04
. SB02 +75 +0.35 +0.30 +0.10

tions. Moreover, as the parameters of most of the stars zaly NS97

Ref. T (K)  logg ¢&(kms?) [FeH]

. +50 +0.10 - +0.05
here (59 out of 90) come from a single reference, FO0, we ex- Ed93 +100 +0.20 +0.30 +0.10
pect any possible fierence in the scale of the parameters to adopted 00 015 030 =015

have only a minor #ect on the abundances.

For the completeness of the discussion, we list some infor-
mation in Tablé% on the methods adopted by each re(@vark T hared b h | Of th
as the reference for the atmospheric parameters. As isfobear en stars are shared between the two analyses. these,
Table, FOO, NS97, and SB02 adopt very similar methods bas?yen are included in our sample. The atmospheric parasneter

on spectroscopy to determine the atmospheric parametars. alllj]th_elz_gen gstar_s derived by the tWt? papers If\re compared in
the other hand, the method adopted by Ed93 is completely f-?h - 1he d(;ctlve temfzga;[gres ds ow exce ef%t; agreerr;ent,
verse, based only on photometry. In NS97 the same model 4" @ mean aierence o and a maximumiierence o

; K. Although the values derived by FOO are systematically
mospheres used by Edvardsson et al. are adopted. In addit : . >
their work is a diferential one with respect to two bright starsOWer than the ones derived by Ed93, théfefience is small,
well within the uncertainties of the calculations. Th&e&lience

analyzed by Ed93. They therefore obtain parameters ealgnti’ S :
on the same scale as the ones derived by Ed93, as demonst/Gtgyrface gravity is also small, with a mean of 0.11 dex and

by their Fig. 03, which shows excellent agreement betweein thg drgst)g??emmSggi?edg(él:gd_r%%?é r?Serseilr?tgerdaxtﬁytmlgtse
Ter with temperatures derived using { y) calibrations. to,the uncertainty value. Finally, the metallicity (JF3) values

As Be abundances are calculated from lines of the ionizef,, 5 mean dlierence of 0.10 dex and maximum of 0.21 dex.
species, log g is the most .relevan_t parameter for the asaly§iyis giference seems to be systematic, because the values of
Our sample stars are relatively bright an_d nearby, SO we u are always slightly higher than the ones derived by Ed93.
Hipparcos parallaxes (ESA 1997) to estimate gravities.riApa The comparison shows that thefdrences between FOO and

from eight stars that show a significantfarence (larger than g g3 56 not Jarge, but can be ascribed mostly to the unoertai
0.'28 dex_), the agreement Is exce!'e_“t- A linear fit to the ts};O'nties in each analyéis except for the microturbulence (Ejg
ylelds a line that is statistically |nd|st|ngU|sh§\bIe frone X=Y " This shows that no s’trong systematiteet will be present oﬁ
line, with a r.m.s. of 0.20 dex when all the points are conide ‘o ndances and argues in favor of our assumption that the
or ?\{ Ot.14 (?]ex when t?e_ dlscrelf)ant star% ng eXCIUd;.d' Th% Sles of the dierent papers are indeed similar, and the use of
eight stars have uncertain parallaxggr > 0.20 or are binary o oo mhined set of parameters introduces only a small and ac
stars. _ ceptable dispersion on the abundances. However, we ndte tha

Thus, only a comparison between the results of FOO aggk observed dierence in [F&H] might introduce some disper-
Ed93 is necessary to ensure the consistency between the atggh on the data points when analyzing plots like logtBers.
spheﬂc parameters of most of the sample stars. Such a CbmF{@fe/H] or [Be/Fe] vs. [FgH]. This point has to be kept in mind
son is shown below. and will be recalled when discussing our results.

3.2. Comparison between Edvardsson et al. and Fulbright 3.3. Uncertainties of the atmospheric parameters

The comparison between the results of FOO and Ed93 was cbnTable we list the uncertainties in the atmospheric patans
ducted to assure the detailed understanding and propéifidenas calculated by each of the four papers that contribute thare
cation of any possible systematiffext introduced in the analy- two stars to our sample.
sis. As seen in Tabl&]5, the adopted works claim a rather low
uncertainty for their Ty values, ranging from 40 to 100 K. As

2 We do not include in Tablgl4 details on the analyses by Gra&tond'scussed before, for the ten stars 'r_] common, the méERle_
Sneden((1988. 1991) and by McWilliam et &[_(1995), whichtdbate  €NC€ between the temperatures derived by Ed93 and FOO is 46
only 1 star each, and on the one by Prochaska et al. (2000)poniy 2 K with maximum of 85 K. These values argue in favor of the
stars, since they will have no influence at all on a possiblyeascatter quoted uncertainties. Nevertheless, in this case we dédmle
of the results. adopt a rather conservative value of 100 K as representaftive
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the adopted atmospheric parameters forgtarsd by FOO and ED93. The error bars with the values listed
in the original papers are also shown.

the associated uncertainty. This value equals the highéreof The adopted papers list values for the metallicity (HHe
values suggested by Ed93 and might be a good estimate of thieging from 0.04 to 0.10 dex for its uncertainty. The compar
effect of mixing the temperature scales of th&eatient papers son between Ed93 and FOO, however, shows a mearaice
together. However, as we will see in the following sectidms t of 0.10 dex with maximum of 0.21 dex. Mainly because of this
uncertainty in Tg has little influence on the derived berylliumcomparison, we decided to adopt a somewhat higher value as
abundance. representative of the uncertainty than the ones quoteddn th

For the log g values, the adopted papers claim uncertainfiPPted papers, 0.15 dex. As for the other parameters, excep
ranging form 0.06 to 0.35 dex. The comparison between Ed log g, its mfluence_on the final berylhum_abundances iskve
and FOO shows a meanfiirence of 0.11 dex with maximum ! Ne adopted uncertainty values are listed in Table 5.

of 0.19 dex. Moreover, the comparison with log g values esti-

mated using parallax show an r.m.s. of 0.14 dex. In particula

this comparison seems to show that the log g values are ratheAbundances determination

well constrained, in spite of the larger uncertainties gddty )

Ed93 and SB02. Therefore, in this case we adopted a value?ot: Synthetic spectra

0.15 dex as representative of the uncertainty in log g. Abundances of beryllium and, for some stars, of lithium were
The quoted uncertainty on the microturbulence velodfy (calculated using synthetic spectra. In this work, we adbpie
varies from 0.11 to 0.30 knT&in the adopted papers. The comcodes for calculating synthetic spectrum described by Barb
parison between Ed93 and FOO, however, shows largierdi et al. [2008) and Coelho et al. (2005). We use the grids of
ences with a mean of 0.31 kmi'sand maximum of 0.54 km model atmospheres calculated by the ATLAS9 program (Qastel
s™L. In this case, however, we simply decided to adopt the high&rKurucz [2003), without overshooting. These models assume
value of the quoted uncertainties, 0.30 krh, ss representative. local thermodynamic equilibrium, plane-parallel geomeand
Again, as we see below, this choice and the largéeidinces in  hydrostatic equilibrium. Codes for interpolating among ¢nids
& have no significant impact on the beryllium abundances.  were adopted.
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Fig. 2. Fit to the region of the beryllium lines in the solar specFig. 3. Fit to the region of the beryllium lines in the stars HIP

trum and in the stars HIP 105888 and HIP 24030. The cross316, HIP 115167, and HIP 48152. The lines are as irFig. 2.

represent the observed spectrum, the solid line the betteym

fit, and the dashed lines represent changes®?0 dex in the

Be abundance of the best fit. A solar abundance of ABE)LO stars of diferent parameters and metallicities (see Primas et al.

was determined. 1997 for details). The proper identification of this linewaver,
remains controversial in the literature. Castilho et[2899), for

example, adopt an kéine at 3130.995 A in the analysis of Be in
On the spectra of late-type stars, only thenB& - 2P, res- red gignts, WitFP)w logyf = -3.30 angy = 3.00 eV. Othgr possibil-

onance lines at 3131.065 A and 3130.420 A are strong enoygls explored in the literature include an Miine at 3131.037

to be useful for an abundance analysis. These lines aremearg adopted by Garcia Lopez et al. (1995a) and anmMine at
atmospheric cutf at 3000 A in a region of low detector sensiz131 015 adopted by Boesgaard & Kirg (2002). In this work,
tivity. This near-UV region is extremely crowded, full ofoatic e opted for the Feincluded by Primas et al.(1997), in partic-

and molecular lines, some of them still lacking proper id@at- |41 to maintain the consistency with all the papers thapeetb
tion. The determination of Be abundances, thus, needs toe dihe same atomic line list.

with spectrum synthesis taking all the blending nearbyfeesst There is currently a controversy about a possible missing
into account. Our database of molecular lines include the Qidntinuum opacity sourceffacting the near-UV region, hence
(A”X-XIT), NH (A®I1-X°%), and CN (BII-X?X) band systems ge apundances (Asplurid 2004, and references therein). The
as |mplemenzted byZCasgllho etal. (199%) and the CH band Sygide used to calculate the synthetic spectra does not iclud
tems (AA-X?IT), (B?Z-X?IT), and (CZ-X?II) as implemented ) nq-free opacities due to metals (Smiljanic & Barbuy 2007
by Meléndez et alL(2003), all of thenffecting this spectral re- fowever, we are mostly interested in relative abundances be

gion. tween stars of similar composition, so the bulk of the arigligs
not afected by this uncertainty. The slope between Be and Fe or
4.2. Beryllium a could be #ected. With respect to this, we note that our most

metal-rich stars have [Ad] = —0.50; for metal-poor objects, the
The line list of atomic lines compiled by Primas et al. (199 %hissing opacity fect is expected to be negligible.
was adopted in this work. This same line list was adopted in |n fact, Balachandran & Bell (1998) argue that therFe
many analyses of Be abundances in literature (GarciazRere hound-free opacity should be increased by a factor 1.6. iShis
Primas 2006, Primas et al. 1997, 2000a, 2000b, Randich etejuivalent to an increase of 0.20 dex in Fe abundance. We ran a
2002/200F). The adopted lgg of the Be lines are those com-test ysing the Kurucz suite of codes to test the influenceisf th
monly used in the literature;0.168 and-0.468 for 3131.065 increase in Fe abundance in the calculation of Be abundance f
A and 3130.420 A, respectively. In this line list, the blergli a model with [F¢H] = —0.50, appropriate for star HIP 31639.
line affecting the blue wing of the Be 3131 line is assumed to bthe difference of 0.022 dex is negligible. We therefore expect
an Fea line in 3131.043 A, with loggf = —-2.517 andy = 2.85 that this issue does not reallffect our analysis and conclusions
eV. The parameters of this line were constrained using akéven any significant way.
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With the line list described above, we fitted the Be lines re-
gion in the solar UVES spectrum, adopting the parametegs T
=5777K, log g=4.44, and = 1.00 knys, and obtained A(Be}
1.10 (Fig[2). This abundance is in excellent agreementtivith
one found by Chmielewski et al. (1975), A(Be)1.15, usually
adopted as the reference photospheric solar abundancdsdVe a
note excellent agreement with the abundance derived byi&and
et al. (2002), A(Bek 1.11, using this same atomic line list but a
different molecular line list and by fitting the Kurucz Solar Flux
Atlas (Kurucz et al. 1984).

HIP 10449
L B e

1.01 T

0.99

From the 90 stars in the sample, abundances of Be were de- o8 1
termined for 83: 76 detections and 7 upper limits. The 7 stars
for which abundances could not be calculated wefected by 097 L b
different problems, some with profilefected by cosmic rays, oL 1
and others were found to be spectroscopic binaries. Thase st
will not be considered further in the analysis. Exampleshef t N R S
fits used to derive the Be abundance are given in Eigs. 2land 3. 6706 6707 6708 6709
For most of the stars, both beryllium lines are well-fittethwi AA)

the same abundance. In some stars, however, the lines dre pes . . .
fitted with slightly diferent values. In most cases, théefience 10. 4. Fit to the Lir doublet at 6707.8 A in star HIP 10449. The

amounts to- 0.04 dex, a value that can be completely attribut lid line is the observed spectrum and the dashed line the sy

to the uncertainty of the fitting procedure itself oo the de- etiC One.

termination of the continuum. In one extreme case, howéver,

difference amounts to 0.24 dex (HIP 31639). This discrepanc _ . _

is likely due to an iniicient treatment of the blending featureé/\yhem_aver possible, we adopted their so-cattemit consistent
caused, for example, by abundance ratios that are sigrtlﬁcaﬁ’al uesincluding NLTE corrections. As a second preferred _refer-
different from solar of the blending lines directiffecting the €nce (24 stars), we adopted the results of the survey of ln-abu
Be lines. For these discrepant cases, we consider the ammd&lances by Chen et al. (2001). These Li abundances also éclud
derived solely from the 3131 A line to be more reliable, siitse corrections for NLTE &ects. For stars not included in these pa-

profile is visually less iected by blends. In Tab[@ 3 we list bothP€rS: the Li abundance was obtained from a number of other

: . . papers: for seven stars, abundances were taken from Baodsgaa
g]nedbtre]rey!:\l/g?aagbeugfd&gct?/v %el?ﬁ(rargmed solely from the 313hé et al. (2005); for four stars, abundances were taken from FOO

We tested the dependence on atmospheric models by aoinree stars, from Romano et &l. (1999); while Favata et al
. . P P : y 1996), Gratton et all (2000), Ryan & Deliyanriis (1995) t8pt
using a version of the Kurucz model atmospheres with enttan

abundances af-elements, §/Fe] = +0.40 dex. Metal-poor stars i (1994), and Takeda & Kawanomoto (2005) each contributed

are known to have enhanced abundancesa&ments. Some of with one star. . . .
these elements are particularly important as electron o, Lithium abundances were not available in the literature for

as such, may influence some continuum opacity sources (boué:‘é stars of_our sample. For these stars, we present new abun-
free and free-free absorption of Hfor example). We found, ances derived using spectral synthesis. We adopted thecato

however, this fiect to be small. In the following discussion, Wedata for the Li doublet and neighboring lines listed by Andersen

adopt the beryllium abundance derived solely from the 3t | et al. [I9BK). The Li abundance of star HIP 92781 QOUId not
with normal model atmosphere as the reference value. be calculated because of a damaged profile. The lithium abun-

dances are listed in tablg 3 along with a flag indicating the
sources. An example of a synthetic fit to the doublet is shown
4.3. Lithium in Fig.[4.

In our analysis, we expect to recover the initial berylliubua: Since Liand Be are destroyed affdrent depths, even stars
' X : h X . depleted in Li are expected to have preserved their origdeal
dance the star had at the time of its formation, since thikas t P n P

: ; . abundance (as is likely in the case of the Sun and of cool main
one produced by the interaction between the Galactlc_: Cesmé‘équence st(ars, cfr. e)./g. Randich 2007). Whatever the &i-ref

A&nce adopted, non-mixed metal-poor dwarfs are expecteo h
T%!”thium abundance close to the primordial value of the &pit
abundances of Li will help in this. ateau (Spite & Spite 1982). The exact value of the plateau a

_ . ossible dependencies with andor T are still controver-
Most stars in our sample have been analyzed for Li abuIO b IFgandor Ter

dances before. Our interest in Li in this work is only related iifak(?lst fzorz'oz%r'purpose Itis siicient to assume a typical value

the information it might give on the possiblé&ects of convec-
tive mixing, not on the absolute value of the Li abundanceisTh
we decided to adopt Li values from the literature wheneweag 4.4. Alpha elements
available. As main reference for lithium abundances (3&}ta

we adopted the work by Charbonnel & Primas (2005), who afbundances for the-elements were taken from the work of
alyzed a large number of previous literature results in idetaenn etal.(2004). These are average abundances of Mg, €a, an
Ti determined in the same papers, when available, used as the

% The spectrum is available for download at the ESO websitéource of the atmospheric parameters we adopt in this woi. T

www.eso.orgobservingdfo/qualityUVE S/pipelingsolar spectrum abundances have not been homogenized sintereint works
.html use diferent spectral lines to calculate the abundances. We refer

where significant mixing of the photospheric material wided
hotter regions may have altered the initial Be abundance.
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the reader to Venn et al. (2004) and the original papers foemo -
details. We list the abundances in Table 6. We plan to improve oo
this analysis by evaluating CNO abundances for all the stas '

subsequent work (Smiljanic et al. 2009, in preparation).

4 log(Be/H)
o
T
\
\

4.5. Uncertainties 05 F -7 @

Beryllium 05

The Be abundance determination ffeated by the uncertainty ' ' '

in the atmospheric parameters and uncertainty in the detarm os [ ]
tion of the pseudo-continuum. To estimate tleet of the atmo- °

spheric parameters, we change each one by its own error, keep Oooo @00

ing the other ones with the original adopted values, andececa ©

A log(Be/H)

8 o
00 oo o
late the abundances. Thus, we measure wiiatethe variation o5 ° ®
of one parameter has in the abundances. Th&sete are listed T S
in Table7. The calculations were done for three stars reptas 05 0s
tive of the range of parameters defined by our sample. Thk tota

uncertainty also includes théfect of the continuum uncertain-(g

0
A [Fe/H)

ties @ 0.05 dex) and the influence of the unidentified blen |9.5. (a) Diagram showing the flerence between the Be abun-

ances determined in this work and the ones from the litezatu
(+ 0.08 dex) on _the Be abundance. We recall that we adop §Pa function of the dierence in log g. The correlation d@ie
larger uncertainties for gk and [F¢H] when compared to the

- cient,p = 0.84, including the outlier, and = 0.90, excluding it,
values adopted by FO0 and Ed93. Thus, the uncertaintiesaug i iqs the reality of the linear correlation appareatrfrthe
by these parameters in the abundances already consideio$o

the dfects of putting the two samples toaether rTHlfi]ure. The dashed line indicates a linear fit, excluding the o
P 9 P 9 ) lier, and the solid line is the linexy. (b) The diference between

The uncertainty due to the continuum was determined BYs Be abundances as a function of th@edence in [FeH]. The
estimating the sensitivity of the derived Be abundance @n thyre|ation cofficient,p = 0.24, indicates the lack of correlation
continuum level adopted. This uncertainty is mostly reldte 5 apparent from the figure.

the SN of the spectrum. After a number of tests withfdrent
choices for the continuum level, we found thifeet to introduce
a typical uncertainty of 0.05 dex. Alpha elements

Another factor that may influence the determination of Bgg i vienn et al.[[2004), we do not conduct a detailed errok-ana
abundances are the blendgeating the Be lines. In particular, ysis o thex-elements since they were determined from a vari-
we adopt the value given only by the 3131 A line as the abufty of indicators. We decided to adopt the same represeatati

dance. In this case, the predicted line ofi iethe most impor- yncertainty as adopted by Venn et al. (2004),/rq = + 0.15
tant blend. The influence of this predicted line decreaséls wiex. )

increasing temperature giod decreasing metallicity. In a series

of tests, we noticed that removing the Fe line would increélase

beryllium abundance in a star withgT~ 5200 K and metallicity 5. Comparison with previous results
~ —0.90 by 0.15 dex. In a star withed ~ 6200 K and metallic-
ity ~ —0.70, no ect is seen at all. We adopt a value:06.08

dex, the average between the maximum and minimfieceof

neglecting blend, to represent this source of uncertaimtyes-
tend this value to all the sample stars. If our tentative tifiea-

tion of the line is wrong, we are wrongly modeling thifeets

A number of the stars analyzed in this work have berylliunmabu
dances previously determined in the literature. A detaileh-
parison of our results with those obtained previously fazhea
star is shown in Appendik]A for the interested reader. As is
clear from this comparison, there is also &eatience in log g
. e X ; : in most cases where our abundances do not agree with previ-
ﬁ|£2|§/¥gr£)%t|§2 ;l::g]n[glzgg]tr?g?:c;rrfbIl—?ésnggelggtr:)?vtvﬁgﬁgés ot ous results. This shows that to establish a consistent diadlee
i o ) gravity scale is important for properly determining the Beia-
Assuming that theféects of the uncertainties from the pagance. We have confidence in our results given the good agree-
rameters, the continuum, and the blends are independent, Wen; found with log g derived using the Hipparcos parallaxes
may add them in quadrature to estimate the total uncertainty | the following, we discuss both the spread in the atmo-
which is also listed in Tablel 7. spheric parameters between the results found in thesepéper
particular the one of [F&l], that might have some influence in
the spread of the relation between Be and Fe) and the spread of
the Be abundances. The spread of Be abundances might show to
In the case of lithium, the main uncertainties also come frowhat extent the absolute scale of the abundances is reliable
the uncertainties in the atmospheric parameters and frerdeh
termination of the pseudo-continuum. These uncertaintgEe
determined in a similar way to the one described above for
and are listed in Tablgl 8. While the main paramet@eaing Although in the comparison shown in Appenflik A we show re-
the abundance is log g for Be, for Li it iSed. The uncertain- sults from all papers that previously determined Be abuoesn
ties we derive are only valid for the Li abundances deterthinéor our sample stars, in what follows we consider only papers
in this work, for the values adopted from the literature wiere published after 1997 (including). Early works most likeipn-e
the reader to the original papers. ployed data and techniques of lower quality then modern-anal

Lithium

gél. The spread of the parameters
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Table 7. The uncertainties of the Be abundance introduced by thertaictes of the atmospheric parameters.

Star O Teff
HIP 53070 +0.03
HIP 104660 <+ 0.03
HD 159307 +0.04

T¢
+0.01
+0.01
+0.01

OTtotal
+0.12
+0.13
+0.13

Oblend
+0.08
+0.08
+0.08

O cont

+0.05
+0.05
+0.05

T [Fe/H]
+0.00
+0.02
+0.03

Tlogg
+ 0.06

+0.08
+0.08

Table 8. The uncertainties of the Li abundances, calculated in toikwntroduced by the uncertainties of the atmospheriamar
eters. The total uncertainty also includes tffee of the continuum uncertainties 0.05 dex) on the Li abundance.

Star O Teff
HIP 74067 +0.10

¢
+0.00

CTtotal

+0.11

O cont

+0.05

T [Fe/H]
+0.00

Tlogg
+ 0.00

0.5

A log(Be/H)
o

=05

A log(Be/H)
°

4 log(Be/H)
o

oo

-13

P
-12.5

sure of the extent to which the determinations can be coreside
reliable. It will be important to keep this in mind when we dis
cuss the relation between log(Bf and [F¢H] in the sections

to follow. We note that the the uncertainty we assume for the
[Fe/H] values is similar to the magnitude of the spread found in
this comparison.

5.2. The spread on the Be abundances

The average dlierence between our Be abundances and the ones
determined in the literature is0.06+ 0.19. This indicates that,

on average, our values are slightly lower than the onesquelx
derived in the literature. As shown in FId. 5, thé&dience in the

Be abundance correlates very well with th&elience in log g

but not with the diference in [FgH]. This comparison shows
the extent to which dierent analyses of Be can be trusted when
compared to each other. It also shows that most of this spread

is related to the dierence in the adopted log g. Also, no corre-

Fig. 6. () Diagram showing the fierence between the Be abunlation between the dierence in the Be abundance and the own

. S . abundance, [F#l], and log g was found (Fidll 6). Therefore, this
dances determined in this work and the ones from the litezatu . Bt
as a function of the log g values. The correlationfio&nt, p difference does not seem to be due to some systenttit of

= 0.14, indicates the lack of correlation also apparent froen tthe analysis. As shown before, our log g values are in exeelle

figure. (b) The dierence between the Be abundances as a furly jreement to the ones derived using Hipparcos parallakes, g
tion of the [F¢H] values. The correlation céi&cient,p = —0.26, wﬁ% confidence in the abundances we derived.
indicates the lack of correlation also apparent from therégu
(c) The diference between the Be abundances as a functiongofge depleted stars
the log(BeH) values. The correlation céieient,p = —0.20, in-
dicates the lack of correlation also apparent from the figure The light elements Li, Be, and B are very fragile and are de-
stroyed when in regions inside stars with temperatures®ok 2
10° K, 3.5x 10° K, and 5x 10° K, respectively. Main-sequence

yses and therefore are prone to greater uncertainties. $de atars with M< 1.5 M, have a surface convective zone that might
do not consider upper limits for this comparison, resultm85 reach regions hot enough to deplete the surface abundance of
possible comparisons. Multiple comparisons for a givenata these elements. The depth of the convective zone is a funztio
possible. effective temperature and metallicity; it is larger when ttee &

The average dierence between our log g values and the onesoler and more metal-rich.
adopted in the literature is 0.G00.28. If we exclude the com- In this section we use Li and Be abundances to evaluate
parison of our log g of HIP 114962, 4.30, with the one adoptedhich stars areféected by some kind of mixing event. The stars
by Molaro et al.[(1997a), 3.44, the average @03+ 0.23. This that do not display the original Be abundances in their photo
shows that, although no systematiteet seems to be present, aspheres will be excluded from further discussion. We also ex
wide spread of the log g values adopted in the literatura®xis clude star HIP 59490, the Be-rich star discussed in detail in

Regarding the metallicity, [FEl], the average dlierence be- Smiljanic et al.[(2008). Both Li and Be abundances of this sta
tween our values and the ones adopted in the literatur®.i52 are not a result of the normal evolution of these elementiseén t
+ 0.19. If again we exclude the comparison with of HIP 114963alaxy, but a likely result of a peculiar event tentativedgnti-
by Molaro et al.[(1997a), the averageti8.13+ 0.17. This com- fied as a hypernova.
parison seems to indicate a weak systemdtiecéin the sense Seven stars in our sample have only Be upper limits. All have
of our adopted [F#] values to be higher then the ones adoptealso low Li abundances. Three of them are subgiants, HIP1,700
in other analyses. It also indicates the existence of a dpéa HIP 71458, and HIP 77946, and have probably diluted both Li
the [F¢H] values adopted in the literature. This spread is a meand Be due to the deepening of the convective envelope, as ex-
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Fig.7. Abundances of Li as a function of temperature for thEig. 8. Abundances of Be relative to Fe as a function of log g for
sample stars. Detections are shown as filled circles andrupfie sample stars. A linear fit to the points is also shown.
limits as upside down open triangles.

Ter above 6000 K and A(Li) below the plateau. HIP 85963 is

pected from stellar evolution. One is HIP 55022 (HD 97916),& thin-disk star with [F#] = -0.71, Tey = 6227, and A(Li)<

star first found to be Li depleted by Spite et al. (1984). Irisof 0.70, and HIP 107975 is a thin-disk star with [A§ = -0.50,

the so-called “ultra-lithium-deficient” stars (Ryan et201), a Ter = 6275, and A(Li)< 1.10. Both seem to be lithium-dip

group of a few metal-poor stars that deviate from the Li @late Stars or to be evolving from the lithium dip. Since they have

and only have Li upper limits. Ryan et al. (2001) suggest thé)ost likely experienced strong mixing, we do not considenth

are formed by the same mechanism as forms field blue strdgthe further analysis, reducing our sample to 73 starsil&m

glers. Boesgaard (2007) find these stars are also Be-deépleBdots of A(Li) as a function of log g and [fA] do not reveal any

a result we confirm for HIP 55022. The thick-disk dwarf HIFPther star showing strong mixing.

59750 is more metal rich ([fd] = —0.60) than the stars that ~ No trends or deviating stars are seen in plots of @ as a

usually define the Li plateau. At its temperature (6200 K), riginction of Ter and [F¢H]. We use [BéFe] in this case because

Li (or Be) depletion is expected. Star HIP 36818 has a lowtd(B&H) is expected to vary from star to star, while [Be]

temperature (5672 K) and higher metallicity (JA¢ = —0.83) is expected to be roughly constant. A small trend with a cor-

than plateau stars. Stars of similar temperature and riwitiall relation codicient ofp = 0.19 is seen in a plot of [BEe] as

also show Li depletion but normal Be. Both seem to fieaied @ function of log g (FigLB), suggesting a small decrease in Be

by stronger mixing than other similar stars. They might af weabundance with decreasing log g. Stars with Ieg400 seem to

be metal-rich counterparts of the “ultra-lithium-defidiestars form a plateau, while some stars with log:gt.00 seem to have

mentioned above. Star HIP 19814 has a rather high Be uppg¥ [Be/Fe]. A similar dfect is not seen in the Li abundances,

limit, consistent with stars of similar temperature andatiiee ~ Which argues against a simple dilution or mixingeet. These

ity where Be was detected. Thus, strictly speaking it cateot stars span almost the whole range of metallicity (frefn50 to

considered to be Be-depleted. All these 7 stars will not be co-1.80), which argues against a chemical evolutifiea. The

sidered in the discussion presented in the following sestive trend might be related to the dependence of Be on gravity, sug

thus start with a sample of 75 stars where Be was detected. gesting that log g for the lower gravity stars is possibly wetl
Spite & Spite [1982) were the first to show halo stars withonstrained. Nevertheless, we see no strong reason todexclu

a range of metallicity to have a constant Li abundance (the $pese stars from the discussion.

called Spite plateau). Thick-disk, metal-poor dwarfs alkow Thus, only two stars are excluded from the sample because

the same feature (Molaro et al. 1997b). Although departuréspossible mixing #fects. The remaining 73 stars retain their

from the plateau due to lithium production by various stell&riginal Be abundances and are used in the following sestion

sources seem to start at [Fg ~ —1.00, a sudden large in- discuss the galactic evolution of this element and the udgeof

crease with stars reaching A(L¥) 3.0 is observed only for as atime scale tracing thefiirent star formation history of the

[FeH] > —0.45, out of the explored range (Travaglio et ahalo and the thick disk.

2001). Although some discussion exists on whether theqlate ~ Finally, in Fig.[9 we plot the [B&¢] as a function of the

is primordial in origin or a result of some depletion mecisami lithium abundances. No clear trend between Be and Li is seen.

(Bonifacio & Molaro[1997; Piau et al. 2006; Bonifacio et al—; — o .

2007; Korn et al[2007), we assume in this work that plateay The so-called lithium-dip is a strong decrease in Li abundarof

. . S . ; main sequence stars in an interval-of300 K around~ 6700 K, an
SBtS)r?ndtlr?ei?(gtr?ﬂesrpieprreeswous significant depletion of Li (andeffect first noticed by Wallerstein et al. (1965) in the Hyaded kater

. . . confirmed by Boesgaard & Tripiccb (1986). A discussion ofphgsi-
In Fig.[4 we show the lithium abundances as a function @h mechanisms possibly associated to the lithium dip caioied in

Tes. As previously found in the literature, stars withy Tz 5800 Charbonnel & Talon (1999, and references therein).

K define the Li plateau, while stars withl < 5800 K start to  ® \We adopt the meteoritic solar abundance, A¢Be).41 (Lodders

show the &ects of Li depletion. There are only two stars witl2003) to calculate the [BEe] ratio.
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Fig.9. The [BgFe] ratio as a function of the Li abundance. StarSig. 10. Diagram of [F¢H] vs. log(BgH) for all the 73 stars
with beryllium abundances but lithium upper limits are sh@s showing a linear fit to the points. A correlation ¢beient of
filled circles and stars with both beryllium and lithium dettens  p = 0.89 is found. An example of error bar is shown in the lower
are shown as open circles. A linear fit to the points, withbet t right corner.

excluded stars, is also shown. No correlation between the-ab

dances of Li and Be is seen.

fits are formally acceptable, theffiirence in goodness-of-fit be-

The stars with lower Be abundance are not the ones with smaﬁgeen the two is remarkable. The probability is very sevesid
Li abundance. Actually, most of the stars with Li upper-tsni e error estimates. If we decrease our error estimate ghlJFe

have Be abundances compatible with stars that show no sign§ d |p/H] to 0.12 dex, the probability of the wo fits drops to

Li depletion. We note that three stars for which we deterighing gzrggg\%slggg:pgcg:\éeltﬁ'ggﬁé%%e’F‘lN wguﬁgeng?eaﬂg_
only a Be upper limit have Li detection, however, they arelco a/H P ’ [Fé 9

Ter < 5500 K and Li-depleted relative to the plateau. This | lly, be considered acceptable. Visual inspection of Ei@sand

probably a result of the much highefNSobtained in the red re- confirms the impression derived from the statistical ysisl

: ” While in Fig.[11 one can see a clear trend, albeit with an alwio
g:,? dnir? cf)ltﬂde t? ep?lj:'[ﬁ em\iseest? gtgtzgre nevertheless vergstitey scatter, one has the impression in [Eig).10 of being able torsee

parallel linear relations.
The most important relation to study the chemical evolution
7. Galactic evolution of Be of Be is the one with [¢H], since oxygen gives the highest con-
tribution to the spallation process responsible for fognBe.
Once we have cleaned our original sample by identifying the the absence of oxygen abundances for our complete sample,
stars that have ¢iered Be dilution or depletion, or for which wewe decided to use the average abundaneegements, as com-
cannot determine Be abundances, we can investigate the-evplled by Venn et al[{2004). These are typically an averadégf
tion of Be in the Galaxy. We are left with 73 stars, 6 from theth and Ca; when available Ti also enters into the definitioa bf/
disk, 27 from the thick disk, and 39 from the halo. One starghas/enn et al. [(2004). These elements show behavior with metal-
50% probability of being either halo or thick disk. We keejsth licity similar to oxygen. It is therefore reasonable to usgH]
star and the thin disk stars in the sample because accomling¢ a proxy for [@H]. No major inconsistency should be intro-
different kinematic criteria they receive dfdrent classification duced by this choice. That a single linear relation links Bd a
(such as in the dissipative and accretion components ddfinedy elements, even when considering stars extracted frdiardi
Gratton et al. 2003a - see below). In Hig] 10 we show a diagramt Galactic populations (halo, thick disk, thin disk) isanse-
of the [F¢H] vs. log(BgH) and in Fig[1ll a diagram offH] quence of the uniqueness of the physical process leading to B
vs. log(Bé¢H) for all the 73 stars. In both figures, the points aréormation. A non-uniqueness of the relation between Be and F
distributed along linear relations, as previously foundhie lit- if present, could be a consequence of thedént evolution of
erature. We fitted a straight line to the data, taking thersma Fe in the diferent Galactic populations.
both axes into account. Following the discussion in Sécte5 w |n Table[® we compare the linear relations we derived with
adopted an error of 0.15 dex on [Fg and [a/H]. The adopted the ones previously obtained in the literature for metapo
error on the Be abundance was 0.13 dex. The resulting fits atgrs. The relation with oxygen arelements shows a sizable
the following: scatter in the fitted slope; this is likely due to thefidulty in
the measurement of oxygen abundances in metal-poor stars. O
log(Be/H) = (-10.38+0.08) + (1.24+ 0.07) [Fe/H] (1) own slope is close to the ones obtained by King (2002) using
[Ca/H] and Boesgaard et al. (1999) usingH). The zero points
log(Be/H) = (-10.62+ 0.07) + (1.36+ 0.08) [a/H]. (2) seem to agree better, the exception being the one deterimned
King (2002) using [CA]. Our own value is the same as obtained
For the fit with [F¢H] the goodness-of-fit provides a probabilityby King (2001) and Molaro et al. (1997a) both usingi{p The
of 0.14, while for the one withd/H] this is 0.76. Although both slope with thex-elements abundance implies the need for a pri-
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Table 9. A comparison of the linear relations between Be and Fe and @nfpotherr indicators adopted) as found in the literature.

log(BeH) = (A £ oa) + (B £ 0g) [FeH]

Ref.

log(BeH) = (—10.38+ 0.08) + (1.24+ 0.07) [F&H]
log(BeH) = (-10.34=+ 0.09) + (1.27+ 0.08) [FeH]
log(Be/H) = (-10.40+ 0.08) + (1.22+ 0.07) [FeH]
log(BeH) = (-10.38+ 0.08) + (1.16+ 0.07) [Fe¢H]
log(Be/H) = (-10.22+ 0.07) + (1.16+ 0.04) [FeH]
log(BeH) = (-10.59+ 0.03) + (0.96+ 0.04) [Fe¢H]
log(Be/H) = (-10.19+ 0.11) + (1.07+ 0.08) [FegH]
log(BeH) = (-9.76+ 0.22) + (1.26+ 0.11) [FgH]
log(Be/H) = (-10.87+ 0.51) + (0.77+ 0.23) [FeH]

This work (all stars)

This work (FOO stars)

This work (halo stars)
This work (thick disk stars)
King (2001)

Boesgaard et al_(1999)
Molaro et al. (1997a)
Boesgaard & King[(1993)
Gilmore et al. (199

log(BeH) = (A £ 0a) + (B £ 0g) [a/H]

Ref.

log(BeH) = (-10.62+ 0.07) + (1.36= 0.08) [a/H]
log(BeH) = (-10.71+ 0.07) + (1.34=+ 0.08) fo/H]
log(BeH) = (-10.62+ 0.07) + (1.37+ 0.08) fo/H]
log(BeH) = (-10.64+ 0.07) + (1.31+ 0.08) fo/H]
log(BeH) = (-10.87+ 0.28) + (1.10+ 0.18) [MgH]
log(BeH) = (-10.33+ 0.16) + (1.31+0.18) [CaH]

log(BeH) = (~10.61+ 0.06) + (1.51+ 0.05) [QH]%,

log(BeH) = (-10.69+ 0.04) + (1.45+0.04) [QH]
log(BeH) = (-10.62+ 0.13) + (1.13+0.11) [QH]
log(BgH) = —10.68 + 1.12 [QH]

log(BeH) = (-11.19+ 0.25) + (0.85+ 0.15) [QH]

This work (all stars)

This work (FOO stars)
This work (halo stars)
This work (thick disk stars)
King (2002)

King (2002)

King (2001)

Boesgaard et all_(1999)
Molaro et al. (1997a)
Boesgaard & King[(1993)
Gilmore et al. (1992

(1) A mean oxygen abundance fronffdrent indicators, such as the molecular OH UV lines andit6800 [Ol] forbidden line.
(2) The fits were recalculated in this work based on the osigiublished data.

sible change in the slope of the relation of Be with Fe aflfffe
~—1.6,-1.1. No such change is apparent in our data.

In the hypothesis that Be is a good cosmochronometer, there
could be a natural explanation for the scatter. At a giveretim
in the early-Galaxy, the Galactic halo has a higher metgllic
than the thick disk. Thus, a star formed at this time in th@hal
will have a higher [FAH] than a star formed at the same time in
the thick disk, in spite of a similar Be abundance. We devote t
next sections to a detailed investigation of the presendbef
scatter and to its possible causes. This investigationh#ijp to
constrain the limits of validity of Be as a cosmochronometer

1156

log(Be/H)
1
9
T

-125 -

7.1. Scatter in the Be-Fe relation

In Fig.[12 we display our working sample of 73 stars, using
R A S I I different symbols to identify several subsets. In addition & th
# M ™ 0 plot the two stars, HD 94028 and HD 132475, identified by
Boesgaard & Novicki (2006) to lie at about-dabove the mean

. : Be—Fe trend are also shown. In this sense these two stars must
Fig.11.D f b/H log(BeH) for all the 73 st h . ; )
mlga I|ne:§rgf|rtatrgt?1ebé)oar\1/tss Xgéor?(elgt%rnacﬁie?ent cs)fzrs(s) SXV be considered Be-rich. However, we note that HD 94028 is also

cluded in our sample. While Boesgaard & Novicki (2006) find
::so];ﬂlej?d An example of error bar is shown in the lower rlgdf‘| g(BeH) = —11.49, we derived log(BEl) = ~11.80 and thus
do not confirm the ‘Be rich status’ of this star. Although tlee r
sults basically agree within & (we estimate: 0.13 dex for our
results and Boesgaard & Novicki 0.12 for theirs), the dier-
mary production of Be. All the relations with Fe have a slopence is associated to thefférent log g values adopted, log=g
very close to one. The zero points of the fits have a largetescat4.20 by us and log g 4.44 by Boesgaard & Novicki. The log g
The zero point of our fit is closer to the one obtained by Kingerived using the Hipparcos parallax is log ¢.27. As we point
(2001), who analyzed results available in the literature. out in Sect[b, correct determination of log g is essentiatifs
The possible presence of a real scatter in the Be—Fe relatiaming consistent Be abundances. In [Figl. 13 we show our fitéo t
ship needs to be considered further. The spread is alsorprespectrum of this star and a synthetic spectrum calculattttiné
in earlier data samples but, the limited size of the sampies darger abundance found by Boesgaard & Novicki (but caledlat
the large errors on Be abundance did not allow a robust assegish our adopted atmospheric parameters). Another, evere mo
ment of its existence. In particular, the presence of thidtec striking example of Be-rich star is HD 106038HIP 59490,
in samples of smaller size might have motivated the claim ofSmiljanic et all 2008), which we have removed from our ana-
change in the slope, as in Molaro et al. (1997a) and Boesgaartyzed sample. Boesgaard & Novicki (2006) suggests thatlarg
al. (1999). Molaro et al[ (199V7a) were the first to suggestsa pdBe abundance arises from local enrichment phenomena, such a
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HIP 53070 (HD 94028)

-11.5

log(Be/H)
1
9
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[Fe/H] A(R)

Fig.12. Our sample of 73 stars in the [F§ - log(Be/H) plane Fig. 13. Fit to the region of the beryllium lines in star HIP 53070
split in several sub samples. Circles are thick-disk stath w(HD 94028). The crosses represent the observed spectrem, th
A(Li) > 2.0, squares halo stars with A(LB 2.0, x symbols solid line the best fit, and the dashed line a synthetic spec-
are thick-disk stars with A(Lix 2.0 and+ symbols are halo trum calculated with our adopted atmospheric parameteds an
stars with A(Li)< 2.0. Asterisks are thin-disk stars or stars witlthe beryllium abundance determined by Boesgaard & Novicki
ambiguous kinematic classification. The two star symboés af2006), log(B¢H) = —11.49.

the Be-rich stars HD 94028 and HD 132475 from Boesgaard &

Novicki (2006). HD 94028 (HIP 53070) is also included in our - . , )

sample, where a smaller Be abundance was derived. A shert f9nsistency in Fid. 12 we give the one without Li-depletedsst
connects the two values. The solid line is a least squarestfiet Which corresponds to

open square symbols and the dashed line is a least squates fit t
the open circles symbols. A representative error bar is atadw Tog(Be/H) = (-1030+0.25) + (1.21+0.20) [Fe/H]. )

the bottom right of the plot. The choice of eliminating the halo Li-depleted stars from th

fit is somewhat arbitrary and we have no particular justiftcat
for it. Even more so, if we note that many of the halo Li-deptet

may happen in “Super Bubbles” in the V|C|n|ty of a Superno\@ars have Be abundance_s thathlgher than the mean trend de-
(see Parizat 2000, Parizot & Drury 2000 and referencesitijere fined by the other stars. Itis nevertheless remarkable thkimg
For the large Be enhancement of HD 106038, Smiljanic et #nis choice the goodness-of-fitincreases. _
(2008) found such a scenario ifaient and invoked a hyper- ~ Our conclusion s that there is marginal evidence of scatter
nova. Such Be-rich stars seem to be quite rare, and at prieseHte Be-Fe relation, above what can be justified by obsenvakio
seems unlikely that they contribute to a large scatter intBma €rrors. One possibility is that two distinct Be-Fe relag@xist:
dances. The Galactic orbits of all three stars have beenatup One for the halo and one for the thick disk. Another possibiti
by Cafau et al.[(2005) and while HD 132475 and HD 10603that there is simply a dispersion in Be abundances at anygive
are halo stars, HD 94028 displays a disk-like kinematicss THetallicity.

suggests that the events giving rise to Be-rich stars amethd

quite local and do not depend on the stellar population t@whi; 1 1 stars with similar parameters

the star belongs.

Inspection of Fig_I2 gives the visual impression that sgsiar¥Ve are analyzing a set of high quality data of stars that Have,
and circles (halo and thick disk) define two distinct lineas r the vast majority, parallaxes measured by Hipparcos anéd hav
lations. At the same time it is clear that the Li-depletedsstaPeen quite extensively studied in the literature. Nevéets we
would blur this picture, especially those belonging to tlaéoh are aware thgt the uncertainties in an abundance analgsid-ar
This is confirmed by fitting a straight line to the halo stacnal. ten underestimated. _

The fit to all the halo stars (39 stars) has a probability o##0.0 ~ We believe a meaningful test of the existence of real scat-
marginally acceptable, but suspicious. If we remove from tfi€r is to identify stars with similar metallicity and similatmo-

sample all the Li-depleted stars we are left with a sampleDof Spheric parameters, hence almost identical spectra, fiatetit
stars, and the probability of the fit jumps up to 0.19. Thissit iBe abundances. Thefférence in strength of the Be lines should

shown in Fig[IPR corresponding to be obvious and largely independent of our ability to model th
spectra.

We identified 4 pairs of stars with similar atmospheric pa-
rameters and metallicities. Their spectra are comparedgn F
[I4. In this figure, all the pairs of spectra show very good egre

The sample of thick-disk stars, on the other hand, showsreent in the behavior of the neighboring metal lines, butrtjea
reasonable fit (0.69 probability) without the need to remitnee  differ in the two Be lines. This fierence is a definitive and con-
Li-depleted stars. The fits obtained by keeping all the tliikk  vincing test that the scatter in the abundances is a realrfeat
stars and by removing the Li-depleted stars are very sinkitar The stars being compared range from/Hle= —0.80 to—1.40,

log(Be/H) = (-10.76+0.15) + (0.97= 0.10) [F&/H].  (3)
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G 5-19 vs HD 199289 A4 HIP 58962 vs. G 5-40
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Fig. 14. Comparison in the Be region between spectra of stars withasimetallicity but diferent Be abundances. (a) G 5-19 with
Teg/log g/[Fe/H]/log(BeH) = 59424.24-1.10-11.98, shown as a dashed line, vs. HD 199289 wiifyldg g/[Fe/H]/log(Be/H)

= 58944.39-1.03-11.36, shown as a solid line. (b) HIP 7459 withglog g/[Fe/H]/log(BeH) = 59094.46-1.15-11.90,
dashed line, vs. HIP 58145 withegflog g/[Fe/H]/log(Be/H) = 59464.41/-1.04-11.31, solid line. (c) HIP 58962 with of/log
g/[Fe/H]/log(BeH) = 58314.3§-0.80-11.68, dashed line, vs. G 5-40 withgJlog g/[Fe/H]/log(BeH) = 58634.24-0.83-11.15,
solid line. (d) HIP 22632 with ¥/log g[Fe/H]/log(BeH) = 58254.30-1.40-12.17, dashed line, vs. HIP 53070 withgllog
g/[Fe/H]/log(Be/H) = 59004.20/-1.40-11.80, solid line.

showing that the scatter is not concentrated in a singlelmeta.1.2. Binaries
licity value, the stars in each pair have very similar griagitas

well as similar Li abundances. We cannot therefore invokedi

ences in gravity or in dilutiofdepletion to explain the observed

Be difference.

We have finally investigated some other possible factors tha
may influence the scatter, such as the use of data fréfierelnt
sources or the possible presence of binaries. We collected i
The situation forx elements is less clear. In the above painsiation on the multiplicity of our sample stars in the litenat,
of stars, thed/H] ratio is not the same, so we could expect stakghich is listed in Tabl€l1l, where whenever possible we list th
with the same metallicity but @fierent oxygen abundance to hav@umber of components of the system (AB for two components,
different Be abundances. It is mordfult to identify stars in  ABC for three, and so on). When the number of stars in the sys-
our sample with similar atmospheric parameters and also eén was not clear we only list a flags to indicate the star is
same {/H], but different Be. Of the stars in Fig. 114, HIP 226321 binary or multiple system. The references consulted eyeplo
and HIP 53070 are the ones with the the most simiégH], a variety of methods, for example, radial velocities, phwatry,
—1.04 and-0.96 dex, respectively. In Fig.JL5 we compare twer speckle interferometry. A flago does not necessarily mean
calcium lines1 6166.44 A andl 6169.04 A of these stars. As isthe star is single, but that a reference was found where st lea
clear from this figure, there is noftrence in the calcium abun-one method failed to detect multiplicity. For some starseferr
dances of these stars. Thdfdrence ina-element abundancesence reporting an investigation on multiplicity was fouimthis
of the other stars in Fig. 14 are on the order6f15, which is case no flag is shown in the table. Again, nfielience between
clodse to the & uncertainty of the abundances. The case of HitRe subsample of possible binaries and the other stars iglfou
22632 and HIP 53070 shows that stars with similar abundan®&iearies therefore do not seem to be responsible for therobde
of a-elements may have fiierent abundances of Be. scatter.
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Fig. 15. Comparison between two calcium lines in the spectra 6fg. 16. Diagram of log(B¢H) vs. [FgBe]. Thick disk stars are
stars HIP 22632 (dashed line) and HIP 53070 (solid line). Tishown as filled circles, halo stars as starred symbols, amd th
Be region of these stars is shown in the last panel of the pusvi subgroup of 'Fe-rich’ halo stars discussed SEEt. 8 is shawn a
Figure. The stars have similar metallicity, similar atmlospc  open circles.

parameters, and similar abundancegaflements but dierent

Be abundances.

ferent star formation rates with a radial dependence. ThR,GC

7.1.3. The FOO subsample however, has neither radial nor vertical dependence. Tiee-in

. ) ] ) ) pretation of the results in light of these models may, thanesf
As discussed in Se¢t 3.2 there is a systemaffeidince in tem- pe somewhat limited.
perature and [Féi] between the results of Edvardsson et al. pasquini et al.[(2005) began using the Be abundances as a
(1993) and Fulbright (2000), although within the uncertiasl. time scale, and show that halo and thick-disk stars separate
This dlff_erence in m_etaI_I|C|ty may introduce some scatter '”tQiagram of log(BgH) vs. [a/Fe]. Their sample, however, is com-
the relations shown in Figs. 110 aind 11. In the final sample of Zr%sed of only twenty stars analyzed by Boesgaard et al. }1999
stars, 49 have parameters calculated by FOO, of which 26_3411_Je An a diagram [@Fe] vs. log(B¢H), the beryllium abundance in
stars and 19 are thick-disk stars. We repeated the analytiis Whe ahscissa can be considered as ‘increasing time’ while th
this subsample of stars. The linear fits using only the Figltir [0/Fe] ratio in the ordinate can be considered as the ‘star for-
stars and rms are statistically identical to the ones obthwith  ation rate’ (SFR). We user[Fe] here rather than [Be]. In
the yvhole clean sample (also listed in Table 9)_. The equimtalq;ig_[ﬂ we show thed/Fe] vs. log(BeH) for our sample. The
of Figs.[10 and 11 for the FOO subsample are given in Appendi¥re is divided into two panels; in the upper panel we plet th

Bl thick disk stars and in the lower panel we plot the halo stars.
In the same figure the two models from Pasquini et al. (2005),
7.2. log(Be/H) vs. [Fe/Be] derived from Valle et al[(2002), are also shown. In [Fig. 18 we

show the classicabf/Fe] vs. [F¢H] diagram, also divided with
The evolution of a given element in the Galaxy is usually anghe thick-disk stars in the upper panel and the halo starsen t
lyzed in a plot of [ElemeriEe] vs. [F¢H]. If Be is a better time |ower panel.
scale than Fe, then changing Fe for Be in this kind of disoussi  From Fig [I7 it appears that the model is fairly successful in
would be then the natural follow-up. In Fig.]16 we plot[Be] reproducing the general trend of the thick-disk stars. Hewe
as afunction of log(Be1). _ _ the halo stars appear to split along a double sequence. The
~Adecrease in [F8e] with increasing log(B#) is seen. It most striking is the group of stars with high/Fe] and high
is interesting to see that for log(B¢) > —115 the majority of |og(Be/H), which the model totally fails to reproduce. From the
the stars have a sub-solar/Be ratio. In principle similar plots point of view ofa elements and beryllium abundance, this group
could be constructed also for elements other that iron. of stars is essentially indistinguishable from the thickkdstars.

The first conclusion that may be drawn from this plot is that
the thick disk appears to be a fairly homogeneous population
where the “Be chronometer” may be used with some confidence.
The hypothesis that Be can be used as an age indicator relibe halo instead appears to be more complex. In the follow-
on assumptions about the uniformity of the GCR in the earlyjag sections we discuss the use of Be as a chronometer in the
Galaxy. This uniformity is necessary to assure the Be clookr two populations separately. Galactic orbits for the majooif
at a uniform pace within the relevant region of the Galaxy. lthe sample stars were computed by Gratton ef al. (2003a). For
general, models of Galactic chemical evolution do not idelu the few remaining stars, new orbits were calculated folhmyvi
a detailed treatment of GCR propagation and confinement. Tthe same method. We refer to Gratton etlal. (2003a) for the de-
model we use to compare with our observations (see Valletails. The orbital parameters are listed in Tdlle 6. In Fi§and
al.[2002 and references therein) follows a multizone treatm[20 we show the correlation of chemical and dynamical proper-
of the Galaxy, where each component is characterized by diks. Alternative to the halo — thick disk distinction, weudt

8. Be as a chronometer
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Fig. 17. Diagram of p/Fe] vs. log(BgH). The thick-disk stars Fig.18. Diagram of p/Fe] vs. [F¢H]. The thick-disk stars are
are shown in the upper panel, while the halo stars are showrshrown in the upper panel, while the halo stars are shown in the
the lower panel. The thick-disk stars diagram is charamerby lower panel. The curves are the predictions of the models by
a large scatter, while the halo stars diagram clearly d&video  Valle et al. (2002)

two sequences. The curves are the predictions of the mogels b

Valle et al. (200P2).

1 T T T T T ]
have used the accretion — dissipative component distimatio - - *: e ¥e '%{ . ]
troduced by Gratton et al. (2003a, 2003b). We refer to thg-ori £ % o¥* 4 * ]
inal papers for a detailed presentation of the kinematieca ] 1B x 0982 o s -]
used for this division. We did this exercise, and the main-con g 3 **** # M ** ]
clusions are essentially the same. The corresponding aiets -13 - »* -
provided in Appendik C. S

[ T I T T T I T T T I T ]
8.1. The Be chronometer in the thick disk oa - FE Lk % %0 h

Cox * & T K% g i
Thick-disk stars show smaller scatter in all diagrams, and i e |t o b X *".?3 ]
seems possible to understand their formation in a relgtisiet- 302~ *go0 o . N
ple way. The most interesting feature is, however, the antic - ° % o ® e 1
relation of Jo/Fe] with Ryin in our sample (Fig_20). At first o .
glance, this anticorrelation seems to be driven by the taosst S W T ST ST M S
with largest Ryin. However, even when restricting the sample to 200 v (ki - 200

stars with R,in < 6 kpc, the probability of correlation is 99.8%.

A similar anticorrelation is also present in the data of @maet Fig.19. Diagram of log(B¢H) vs. the V, the component of the
al. (2003b, see their Fig. 6). If &, is representative of the ra-gpace velocity of the star in the direction of the disk ratati
dius of formation of a star, neglecting the phenomena oftakbiThe thick-disk stars are shown as filled circles, halo stags a
diffusion, then the simplest interpretation is that the thigdkdi shown as starred symbols, and the subgroup of halo stareas op

experienced a higher SFR in the inner regions than in ther ouggcles. A typical error of= 12 Km s in V was adopted (see
regions. This does not contrast with the notion that thekthic Gyatton et al_2003b).

very old and massive (Fuhrmahn 1998, 2000, 2004, 2008). In
fact the star formation is supposed to have continued fonbo
Gyr (Fuhrmanin_2004), which is ample time for the external re-
gions experiencing a low SFR to develop a lowgfe than the
inner regions where the SFR was higher. Note also that thé mos
Be-poor, i.e. oldest, stars are found at low;R The emerging
picture is that of a dissipative thick disk formed insidd-ou
Such an anticorrelation is not present in the logtBevs.
Rmin plot, as shown in the upper panel of Figlré 20. It is also The range in Be covered by the thick-disk stars of our sam-
not present in the [BE&e] vs. Ryin plot. This lack of anticorrela- ple is relatively small. Moreover, most of the Be-poor sians
tion is an important result. The major objection to the usB®f present at a relatively small . This agrees with the notion of
as a time indicator is the possibility that the abundancéisf t a rather fast formation for the thick disk (Fuhrmann 200080
element is dominated by local events rather than by theivigat As a reference time scale, the reader may consider thatittie th
tic component. The log(BEl) vs. Rnin diagram does not show disk models shown in the upper panel of Figl 17 have a star for-
evidence of a general decrease in Be with the distance frem thation period of 1 Gyr.

galactic center, as could be expected if the local flux of GGR w
the dominant factor.
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derived, when oxygen, which is a pure SN Il product, is deter-
mined in a homogeneous way for all the sample stars (Sniljani

THE g ke e e ] etal., in preparation).
s b o e . 0 ] In Figs.[I9 and20 we plot botlw]Fe] and log(B¢H) as a
3-12f QR o . { function of V, the spatial velocity in the direction of thetae
ER . Fx o we ® ] tion of Galaxy, and Rin, the perigalactic distance, respectively.
s f * * ] At the end of the '90s, several halo stars with a leyHe] were

h ] identified (Carney et &l. 1997, Nissen & Schuster 1997) and we
I e TN e e o e e considered as “accreted” objects. Inspection of Eig. 1&vsho
that such stars are however predicted by our evolutionagemo
To easily identify the “lowa” stars (which we define as stars
with [e/Fe] < 0.25 and log(BAH) < — 11.4) in the figures, we

*

x % %% o %

T Kyt gx e ¥

K% ey 0*0....' .
¥ 4 s * °

0.4

[o/Fe]

o
LI LA L L L B L
i TR BT AR

&S * o . plot them as open circles. These stars have very similar kine
O L] . .
o - matic properties. They tend to have V close to zero apg R
o ° 1 kpc, although the statistics are too few to allow a robushtl
T They seem to be a group of non-rotating stars going very close
0 2 4 8 8 10 to the Galactic center, a behavior that might be expecteato b

R min (kpe) shown by accreted stars that sink to the Galactic center by dy
: : . L namical friction. They also show a remarkably narrow range o
Fig. 20. Diagram of log(B¢H) vs. Rqin, the perigalactic distance gg apundances, suggesting a narrow range in age for this com-

of the stellar orbit. The thick disk stars are shown as filiedes, ) nent. These characteristics might hint at a possible camm
halo stars are shown as star_red symbols, and the_subgroap)of ﬁrigin for these stars.
stars as open circles. A typical error610.40 Kpc in Rin was A robust interpretation of these components in light of our
adopted (see Gratton etal. 2003b). evolutionary model does not seem possible. Unlike what-is as
sumed by the model, our results suggest that the halo is not a
single uniform population where a clear age-metallicitgtion
can be defined. The splitting of the halo into the two comptsen
For a long time the debate on the halo formation was centeriggntified in this work might be related to the accretion degx
on the opposite views of “monolithic collapse” (Eggen et ahal components or simply to variations in the star formation
1962) and “fragment assembly” (Searle & Zinn 1978). It is nowifferent and initially independent regions of the early halo.
understood that these represent rather idealized extrasesc
that do not happen in reality. Major insights into halo adsigm 9
have come from simulations of galaxy formation in a cosmelog
ical context (see e.g. Font etlal. 2006 and references tf)etei We have presented the largest sample, to date, of Be abueslanc
these simulations in thACDM scenario, the galaxy formationin stars. We confirm the existence of a linear increase in Be wi
proceeds hierarchically, nevertheless they predict thigtence [Fe/H] and [o/H], as has been found by all the previous investi-
of metallicity gradients and other features typical of thedho- gations. However, thanks to the large dimension of our sampl
lithic collapse”. In light of these simulations, we shoukpectto and the homogeneous analysis, we have a marginal deteétion o
find, in a halo sample, stars that have been accreted from mamyexcess scatter in the log(Bg — [Fe/H] relation, above what
dwarf satellite galaxies, as well as stars formed on shoré ti may be expected by observational errors. A similar scatteot
scales in the halo (i.e. a “monolithic collapse™like compat). obvious in the log(B&H) — [«/H] relation, although we identify
Even before considering our data one can expect that theair of stars with similar parameters and simitgH] but with
“Be chronometer” was running at afférent pace in the ffer- a 0.4 dex diterence in Be abundance. Our interpretation of this
ent components out of which the halo was assembled. Thissicatter is that it arises from thefifirent evolutionary time scales
fact appears quite obvious from Fig]17. The stars with high Bf different Galactic components (halo, thick disk). Beryllium is
abundances and high/fFe] cannot be reproduced by our modela good indicator of time, anywhere, but metal enrichment pro
Itis tempting to interpret these stars as “accreted” frotalées ceeds at a dierent pace in dierent environments.
in which the Be production was moréieient than in the Milky We tested the use of Be as a chronometer by comparing our
Way. However, these stars do not display any peculiar kitiemaobservations to model predictions. The result appearsfaithe
property. satisfactory for the thick disk, which we confirm to be a homog
The good news is that the halo stars do not fill uniformly theeous population. There appears to be no trend in Be abuadanc
log(Be'H) — [a/Fe] plane, but position around only two, rathewith perigalactic distance. We take this as evidence thexBih
well-defined sequences. This means that there is some tospeoduction is dominated by the relativistic component ef¢bs-
for also using the “Be chronometer” for the halo stars. Hapef mic rays and largely insensitive to local events. Our modéls
future models will be able to explain the two sequences ahd cBe evolution, however, fail to reproduce the observatiarsaf
ibrate the Be abundance versus time. By use of a diagram légbset of halo stars. More sophisticated models that ettplic
Fig.[11, one should be able to decide which sequence any giwamsider the merger history of the halo should be envisadged.
star belongs to. a plot of log(BéH) versus §/Fe] (Fig 1T ), the halo stars do not
The reality of the separation seen in Figl 17 is dependent filhthe plane randomly, but align in two rather clearly defirse-
the error of the abundances. A statistical test shows tledidlo quences. Only one of these two sequences can be explained by
stars in the top right of panel b in this figure have probabgit our models. However, most stars of this same component show
between 40% to 9% of following the model curve. This suggestery similar kinematics and a narrow range in Be (age). They
that the separation seen in the figure is real. These pradtiehil seem to be a group of non-rotating stars going very closeeto th
are likely to improve, and more stringent constraints migét Galactic center so might have a common origin.

8.2. The Be chronometer in the halo

. Summary
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For the halo stars we do not identify any significant corré&uhrmann, K. 2008, MNRAS, 384, 173

lation between chemical and kinematic properties. Forhrakt
disk, instead, we find a significant anticorrelation @ffe] with
perigalactic distance. This anticorrelation might be ripteted

Fulbright, J. P., 2000, AJ, 120, 1841

Garcia Lopez, R. J., Rebolo, R. & Perez de Taoro, M. R., 1986, /302, 184
Garcia Lopez, R. J., Severino, G. & Gomez, M. T., 1995, A&AT7 2887
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Table 1. Data of the sample stars.

HIP HD Other V T O My BC Mpor 109 (L4/Lo) binary?

name mag. mas mas mag. mag. mag.

171 224930 85 Peg A 5,75 80.63 3.03 5.28-0.27 5.02 -0.11 ABCDH
3026 3567 - 9.26 9.57 1.38 4.16-0.16 4.00 +0.30 né
7459 - CD-610282 10.10 11.63 1.19 5.43-0.16 5.27 -0.21 -
10140 - G 74-5 8.77 1766 1.29 5.00-0.22 4.78 -0.01 ABCD
10449 - G 159-50 9.09 16.17 1.34 5.13-0.20 4.93 -0.07 né
11952 16031 - 9.77 8.67 1.81 4.46-0.18 4.28 +0.19 Susp.
13366 17820 - 838 1538 1.39 4.31-0.16 4.15 +0.24 nd
14086 18907 e For 589 3294 0.72 3.48 -0.33 3.15 +0.64 yes
14594 19445 - 8.06 2585 1.14 5.12-0.23 4.89 -0.06 né
17001 - CD-241782 9.92 4.42 1.75 - - - - -
17147 22879 G 80-15 6.70 41.07 0.86 4.77/0.17 4.60 +0.06 né
18802 25704 - 8.10 19.02 0.87 4.50-0.15 4.35 +0.16 AB!
19007 25673 - 956 2423 153 6.48-0.26 6.23 -0.59 -
19814 - G 82-5 10.60 24.27 23.10 - -0.25 - - né
21609 29907 - 985 17.00 0.98 6.00-0.28 5.72 -0.39 AB’
22632 31128 - 9.13 1555 1.20 5.09-0.21 4.88 -0.05 nd
24030 241253 G 84-37 9.72 10.29 166 4.780.19 4.60 +0.06 né
24316 34328 - 944 1455 1.01 5.25-0.21 5.04 -0.12 -
31188 46341 - 8.62 1686 0.98 4.75-0.16 4.59 +0.06 -
31639 - CD-253416 9.65 1759 1.34 5.88-0.25 5.63 -0.35 -
33221 - CD-333337 9.03 9.11 1.01 3.83-0.17 3.66 +0.44 -
33582 51754 - 9.05 1463 139 4.88-0.16 4.72 +0.01 né
34285 - CD-571633 954 1068 0.91 4.68-0.16 4.52 +0.09 nd
36491 59374 G 88-31 850 20.00 166 5.010.17 4.84 -0.03 né
36640 59984 HR 2883 590 3340 093 352 - - - 1AB
36818 - CD-453283 1043 1532 1.38 6.36-0.19 6.17 -0.57 -
36849 60319 G 88-40 895 12.15 1.24 43%0.17 4.20 +0.22 né
37853 63077 HR 3018 536 65.79 056 4.46-0.15 4.31 +0.18 widé
38625 64606 G 112-54 744 5201 185 6.020.25 5.77 -0.41 yes
42592 74000 - 9.66 7.26 1.32 3.96-0.21 3.76 +0.40 né
44075 76932 HR 3578 586 46.90 0.97 4.220.14 4.08 +0.27 yed
44124 - G 114-26 969 1237 172 5.5 - - - yes
45554 - G 46-31 10.86 3.79 216 3.75-0.15 3.60 +0.46 yes
48152 84937 - 831 1244 1.06 3.78-0.19 3.59 +0.46 nd®
50139 88725 - 774 27.67 1.01 4.95-0.19 4.76 0.00 o
52771 - BD>-292091 10.24 1055 1.75 5.36-0.21 5.15 -0.16 Suspt
53070 94028 G 58-25 8.23 19.23 1.13 4.65-0.18 447 +0.11 né
55022 97916 - 9.21 7.69 1.23 3.64-0.10 3.54 +0.48 yes®
57265 - G 121-12 10.37 6.14 1.82 4.31-0.19 4.12 +0.25 né
58145 - BD-21 3420 10.15 5.43 144 3.82-0.16 3.66 0.43 -
58962 105004 - 10.21 2.68 4.49 - -0.17 - - ABC
59490 106038 G 12-21 10.18 9.16 150 4.99-0.16 4.83 -0.03 né
59750 106516 HR 4657 6.11 4434 1.01 4.340.11 4.23 +0.21 AB!
60632 108177 G 13-35 9.67 4.87-0.17 4.70 +0.02 né
62882 111980 - 838 1248 1.38 3.86 - - - 1AB
63559 113083 - 8.05 1851 1.12 4.39-0.18 4.21 +0.22 yed
63918 113679 - 9.70 6.82 1.32 3.87-0.16 3.71 +0.42 nd
64426 114762 - 731 2465 144 4.27-0.16 4.11 +0.26 yed?
66665 - BD>-13 2698 9.37 7.44 1.70 3.73-0.20 3.53 +0.49 né
67655 120559 - 797 40.02 1.00 5.98-0.26 5.72 -0.39 -
67863 121004 - 9.04 16.73 1.35 5.16-0.16 5.00 -0.10 nd
70681 126681 - 9.33 19.16 1.44 5.74-0.22 5.52 -0.31 nd
71458 128279 - 7.97 5.96 1.32 - “no

(1) Dommanget & Nys (1994), (2) Latham et al. (2002), (3) BqdL87), (4) Nordstrom et al. (2004), (5) This work,
(6) Lu et al. (198I7), (7) Lindgren & Ardeberg (1996), (8) Glee& Jahreiss (1988), (9) Goldberg et al. (2002),

(10) Carney et al[ (2001), (11) Stryker et al. (1985), (12)dPze et al.[(2002), (13) McAlister et al. (1987),

(14) MacConnell et al (1997)
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Table 1. continued.

HIP HD Other V T O My BC Mpor 109 (L4/Lo) binary?
name mag. mas mas mag. mag. mag.
72461 - BD-26 2606 9.74 10.28 1.42 4.80-0.21 4.59 +0.06 yes!
74067 134088 - 8.00 28.29 1.04 5.26-0.20 5.06 -0.12 nd
74079 134169 - 768 16.80 1.11 3.81-0.16 3.65 +0.44 yed
77946 142575 - 8.61 6.56 1.23 2.69-0.11 258 +0.87 -
80003 - G 168-42 1151 9.12 3.01 6.31-0.21 6.10 -0.54 yes
80837 148816 G17-21 728 2434 090 4.210.17 4.04 +0.28 né
81170 149414 - 9.63 20.71 150 6.21-0.26 5.95 -0.48 ABCDE
85963 159307 - 741 1340 099 3.05-0.13 292 +0.73 yed
87693 - BD-20 3603 9.71 6.47 7.85 3.76 -0.19 3.58 +0.47 yeé
88010 163810 - 9.63 11.88 2.21 5.00-0.28 4.72 +0.01 AB!
92781 175179 - 9.08 1155 1.81 4.45-0.16 4.29 +0.18 né
94449 179626 - 9.17 7.52 1.36 3.55-0.21 3.34 +0.56 né
98020 188510 - 883 2532 1.17 5.85-0.27 5.58 -0.33 yed
98532 189558 - 772 1476 110 3.57 - - - ‘AB
100568 193901 - 8.65 22.88 1.24 5.45-0.19 5.26 -0.20 né
100792 194598 G 24-15 836 1794 1.24 4.630.17 4.46 +0.12 né
101346 195633 - 8.53 8.63 1.16 3.21-0.13 3.08 +0.67 nd
103498 199289 - 829 1894 1.03 4.68-0.17 451 +0.10 nd
104660 201889 - 8.04 1795 144 4.31-0.20 4.11 +0.26 AB!
105858 203608 HR 8181 4,22 10850 059 4.4060.13 4.27 +0.19 nd
105888 204155 G 25-29 9.03 13.02 111 4.0~/0.16 3.91 +0.33 né
106447 - G 26-12 12.15 -1.57 4.54 - -0.21 - - né
107975 207978 15 Peg 554 36.15 0.69 3.320.11 3.21 +0.62 nd?3
108490 208906 - 6.95 34.12 0.70 4.62-0.15 4.47 +0.11 AB!
109067 - G 18-28 955 2152 159 6.21-0.26 5.96 -0.48 AB?
109558 - G 126-62 9.47 8.43 142 4.10-0.18 3.92 +0.33 AB?
109646 210752 - 740 2657 085 4.44-0.14 4.30 +0.18 nd
112229 215257 G 27-44 740 23.66 097 414014 4.14 +0.25 né
114271 218502 - 850 1433 1.20 4.28-0.11 4.17 +0.26 -
114962 219617 G 273-1 8.17 12.04 241 3570.20 3.37 +0.55 ABCD
115167 - G 29-23 10.21 3.26 220 2.78-0.20 2.58 +0.87 AB!
117041 222766 - 10.15 8.46 1.76 4.79-0.26 4.53 +0.09 né
- - G05-19 11.12 - - - -0.16 - - né
- - G05-40 10.79 - - - -0.17 - - nd
- - G66-51 10.63 - - - -0.26 - - né
- - G166-37 1266 52060 070 6.24 -0.27 5.97 -0.49 né
- G170-21 12.51 - - - -0.21 - né

(1) Dommanget & Nys (1994), (2) Latham et al. (2002), (3) BqdL87), (4) Nordstrom et al. (2004), (5) This work,
(6) Lu et al. (19817), (7) Lindgren & Ardeberg (1996), (8) Glée& Jahreiss (1988), (9) Goldberg et al. (2002),

(10) Carney et al (2001), (11) Stryker et al. (1985), (12)éPze et al.[(2002), (13) McAlister et al. (1987),

(14) MacConnell et al (1997)
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HIP Date of obs. Type Exp. Time R Ac SIN?
(s) A (final)
171 13.0ct.2005 New UVES X250 35000 3460 100
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 230 5800
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 230 8600
3026 08.oct.2001 Archive 4200 35000 3460 130
7459 22.sep.2005 New UVES %2800 35000 3460 60
22.sep.2005 New UVES X800 5800
22.sep.2005 New UVES X800 8600
10140 14.0ct.2005 New UVES x®00 35000 3460 70
14.0ct.2005 New UVES 2350 5800
14.0ct.2005 New UVES 2350 8600
10449 14.0ct.2005 New UVES x®00 35000 3460 90
14.0ct.2005 New UVES 2350 5800
14.0ct.2005 New UVES 2350 8600
11952 13.0ct.2005 New UVES 1500 35000 3460 75
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 2650 8600
13366 13.0ct.2005 New UVES 450and900 35000 3460 90
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 2150 5800
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 2700 8600
14086 23.sep.2005 New UVES  x250 35000 3460 70
23.sep.2005 New UVES X80 5800
23.sep.2005 New UVES X80 8600
14594  26.nov.2001 Archive 1800 40000 3460 150
17001 13.dec.2001 Archive x4175 40000 3460 110
17147  26.nov.2001 Archive 480 40000 3460 140
18802  28.nov.2001 Archive 1500 35000 3460 100
19007 16.0ct.2005 New UVES x2200 35000 3460 50
16.0ct.2005 New UVES 2500 5800
16.0ct.2005 New UVES 2500 8600
19814 16.0ct.2005 New UVES %2400 35000 3460 55
16.0ct.2005 New UVES 21100 5800
16.0ct.2005 New UVES 21100 8600
21609 23.sep.2005 New UVES x2800 35000 3460 60
23.sep.2005 New UVES X800 5800
23.sep.2005 New UVES X800 8600
22632 21.sep.2005 New UVES  x200 35000 3460 60
21.sep.2005 New UVES X850 5800
21.sep.2005 New UVES X850 8600
24030 08.0ct.2005 New UVES  x4500 35000 3460 75
08.0ct.2005 New UVES 2650 5800
08.0ct.2005 New UVES 2650 8600
24316 22.sep.2005 New UVES x2200 35000 3460 70
22.sep.2005 New UVES 500 5800
22.sep.2005 New UVES X500 8600
31188  26.nov.2005 New UVES xZ00 35000 3460 80
26.nov.2005 New UVES 2300 5800
26.nov.2005 New UVES 2300 8600
31639 24.sep.2005 New UVES x2200 35000 3460 25
24.sep.2005 New UVES X500 5800
24.5ep.2005 New UVES 500 8600
33221  01.dec.2001 Archive 4200 35000 3460 145
26.dec.2001 Archive 4200 3460
27.dec.2001 Archive 4200 3460
33582 10.nov.2005 New UVES x®00 35000 3460 65
10.nov.2005 New UVES 2350 5800
10.nov.2005 New UVES 2350 8600
34285 10.apr.2000 Archive 4500 40000 3460 100
11.apr.2000 Archive 3600 50000 3460
36491 24.dec.2005 New UVES  x300 35000 3460 40

(1) Whether the spectra are from new observations, the E8@vardata, or the UVES POP library.

(2) The 9N per pixel of the final combined spectrum in the Be region.
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HIP Date of obs. Type Exp. Time R A SN
(s) R) (final)
24.dec.2005 New UVES »250 5800
24.dec.2005 New UVES 250 8600
36640 08.0ct.2005 New UVES  x450 35000 3460 130
08.0ct.2005 New UVES 230 5800
08.0ct.2005 New UVES 230 8600
36818  25.nov.2001 Archive 5400 35000 3460 75
36849  25.nov.2001 Archive 2100 35000 3460 130
37853 08.apr.2001 UVES POP x@0 80000 3460 80
38625  20.dec.2005 New UVES  x360 35000 3460 60
20.dec.2005 New UVES »6120 5800
20.dec.2005 New UVES »2120 8600
42592  20.dec.2005 NewUVES  x200 35000 3460 90
20.dec.2005 New UVES »350 5800
20.dec.2005 New UVES »2360 8600
44075 14.apr.2001 UVES POP 200 80000 3460 60
44124 01.feb.2005 Archive 3066 40000 3460 105
01.feb.2005 Archive 8800 5800
45554  24.dec.2005 New UVES %3000 35000 3460 45
24.dec.2005 New UVES  »21400 5800
24.dec.2005 New UVES  »21400 8600
48152  29.nov.2002 UVES POP  x300 80000 3460 115
50139 05.jan.2006 New UVES  x200 35000 3460 90
05.jan.2006 New UVES 2130 5800
05.jan.2006 New UVES 2130 8600
52771  20.mar.2005 Archive 3066 40000 3460 40
53070 05.jan.2006 New UVES 600 35000 3460 60
05.jan.2006 New UVES 2200 8600
55022 10.apr.2000 Archive 3800 40000 3460 90
57265 14.jan.2006 New UVES  x2100 35000 3460 50
14.jan.2006  New UVES 2900 5800
14.jan.2006 New UVES 2900 8600
58145 14.jan.2006 New UVES  x2800 35000 3460 85
14.jan.2006  New UVES 2800 5800
14.jan.2006  New UVES 2800 8600
58962 12.jan.2002 Archive 24800 35000 3460 70
59490 12.apr.2000 Archive X3600 40000 3460 70
59750 30.jan.2006 New UVES  x450 35000 3460 100
30.jan.2006 New UVES 230 5800
30.jan.2006 New UVES 230 8600
60632  28.mar.2004 Archive 31066 40000 3460 70
62882 10.apr.2000 Archive 1800 40000 3460 155
63559 19.jan.2006 New UVES X300 35000 3460 75
19.jan.2006 New UVES 4200 5800
19.jan.2006 New UVES 2200 8600
63918 10.apr.2000 Archive X3600 40000 3460 100
64426 08.jun.2006 New UVES 3150 35000 3460 145
08.jun.2006 New UVES ¥4150 5800
08.jun.2006  New UVES 2150 8600
66665 15.jun.2006 New UVES  xA000 35000 3460 50
15.jun.2006 New UVES 2400 5800
15.jun.2006 New UVES 2400 8600
67655 21.feb.2002 Archive X800 35000 3460 100
67863 11.apr.2001 Archive 3600 40000 3460 145
70681 09.apr.2000 Archive 2700 50000 3460 100
71458 04.feb.2002 Archive 250 40000 3460 170
72461 25.jun.2006 New UVES  x4800 40000 3460 60
25.jun.2006 New UVES 2800 5800
25.jun.2006  New UVES 2800 8600

(1) Whether the spectra are from new observations, the E8@vardata, or the UVES POP library.

(2) The 9N per pixel of the final combined spectrum in the Be region.
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HIP Date of obs. Type Exp. Time R A SN
(s) R) (final)
74067 12.jun.2006 New UVES *x500 35000 3460 100
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2200 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2200 8600
74079 12.jun.2006 New UVES X200 35000 3460 85
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2150 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2150 8600
77946 11.jun.2006 New UVES X800 35000 3460 65
11.jun.2006 New UVES 2300 5800
11.jun.2006 New UVES 2300 8600
80003 12.jun.2006 New UVES  x2400 35000 3460 30
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2900 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2900 8600
80837 04.jun.2006 New UVES 800 35000 3460 110
04.jun.2006 New UVES ©4100 5800
04.jun.2006 New UVES %4100 8600
81170  05.aug.2003 Archive x3333 40000 3460 45
85963 04.jun.2006 New UVES X200 35000 3460 70
04.jun.2006 New UVES 2150 5800
04.jun.2006 New UVES 2150 8600
87693 10.apr.2000 Archive X3600 40000 3460 70
88010  07.aug.2003 Archive x3333 40000 3460 70
92781 10.apr.2000 Archive xA800 40000 3460 100
94449 12.jun.2006 New UVES  xA000 35000 3460 90
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2400 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2400 8600
98020 11.apr.2001 Archive 2700 50000 3460 110
98532 09.apr.2000 Archive X800 50000 3460 140
100568 12.jun.2006 New UVES X800 35000 3460 120
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2300 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 2300 8600
100792  25.jun.2006 New UVES  xZ00 35000 3460 50
25.jun.2006 New UVES 2300 5800
25.jun.2006  New UVES 2300 8600
101346  10.apr.2000 Archive x2500 40000 3460 85
103498 04.jun.2006 New UVES  xB00 35000 3460 80
04.jun.2006 New UVES 2200 5800
04.jun.2006 New UVES 2200 8600
104660 30.jun.2006 New UVES  x&00 35000 3460 40
30.jun.2006  New UVES 2200 5800
30.jun.2006 New UVES 2200 8600
105858 07.dec.2002 UVESPOP x& 80000 3460 400
105888  18.0ct.2005 Archive 800 40000 3460 65
106447  25.jun.2006 New UVES  x3600 35000 3460 45
25.jun.2006 New UVES %1100 5800
30.jun.2006  New UVES 3600 35000 3460
30.jun.2006  New UVES 81100 8600
107975 30.jun.2006 New UVES x50 35000 3460 55
30.jun.2006  New UVES 210 5800
30.jun.2006  New UVES 210 8600
108490 12.jun.2006 New UVES 300 35000 3460 90
12.jun.2006 New UVES 230 8600
09.jul.2006  New UVES 300 35000 3460
09.jul.2006  New UVES 230 5800
109067  13.0ct.2005 New UVES 1500 35000 3460 50
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 2650 5800
109558 29.may.2006 New UVES 1800 35000 3460 55
29.may.2006 New UVES »600 5800
109646  30.jun.2006 New UVES  x200 35000 3460 105

(1) Whether the spectra are from new observations, the E8@vardata, or the UVES POP library.

(2) The 9N per pixel of the final combined spectrum in the Be region.
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Table 2. continued.

HIP Date of obs. Type Exp. Time R A SN
(s) R) (final)

30.jun.2006 New UVES ®150 5800
30.jun.2006  New UVES 2150 8600

112229  30.jun.2006 New UVES 400 35000 3460 45
30.jun.2006 New UVES 2150 8600

114271  17.0ct.2005 New UVES 1200 35000 3460 120
17.0ct.2005 New UVES 2500 8600

114962 29.may.2006 New UVES  xB00 35000 3460 100
29.may.2006 New UVES 2200 5800
29.may.2006 New UVES 2200 8600

115167 11.aug.2003 Archive x3066 40000 3460 65

117041  13.0ct.2005 New UVES 1800 35000 3460 35
13.0ct.2005 New UVES 2800 5800

G05-19  15.0ct.2005 New UVES 2700 35000 3460 55
15.0ct.2005 New UVES 3000 35000 3460
15.0ct.2005 New UVES 21300 5800
15.0ct.2005 New UVES 21400 8600

G05-40  08.0ct.2001 Archive 24800 35000 3460 90
22.nov.2001 Archive 24800 35000 3460

G66-51  02.jun.2006 New UVES  x2400 35000 3460 30
02.jun.2006 New UVES 2900 5800
02.jun.2006 New UVES 2900 8600

G166-37 02.jun.2006 New UVES 3600 35000 3460 25
02.jun.2006  New UVES 81100 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 23600 35000 3460
12.jun.2006 New UVES 81100 5800
12.jun.2006 New UVES 81100 8600

G170-21 01.jun.2006 New UVES 3600 35000 3460 35
01.jun.2006 New UVES 81100 5800
02.jun.2006 New UVES 3600 35000 3460
02.jun.2006 New UVES 81100 5800
02.jun.2006 New UVES %1100 8600
12.jun.2006 New UVES 3600 35000 3460
12.jun.2006 New UVES 81100 8600

(1) Whether the spectra are from new observations, the E&8@vardata, or the UVES POP library.
(2) The 3N per pixel of the final combined spectrum in the Be region.
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Table 3. Atmospheric parameters, as adopted from the literaturglliven abundances as derived in this work, and lithium atances, adopted
from the literature when available or derived in this workemhot. Details on the parameters and the abundances areigitee text. The
reference papers of the atmospheric parameters and ligiumdances are also listed.

Star Tt logg logg & [Fe/H] Ref. log(BegH) log(BeH) A(Li)) Ref.
Kelvin Liter. Paral. kms! 3131 average

HIP 171 5275 410 4.30 1.05 -0.90 FOO -11.55 -1151 <080 (1)
HIP 3026 5950 3.90 4.10 1.40 -1.20 FOO -12.13 -12.11 242 (2)
HIP 7459 5909 446 4.59 1.23 -1.15 NS97 -11.90 -11.88 212 (3)
HIP 10140 5425 410 4.25 0.85 -1.00 FOO -11.68 -11.64 154 (2)
HIP 10449 5640 4.40 4.38 1.00 -0.80 FOO -11.31 -11.31 1.00 4
HIP 11952 6100 4.20 4.25 0.95 -1.60 FOO -12.28 -12.26 216  (2)
HIP 13366 5700 4.20 4.09 0.95 -0.70 FOO -11.07 -11.04 1.28 (3)
HIP 14086 5075 3.60 3.48 1.10 -0.60 FOO - - - -
HIP 14594 5825 420 4.42 1.10 -2.00 FOO -12.63 -12.58 218 (2
HIP 17001 5360 3.00 - 120 -2.35 (GS88 <-13.83 - 117 (2)
HIP 17147 5800 4.30 4.29 1.10 -0.80 FOO -11.20 -11.20 145 (3)

HIP 18802 5886 4.33 4.22 1.38 -0.85 NS97 -11.41 -11.41 189 (2
HIP 19007 5150 450 4.74 1.20 -0.50 FOO - - -

HIP 19814 5378 4.43 - 0.84 -0.69 NS97 - <-11.64 098 (5
HIP 21609 5200 3.80 4.55 1.55 -1.60 FOO

- - 143 (2)
HIP 22632 5825 4.30 441 135 -140 FO0  -12.17 -1214 217 (2)
HIP 24030 5700 420 426 111 -120 Pro0 -11.55 -11.53 208 (3)
HIP 24316 5725 4.40 445 130 -150 FO0  -11.98 -11.96 200 (2)
HIP 31188 5750 4.10 4.28 165 -0.70 FO0  -11.46 -11.46 195 (4)
HIP 31639 5300 4.30 455 0.60 -0.50 F00  -11.27 -11.15 <050 (4)
HIP 33221 6097 4.09 400 1.86 -1.30 NS97 -11.67 -11.67 232 (3)
HIP 33582 5725 4.30 432 125 -050 FO0  -11.09 -11.09 110 (4)
HIP 34285 5933 4.26 4.30 150 -0.90 NS97 -11.85 -11.85 222 (3)
HIP 36491 5800 4.40 439 110 -0.80 FO0  -11.40 -11.40 170 (6)

HIP 36640 5830 3.64 - 0.70 -0.70 GS91 -11.44 -11.42 236 (3)
HIP 36818 5672 457 4.88 0.90 -0.83 NS97 - <-12.58 <0.70 (3)
HIP 36849 5850 4.10 4.15 1.10 -0.70 FOO -11.35 -11.33 196 (3)

HIP 37853 5822 4.42 4.18 1.21 -0.78 Ed93 -11.16 -11.19 137  (3)
HIP 38625 5200 4.40 4.57 0.30 -0.70 FOO -11.42 - <0.16 (7)
HIP 42592 6025 4.10 4.02 1.20 -2.00 FOO -12.58 -12.58 212 (2)
HIP 44075 5900 4.20 4.11 1.25 -0.70 FOO -11.12 -11.12 206 (3)
HIP 44124 5750  3.60 - 0.10 -1.80 FOO -12.92 -12.86 196 (4)
HIP 45554 6021 4.44 3.96 1.34 -0.75 NS97 -11.45 -11.45 209 (3
HIP 48152 6375 4.10 4.06 2.25 -2.00 FOO -12.67 -12.67 225 (2
HIP 50139 5600 4.30 4.30 0.35 -0.70 FOO -11.28 -11.23 <0.40 (4)
HIP 52771 5700 450 4.48 1.30 -1.80 FOO - -12.55 216  (2)
HIP 53070 5900 4.20 4.27 1.45 -1.40 FOO -11.80 -11.80 221 (2
HIP 55022 6450 4.20 4.05 1.80 -0.80 FOO <-12.75 <131 (2)

HIP 57265 5875 4.00 4.13 1.50 -1.00 FOO -11.90 -11.90 255 (5
HIP 58145 5946 441 3.96 1.32 -1.04 NS97 -11.31 -11.31 195 (3)
HIP 58962 5831 4.36 - 1.30 -0.80 NS97 -11.68 -11.64 195 (3)
HIP 59490 6046 4.46 4.46 1.34 -1.26 NS97 -10.60 -10.58 251  (3)
HIP 59750 6200 4.40 4.26 1.10 -0.60 FOO - <-1250 <1.10 (3)
HIP 60632 6200 4.40 4.45 1.35 -1.50 FOO -12.10 -12.10 221 (2

HIP 62882 5600 3.70 - 0.04 -1.10 FOO -11.20 -11.20 219 (8)
HIP 63559 5865 4.41 4.16 1.26 -0.93 NS97 - - 214 (2)
HIP 63918 5720 4.14 3.91 1.49 -0.65 NS97 -10.95 -10.95 199 (3)
HIP 64426 5800 4.10 4.10 1.25 -0.70 FOO -11.31 -11.31 201 (3
HIP 66665 5500 3.80 3.77 1.05 -0.80 FOO -11.61 -11.63 090 4

HIP 67655 5396 4.38 4.62 0.92 -0.93 NS97 -11.69 -11.50 <125 (2)
HIP 67863 5686 4.40 4.42 1.13 -0.70  NS97 -10.95 -10.95 <134 (2)
HIP 70681 5450 450 4.55 0.80 -1.10 FO0O -11.12 -11.12 154 (3)
HIP 71458 5480 3.10 - 198 -2.10 McW95 <-13.90 - 129 (2
HIP 72461 5875 4.10 431 0.40 -2.30 FOO - - 222 (2
HIP 74067 5575 4.30 4.41 1.10 -0.80 FO0O -11.36 -11.36 095 (4
(1) Takeda & Kawanomotd (2005), (2) Charbonnel & Primas 8)0(B) Chen et all (2001), (4) This work,
(5) Boesgaard et al. (2005), (6) Fulbright (2000), (7) Fawtal.[(1996), (8) Ryan & Deliyannis (1995),

(9) Romano et al[ (1999), (10) Spite et al. (1994), (11) Gradt al. (2000).
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Table 3. continued.

Star Tt logg logg & [Fe/H] Ref. log(BegH) log(BeH) A(Li)) Ref.
Kelvin Liter. Paral. kms! 3131 average
HIP 74079 5825 4.00 3.92 1.30 -0.70 FOO -11.28 -11.28 224 (2

HIP 77946 6550 3.60 3.70 1.65 -0.90 FOO0 <-1295 <-1285 <145 (6)
HIP 80003 5486 4.80 4.80 0.00 -0.87 SB02 -11.62 -11.62 1.25 (5)

HIP 80837 5800 4.10 4.07 1.15 -0.70 FOO -11.22 -11.20 153 (9)
HIP 81170 5175 4.70 4.64 0.30 -1.10 FOO -11.53 -11.42 <0.30 (10)
HIP 85963 6227 3.94 3.75 2.16 -0.71 Ed93 -11.78 -11.78 <0.70 (4)

HIP 87693 6175 4.00 3.99 0.90 -2.00 FOO -12.77 -12.77 220 (2
HIP 88010 5200 4.00 4.15 0.70 -1.40 FOO -12.40 -12.34 1.67 (2
HIP 92781 5650 4.20 4.12 0.95 -0.60 FOO -11.14 -11.14 - -

HIP 94449 5625 3.70 3.74 1.15 -1.20 FOO -11.50 -11.50 181 (6)
HIP 98020 5325 4.60 4.54 1.10 -1.60 FOO - - 161 (2)
HIP 98532 5550  3.60 - 1.30 -1.10 FOO -11.43 -11.43 215 (3)
HIP 100568 5650 4.40 4.51 1.10 -1.00 FOO -11.98 -11.92 192 (2
HIP 100792 5875 4.20 4.26 1.40 -1.10 FOO -11.97 -11.93 202 (2
HIP 101346 6000 3.90 3.74 1.40 -0.50 FOO -11.52 -11.52 215 (9
HIP 103498 5894 4.38 4.29 1.32 -1.03 Ed93 -11.36 -11.39 2.00 (11)
HIP 104660 5500 3.90 4.01 1.15 -0.80 FOO -11.41 -11.44 110 (2)
HIP 105858 6139 4.34 4.26 1.57 -0.67 Ed93 -11.32 -11.32 239 (3)
HIP 105888 5700 4.00 3.99 1.00 -0.60 FOO -11.13 -11.13 1.37 (6)
HIP 106447 6089 4.04 - 150 -2.48 SB02 -12.88 - 223 (5
HIP 107975 6275 390 3.87 1.50 -0.50 FOO -12.25 -12.25 <1.10 (9)

HIP 108490 6009 4.41 4.30 1.37 -0.72 Ed93 -11.34 -11.30 231 (3)
HIP 109067 5300 4.30 4.68 0.85 -0.80 FOO -11.39 -11.37 <0.10 (4)

HIP 109558 6025 4.00 4.09 1.10 -1.50 FOO -12.30 -12.34 210 (2

HIP 109646 5910 4.25 421 1.50 -0.64 Ed93 -11.38 -11.36 223 (3
HIP 112229 5983 4.37 4.16 1.40 -0.65 Ed93 -11.21 -11.25 231  (3)

HIP 114271 6200 4.10 4.21 0.90 -1.70 FOO -12.44 -12.39 232 (2
HIP 114962 5825 4.30 3.81 140 -1.40 FOO -12.40 -12.34 225 (2)
HIP 115167 6100 3.80 3.57 1.15 -1.50 FOO -12.45 -12.45 217 (2
HIP 117041 5300 4.20 4.11 0.90 -0.80 FOO -11.34 -11.34 <0.10 (4)
G05-19 5942 4.24 - 0.89 -1.10 SB02 -11.98 -12.01 226 (5
G05-40 5863 4.24 - 1.48 -0.83 NS97 -11.15 -11.15 190 (3)

G66-51 5255 4.48 - 0.90 -1.00 Proo -11.47 -11.37 <0.30 (4)
G166-37 5300 4.80 4.69 0.60 -1.20 FOO - - 1.28 (5)
G170-21 5664  4.65 - 0.00 -1.45 SBO02 -11.65 -11.58 191 (5

(1) Takeda & Kawanomotad (2005), (2) Charbonnel & Primas 8)0(B) Chen et all (2001), (4) This work,

(5) Boesgaard et al. (2005), (6) Fulbright (2000), (7) Fawtal.[(1996), (8) Ryan & Deliyannis (1995),

(9) Romano et al (1999), (10) Spite et al. (1994), (11) Gradt al. (2000).
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Table 6. The probabilities of each star of belonging to the thin dible thick disk, and the halo as calculated by Venn (2004) kthematic
classificatioh according to Gratton et al. (2003a, 2003b), the averagfée], and the orbital parameters: minimum radij,(R), maximum radii
(Rmax), maximum distance from the planen(£), eccentricity, and rotational velocity.

Star Thindisk Thickdisk Halo Gratton e¢f[Fe] Rmin. Rmax. Zmax ecc. By
prob. prob. prob. clas.

HIP 171 0.20 0.80 0.00 0 0.41 4,58 8.50 0.31 0.30 152.63
HIP 3026 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.30 0.19 10.72 762 097 -10.61

HIP 7459 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.17 0.67 16.87 8.34 092 -38.62

HIP 10140 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.29 4.29 8.97 0.61 0.35 147.98
HIP 10449 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.33 0.40 12.82 6.64 0.94 22.69
HIP 11952 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.43 3.70 8.67 0.42 0.40 122.0
HIP 13366 0.00 0.70 0.30 0 0.31 3.35 8.85 1.65 0.45 120.06
HIP 14086 0.10 0.90 0.00 0 0.34 5.27 9.02 1.05 0.26 167.76
HIP 14594 0.00 0.10 0.90 0 0.41 2.34 12.24 1.52 0.68 102.15
HIP 17001 0.00 0.00 1.00 - 0.16 - - - - -
HIP 17147 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.33 3.74 9.93 0.52 0.45 140.82
HIP 18802 0.30 0.70 0.00 0 0.18 4.30 11.06 0.05 0.44 162.33
HIP 19007 0.90 0.10 0.00 2 0.21 7.95 10.97 0.11 0.16 236.72
HIP 19814 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.05 0.58 31.41 10.39 0.96 28.00
HIP 21609 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.45 1.51 47.65 224 094 89.89
HIP 22632 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.36 3.48 8.87 0.24 0.44 128.43
HIP 24030 0.00 0.80 0.20 0 0.28 4.06 8.66 249 0.36 131.64
HIP 24316 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.37 2.65 15.78 471 0.71 -120.15
HIP 31188 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.13 6.98 8.68 142 0.11 191.26
HIP 31639 0.20 0.70 0.00 0 0.27 5.71 8.55 0.55 0.20 173.93
HIP 33221 0.00 0.70 0.30 0 0.28 6.67 8.88 343 0.14 175.82
HIP 33582 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.37 1.74 14.68 0.18 0.79 89.37
HIP 34285 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.05 0.63 25.25 214 095 -43.26
HIP 36491 0.00 0.80 0.20 0 0.30 2.60 8.71 0.04 054 103.85
HIP 36640 0.00 0.00 1.00 - 0.06 - - - - -
HIP 36818 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.04 0.66 14.63 1.73 091 -37.34
HIP 36849 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.26 3.69 9.27 0.78 0.43 134.34
HIP 37853 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.28 3.96 11.00 0.38 047 141.60
HIP 38625 0.20 0.80 0.00 0 0.28 4,92 9.39 0.08 0.31 166.78
HIP 42592 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.30 2.92 21.49 3.08 0.76 -137.69
HIP 44075 0.00 0.80 0.20 0 0.34 3.95 8.75 1.74 0.38 134.02
HIP 44124 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.29 0.76 13.22 0.17 0.89 46.74
HIP 45554 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.08 1.02 8.65 290 0.79 -0.62
HIP 48152 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.38 0.19 15.58 9.08 0.98 -12.26
HIP 50139 0.50 0.40 0.00 0 0.25 5.80 10.44 0.22 0.29 193.21
HIP 52771 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.45 2.89 12.65 1.75 0.63 -117.71
HIP 53070 0.00 0.60 0.40 0 0.44 2.01 8.58 0.18 0.62 85.88
HIP 55022 0.00 0.50 0.50 1 0.38 6.60 16.23 246 042 235.35
HIP 57265 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.21 0.13 4331 21.72 0.99 -6.00
HIP 5814% 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.24 4.87 8.55 1.37 0.27 143.00
HIP 58962 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.06 0.56 8.54 2.75 0.88 21.00
HIP 59490 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.25 0.82 8.61 0.55 0.83 -44.47
HIP 59750 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.31 4.36 9.23 0.89 0.36 150.82
HIP 60632 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.41 0.21 10.92 6.77 0.96 11.03
HIP 62882 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.37 0.33 21.76 10.23 0.97 22.14
HIP 63559 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.11 0.38 9.00 519 0.92 -18.24
HIP 63918 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.21 1.67 9.70 0.07 0.71 -80.00
HIP 64426 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.29 4,58 9.52 1.35 0.35 155.72
HIP 6666% 0.00 0.20 0.80 0 0.36 3.28 12.57 219 0.59 123.00
HIP 67655 0.30 0.70 0.00 0 0.22 5.82 8.75 0.38 0.19 177.72
HIP 67863 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.22 0.59 9.01 6.24 0.88 -27.24
HIP 70681 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.31 6.14 8.50 1.35 0.16 178.04
HIP 71458 0.00 0.00 1.00 - 0.35 - - - - -
HIP 72461 0.00 0.60 0.40 0 0.44 2.83 10.82 0.46 0.59 119.11
HIP 74067 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.30 4,95 8.53 1.09 0.27 157.5

(1) The following code is adopted: O for the accretion congydn 1 for the dissipative component, and 2 for thin disksstar
(2) The orbital parameters for these stars were calculatéds work.
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Table 6. continued.

Star Thindisk Thickdisk Halo Gratton e¢[Fe] R min. Rmax. Zmax ecc. pY]
prob. prob. prob. clas.
HIP 74079 0.90 0.10 0.00 0 0.27 7.99 9.41 0.25 0.08 222.97
HIP 77946 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.42 2.20 10.66 4,03 0.66 94.05
HIP 8000% 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.21 3.19 25.24 432 0.78 146.00
HIP 80837 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.32 0.70 9.70 524 0.87 -39.51
HIP 81170 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.36 1.51 9.28 6.03 0.72 52.21
HIP 85963 0.80 0.20 0.00 2 0.15 6.93 8.55 0.05 0.11 185.90
HIP 8769% 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.44 4.42 8.89 0.45 0.34 -164.00
HIP 88010 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.31 0.94 21.21 237 092 -56.94
HIP 92781 0.00 0.20 0.80 0 0.29 1.73 9.83 0.41 0.70 80.00
HIP 94449 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.38 1.92 11.42 141 0.71 -90.38
HIP 98020 0.00 0.20 0.80 0 0.27 2.67 11.29 1.81 0.62 111.38
HIP 98532 0.00 0.50 0.50 0 0.39 2.34 9.31 1.00 0.60 97.36
HIP 100568 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.20 0.45 10.59 1.87 0.92 -21.64
HIP 100792 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.24 0.97 8.88 0.34 0.80 -50.74
HIP 101346 0.60 0.40 0.00 0 0.16 5.76 9.53 0.06 0.25 187.90
HIP 103498 0.10 0.80 0.00 0 0.30 4.94 8.75 0.33 0.28 151.00
HIP 104660 0.00 0.80 0.10 0 0.42 3.64 10.73 0.48 0.49 143.58
HIP 105858 0.90 0.10 0.00 0 0.09 8.43 12.69 0.12 0.20 249.80
HIP 105888 0.00 0.70 0.30 0 0.35 2.47 8.54 0.56 0.55 99.52
HIP 106447 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.42 0.89 23.80 215 0.93 44.00
HIP 107975 0.90 0.10 0.00 2 0.18 8.31 10.73 0.01 0.13 241.03
HIP 108496 0.80 0.20 0.00 0 0.15 7.01 10.61 0.16 0.20 207.20
HIP 109067 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.31 0.15 8.57 6.14 0.97 457
HIP 109558 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.41 0.94 22.67 0.32 092 -55.85
HIP 109646 0.20 0.70 0.00 0 0.10 8.39 11.73 1.36 0.17 235.40
HIP 112229 0.50 0.40 0.00 0 0.12 7.56 11.14 0.76 0.19 219.20
HIP 114271 0.00 0.90 0.10 0 0.37 3.18 8.50 0.06 0.46 119.82
HIP 114962 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.30 1.49 59.03 3.13 0.95 -109.00
HIP 115167 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.38 4.19 38.98 3.17 0.81 -231.00
HIP 117042 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.38 1.22 22.74 18.60 0.90 42.00
G05-1¢ 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.20 0.81 17.35 0.21 0.91 39.00
G05-4¢ 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.23 0.44 10.45 5.86 0.92 15.00
G66-5F 0.00 0.80 0.20 1 0.29 4.00 10.21 1.06 0.44 136.00
G166-37 0.00 0.00 1.00 1 0.16 1.75 105.74 64.65 0.97 82.00
G170-22 0.00 0.00 1.00 0 0.36 1.72 8.48 0.65 0.66 -88.00

(1) The following code is adopted: O for the accretion congn 1 for the dissipative component, and 2 for thin disksstar
(2) The orbital parameters for these stars were calculatédds work.

Appendix A: Detailed comparison

In this section we present a detailed comparison of our Beadmce results with previous results from the literatura atar-by-
star basis. In most of the cases wher@eatlences in the abundances are sedtgminces in the log g values can also be found. In
these cases we are confident our results are robust sinceggrvalues show excellent agreement with the ones derivied us
Hipparcos parallaxes.

HIP 171 (HD 224930)

The Be abundance of star HIP 171 was previously determin&tdphens et al. (1997), log(B& = —11.02. The value we found,
log(Be/H) = —11.55, is somewhat fierent. This diference is most probably a result of thé&elient log g adopted; logg 4.62 by
Stephens et al. (1997) and log-g#.10 by us.

HIP 11952 (HD 16031)

The Be abundance of HIP 11952 was previously determined bgd®e et al. [(1992). Adopting log g 3.90 and [FgH] = —1.96
they found log(BgH) = —12.37. Adopting log g= 4.20 and [FgH] = —1.60, we found log(B&1) = —12.28, which shows a good
agreement within the uncertainties, in spite of th@géent atmospheric parameters.
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HIP 14594 (HD 19445)

The Be abundance of star HIP 14594 was previously deternbgeidur papers. Rebolo et al. (1988) found an upper limit of
log(Be/H) < —11.70, Ryan et al[ (1990) found an upper limit of log(Be< —12.30, Boesgaard & Kind (1993) found log(BH =
—12.14, and Boesgaard et al. (1999) found a range of valueslérg(BeH)= —12.45 to—12.55. The value we derived, log(B&

= -12.63, is in good agreement with the lower limit of the rangewkd by Boesgaard et al. (1999).

HIP 17001 (CD-24 1782)

The Be abundance of star HIP 17001 was previously deterntip&hrcia Pérez & Primas (2006) who found log{Be= —13.45
in LTE and log(B¢H) = —13.54 in NLTE. We derived an upper limit of log(B¢) < —13.83. The dference in the values is mainly
due to the dierent log g adopted, 3.00 by us and 3.46 by Garcia PérezraR{2005).

HIP 17147 (HD 22879)

The Be abundance of HIP 17147 was previously determined birBan et al.[(1989), log(BE) = —11.25, This value agrees well
with the one found in this work, log(Be) = —11.20.

HIP 18802 (HD 25704)

The Be abundance of star HIP 18802 was previously deternbypnétblaro et all 1997a, log(BH) = —11.61. In this work we found
log(Be/H) = —11.41. The log g values, although similar, log@.20 by Molaro et al. 1997a and log=g4.33 by us, account for a
difference of~ 0.08 dex in the abundance, what would bring them to an agneemithin the uncertainties.

HIP 24316 (HD 34328)

The Be abundance of HIP 24316 was previously determined lmyd®¢ et al.[(1992), log(Bel) = —11.90. This value agrees well
with the value found in this work, log(Bd) = —11.98.

HIP 37853 (HR 3018)

The Be abundance of HIP 37853 was previously determined lmyd®é et al.[(1992), log(Bel) = —11.20. This value agrees well
with the one found in this work, log(Be) = —11.16.

HIP 42592 (HD 74000)

The Be abundance of star HIP 42592 was previously deternfinélyan et al.[(1990), log(BH) < —12.20 and by Boesgaard et
al. (1999), which found a range of values from log(Bp= —12.03 to—12.47. The value found in this work, log(B#) = —12.58,
agrees with the lower limit of the range determined by Boasdjat al.[(1999), within the uncertainties. The smélledence can be
removed if we adopt the same log g used by Boesgaard et &.d@xthigher than ours (increasing our abundance By08 dex).

HIP 44075 (HD 76932)

The Be abundance of star HIP 44075 was determined by a nurhjp&pers in literature. Molaro & Beckman (1984) found an uppe
limit of log(Be/H) < —11.52, Beckman et al. (1989) found log(Bg = —11.69, both Gilmore et al. (1992) and Ryan etlal. (1992)
found log(B¢H) = —11.30, Boesgaard & King (1993) found log(B8 = —11.04, Garcia Lopez et al. (1995b) found log(Bg=
—11.36 (in NLTE), Thorburn & Hobbs (1996) found log(B8 = —11.45, Molaro et al[ (1997a) foundl1.21, and Boesgaard et al.
(1999) found a range of values from log(B= —-11.17 to—11.24. The value we found, log(B¢) = —11.12, is in the upper range
of the values listed above and in good agreement with Boedgaal. (1990).

HIP 48152 (HD 84937)

For star HIP 48152, Ryan et al. (1992) found logBe< —12.85, Boesgaard & King (1993) found log(Bf = —12.85, Thorburn
& Hobbs [1996) found log(B#) < —12.95, and Boesgaard et al. (1999), from logtBe —12.83 to—12.94. The value we derived
is log(BgH) = —12.67. Reducing our log g by 0.20 dex to match the one adopt&bbsgaard et al. (1999), for example, would
reduce our abundance by0.11 dex, resulting in an agreement within the uncertantie

HIP 53070 (HD 94028)

For HIP 53070, Boesgaard & King (1993) found log(B¥ = —11.56, Garcia Lopez et al. (1995b) found log(Be= -11.66

(in NLTE), Thorburn & Hobbs[(1996) found log(Rd) = —11.65, and Boesgaard et &l. (1999) found a range of values fro
log(Be/H)= -11.51to-11.55. The value we derived is log(BH = —11.80. Once again, a change in the adopted log g would bring
the abundances to a better agreement.



R. Smiljanic et al.: Be and star formation in the halo andkhiisk, Online Material p 12

HIP 55022 (HD 97916)
For HIP 55022, Boesgaard (2007) found log(Be< —13.30 while we derived log(BE) < = -12.75.

HIP 59750 (HD 106516)

For HIP 59750, Molaro et al._(1997a) found log(Bg < —12.76 and Stephens et al. (1997) found logtBe< —12.61. The upper-
limit we derived is log(BgH) < —12.50, agrees with the previous results within the unaoetites.

HIP 64426 (HD 114762)

For HIP 64426, Stephens et dl. (1997) found logtBe= —11.05, Boesgaard & Kind (1993) found log(B8 = —11.14, Santos
et al. [2002) found log(B&l) = —11.03, and Santos et al. (2004) found logBe= —11.18. The value we derived is log(B8 =
—11.31. The dierence is again related to thdfdrent choice of log g values.

HIP 71458 (HD 128279)

For HIP 71458, Molaro et al. {1997a) found log(B¢ = —12.75 and by Garcia Pérez & Primas (2006) found logipe —14.01,
in LTE, and log(B¢H) = —13.94 in NLTE. We derived an upper limit of log(B#) < —13.90.

HIP 74079 (HD 134169)

The Be abundance of HIP 74079 was previously determined by#ypers. Gilmore et al. (1992) and Ryan et al. (1992) bothdou
log(Be/H) = —11.35, Boesgaard & King (1993) found log(B® = —11.29, Garcia Lopez et al. (1995b) found log(Be= -11.23
(in NLTE), and Boesgaard et al. (1999) found a range of vafuea log(BegH) = —11.32 to log(BgH) = —11.40. All these values
agree with ours, log(Bel) = —11.28, within the uncertainties.

HIP 80837 (HD 148816)

The Be abundance of HIP 80837 was previously determined égyh®hs et all (1997), log(B4) = —11.07 and by Boesgaard &
King (1993), log(B¢H) = —11.10. Both values are consistent with ours, logtBe= —11.22, within the uncertainties.

HIP 87693 (BD+20 3603)

The Be abundance of star HIP 87693 was previously deternbigeioesgaard et al. (1909) who found a range of values from
log(Be/H) = —12.40 to log(B#H) = —12.62. Our value, log(Bel) = —12.77, is again consistent, within the uncertainties, it
lower limit of the range found by Boesgaard et al. (1999). d@itkerence in the adopted log g values, 4.33 or 4.27 by Boesgaard e
al. and 4.00 by us, seems to be the main reason for ffereint abundances.

HIP 98532 (HD 189558)

The Be abundance of star HIP 98532 was previously deterntipeRiebolo et al.[(1988) who found log(B€ = —11.70 and by
Boesgaard & King[(1993) who found log(B4) = —10.99. Both papers claim higher uncertainties for this ataen compared
with the other stars of the sample. We determined a valueg§BlgH) = —11.43, which is intermediate between the two previous
determinations.

HIP 100792 (HD 194598)

The Be abundance of star HIP 100792 was previously detechiip¢hree papers. Rebolo et al. (1988) found logkBe- —11.70,
Thorburn & Hobbs[(1996) found log(Rd) = —11.95, and Boesgaard et al. (1999) found a range of valusslég(BgH)= -11.73
to —11.88. The value determined in this work is log(Be= —11.97. Our result agrees very well with the one from Thorkirn
Hobbs (1996) although they adopt a smaller log g, 4.00, wisempared to ours, log g 4.20. Within the uncertainties, our result
agrees with the lower limit of the range of values found by ymard et al[ (1999).

HIP 101346 (HD 195633)

The Be abundance of star HIP 101346 was previously detedhimthree papers. Boesgaard & King (1993) found logtBe=
—11.21, Stephens et dl. (1997) found log{Be= —11.29, and Boesgaard & Novicki (2006) found log(B¥= —11.34. Our value is
somewhat smaller than these, log(Be= —11.52. The parameter controlling most of thifelience seems to be the metallicity. We
adopt [F¢H] = —0.50, while Boesgaard & King (1993) adopt [F¢ = —1.07, Stephens et al. (12897) [F§ = —1.00, and Boesgaard
& Novicki (2006) [FgH] = —0.88. Adopting the value of Boesgaard & Novicki (2006), faample, would increase our result by
0.08 dex, bringing the values to agree within the uncelitsnt
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HIP 104660 (HD 201889)

The Be abundance of star HIP 104660 was previously detethbigeBoesgaard & King (1993), log(Rd) = —11.43, and by
Boesgaard et all (1999) which found a range of values frortBle'l)= —11.30 to—11.38. Our value, log(Bel) = -11.41, is in
excellent agreement with these.

HIP 105858 (HR 8181)

The Be abundance of HIP 105858 was previously determinedlbyo@ et al. (1992). A value of log(BH) = —11.40 was found,
in excellent agreement with ours, log(B® = —-11.32.

HIP 107975 (HD 207978)

The Be abundance of star HIP 107975 was previously detechthin&tephens et al. (1997), which found an upper limit of Regid)
< —12.38. Our analysis provides a detection mainly based @8ir81 A, log(B¢gH) = —12.25.

HIP 108490 (HD 208906)

The Be abundance of star HIP 108490 was previously detedhimthree papers. Boesgaard & King (1993) found logtBe=
—11.10, Stephens et al. (1997) found log(Be= —11.19, and Boesgaard et al. (2004) found logtBe —11.30. This last value is

in excellent agreement with our own, log(Bg = —11.34. The dference with Boesgaard & King (1993) can be explained by the
smaller log g adopted by them, log=g4.25, when compared with the one adopted in this work, legigd1 (and also by Boesgaard
et al. 2004).

HIP 109558 (BD+17 4708)

The Be abundance of star HIP 109558 was previously detechipdBoesgaard et al. (1999), who found a range of values from
log(Be/H)= —12.28 to—-12.42. Our result, log(Bel) = —12.30, is in excellent agreement with this range.

HIP 114271 (HD 218502)

The Be abundance of HIP 114271 was previously determinedddgnd et al.[(1997a), log(BE)= —12.56. Our result, log(Bel)
= —12.44, agrees with it within the uncertainties.

HIP 114962 (HD 219617)

For HIP 114962, Rebolo et al. (1988) found log(Be< —11.60, Molaro et all (1997a) found log(B8 = —12.56, and Boesgaard
et al. [1999) found a range from log(B8 = —12.09 to—12.15. Our value, log(B&l) = —12.40, is closer to the value found by
Molaro et al. [(1997a) than to the one by Boesgaard el al. (188%ugh our parameters are veryfeient from the former and

similar to the latter.

Appendix B: FOO subsample

In this appendix we show plots of the relations between legdBand [F¢H] (Fig. [B.) and between log(Be) and [/H] (Fig.
B.2) for the stars of the FOO subsample. The fits are statlbticlentical to the ones obtained with the whole clean damp

Appendix C: Accretion and Dissipative Components

In this appendix we divide our sample in an “accretion” andiasipative” component according to the prescriptions &ten et
al. (20034, 2003b).

The purpose is to test whether the same characteristicsrafamople would be obtained with thisfiirent classification. The
division of the stars according to this classification imdisted in Tabl€ . Some of the stars classified as thin disls &ty Venn et
al. (2004) are classified as stars of the dissipative comyidnethe criteria of Gratton et al. (2003a, 2003b). In thenlsample we
have 34 stars classified as accretion component and 39 gsatligs component. In figurés C[I, C[2, .3, and| C.4, we show h
these components behave in each of the plots presenteeliefdhe halo and thick disk components. Therefore, theseldibe
directly compared with figurésl[7.119,120. As it can be seenptrerlap is really high and the conclusions obtained arsdhee.
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Fig.B.1. Diagram of [F¢H] vs. log(BgH) for the stars analyzed by Fulbright (2000). Only detediare shown. An example of
error bar is shown in the lower right corner.
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Fig.B.2. Diagram of jy/H] vs. log(BgH) for the stars analyzed by Fulbright (2000). Only detedwiare shown. An example of
error bar is shown in the lower right corner.



R. Smiljanic et al.: Be and star formation in the halo andkhiisk, Online Material p 15

LA S e e S s S |
0.6 L Dissipative component ]
C . . . b
- 0.4 r .. o ¢ ]
[ Cae
N . . e ..-..: ..
o0zl . ]
' ' . .. 4
.
L .
0r -
- ]
0.8 L Accretion component a
+ . o 1
— 0.4 P .« e -
) + . ]
& o 8 o
= [ e e L il
0.2 - . .
I .
0 .
| S S ST SR NN SR S TR SR SN
-13 -12 -11
log(Be/H)

Fig.C.1. Diagram of p/Fe] vs. log(B¢H). The dissipative component stars are shown in the uppeelpahile the accretion
component stars are shown in the lower panel. The diss@stars diagram is characterized by a large scatter whiladtietion
stars diagram clearly divides in two sequences.
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Fig.C.2. Diagram of log(B¢H) vs. the V, the component of the space velocity of the sténéndirection of the disk rotation. The
dissipative component stars are shown as filled circlesetion stars are shown as starred symbols, and the subgragpretion
stars as open circles. A typical errorsfl2 Km st in V was adopted (see Gratton et/al. 2003b).
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