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ABSTRACT

Aims. We present fundamental stellar parameters, chemical abged, and rotational velocities for a sample of 86 evolvarss
with planets (56 giants; 30 subgiants), and for a controlgarof 137 stars (101 giants; 36 subgiants) without plariéts. analysis
was based on both high signal-to-noise and resolution kechpéctra. The main goals of this work are i) to investigdtenaical
differences between evolved stars that host planets and ththeeaafntrol sample without planets; ii) to explore potdrdifferences
between the properties of the planets around giants andssubgand iii) to search for possible correlations betwitbese properties
and the chemical abundances of their host stars. Implitafir the scenarios of planet formation and evolution ese discussed.
Methods. The fundamental stellar parametefsq( logg, [Fe/H], &) were computed homogeneously using the FUNDPAR code. The
chemical abundances of 14 elements (Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, S&/,Tcr, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, and Ba) were obtained using the MOOG
code. Rotational velocities were derived from the full vaidt half maximum of iron isolated lines.

Results. In agreement with previous studies, we find that subgiants planets are, on average, more metal-rich than subgiants
without planets by~ 0.16 dex. The [F#&] distribution of giants with planets is centered at sligtgubsolar metallicities and there
is no metallicity enhancement relative to the ffgdistribution of giants without planets. Furthermorentrary to recent results,
we do not find any clear fierence between the metallicity distributions of stars waitld without planets for giants withl, > 1.5
Ms. With regard to the other chemical elements, the analysikefX/Fe] distributions shows fferences between giants with and
without planets for some elements, particularly V, Co, aiad Bubgiants with and without planets exhibit similar bébiafor most

of the elements. On the other hand, we find no evidence of rapation among the giants with planets or among the giarttsont
planets. Finally, analyzing the planet properties, sonterésting trends might be emerging: i) multi-planet systemound evolved
stars show a slight metallicity enhancement compared viiflesplanet systems; ii) planets withs 0.5 AU orbit subgiants with
[Fe/H] > 0 and giants hosting planets withs 1 AU have [F¢H] < 0; iii) higher-mass planets tend to orbit more metal-poantg
with M, < 1.5 M., whereas planets around subgiants seem to follow the plaast metallicity trend observed on dwarf hosts; iv)
[X/Fe] ratios for Na, Si, and Al seem to increase with the massanfgts around giants; v) planets orbiting giants show |awhbital
eccentricities than those orbiting subgiants and dwanfggssting a morefcient tidal circularization or the result of the engulfment
of close-in planets with larger eccentricities.

Key words. Stars: abundances - Stars: fundamental parameters - §tarstary systems - Techniques: spectroscopic

1. Introduction Santos et al. 2004; Ghezzi etlal. 2010b) and now it is widely ac
~ cepted that FGKM-type dwarfs hosting gas giant pldhats,

Nearly two decades ago, Gonzalez (1997) showed the first &yjir average, more metal-rich than stars without detectetesa

dence of a correlation between the metallicities of the BB  Fyrthermore, it has been shown that the frequency of staisda

and the presence of planets, suggesting that stars with@é@h gjant planets is a strong rising function of the stellar riietty

ets tend to be more metal-rich in comparison with nearby g&antos et al. 2004; Fischer & Valéhti 2005).

erage dwarfs. This initial trend has been_ confirmed by iévera The causes of this high metallicity in dwarf stars hosting

uniform studies on large samples (e.g.. Fischer & ValenBi®20 it planets have been largely debated in the literatuit; w

' out reaching a complete consensus to date. One of the sagnari
* Based on spectral data retrieved from the ELODIE and SOPHfRost favored in the literature states that stars hosting gian-

archives at Observatoire de Haute-Provehce (Moultaka|208i#). ets have been formed from intrinsic high metallicity clowds

** Based on data obtained from the ESO Science Archive Factllty 55 and dust. In this scenario. which is usually cabednor-

lected at the La Silla Paranal Observatory, ESO (Chile) titHARPS gial hypothesis, the star should 'be metal-rich thr)(/)ugkt:out its en-

and FEROS spectrographs. . . ! .
*+* \/isiting Astronomer, Complejo Astronémico EI Leoncito ope tire radius. This hypothesis is also supported by the cotesac

ated under agreement between the Consejo Nacional deijaeehes
Cientificas y Técnicas de la Republica Argentina and theoNatiUni- ! i.e. Mp 2 1My, whereM, is the planetary mass aridy,, is the
versities of La Plata, Cérdoba and San Juan. mass of Jupiter.
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tion theory for planet formation, where the high metal cabhtea metallicity excess compared with the control sample witho
allows the planetary cores to grow rapidly enough and td statanets.

to accrete gas before it photo-evaporates (Pollack et 816;19  Correlations between planet properties (mass, period, ec-
Ida & Linl 2004;Johnson & LLi 2012). However, observationatentricity) and the metallicities of the host stars can mtev
surveys have not succeeded in finding young metal-rich TiTaadditional contraints on the planetary formation models. S
stars in nearby star forming regions (Padgett 1996; Janads efar, the exploration of such relations has been carried out
2006; Santos et &l. 2008). On the other hand, the so-cpdlled mainly for dwarf stars (e.d., Fischer & Valenti 2005; Kan@gt
Iution hypothesis states that the high metallicity is a by-produc2011). For example, a recent study suggests that planets or-
of planet formation. Here, metal-rich rocky material (eman- biting metal-poor stars are in wider orbits than those adoun
etesimals, asteroids, debris) is accreted onto the stargithis metal-rich stars (e.d., Adibekyan etlal. 2013). Furtheemone
process as a result of interactions between young planéts vaf the most interesting results obtained so far, suggests th
the surrounding disk. Hence, the star would be metal-ridha@n the planet-metallicity correlation is weaker for Neptuni@nd

the surface convective envelope. However, stellar thabsion- lower mass planets (e.g., Udry & Santos 2007; Sousalet &, 200
ulations of Théado & Vauclair (2012) state that just a flracof [2011b; Bouchy et al. 2009; Johnson & Apps 2009; Ghezzilet al.
the metal-rich accreted material can remain on the steiltaro 2010b; Buchhave et 8l. 2012; Neves et al. 2013). Interdgting
regions and would be too small to be observable. For a mivialdonado et al.| (2013), analyzing a sample of evolved stars
complete description of the evidence for both hypothedes, found a decreasing trend between the stellar metallicitytha
reader is referred to the review lof Gonzalez (2006) and tefenass of the most massive planets. Another remarkable find-
ences therein. ing is the complete lack of inner planets with semimajor axes
delow 0.5 UA orbiting giant stars (e.d., Johnson et al. 2007a

The frequency of planets and how this relates to the pr :
erties of their host stars, has been studied for dwarf stéfrs WSato etal. 2008, 2010). Several studies have suggested that

masses below 1.Bl,. More massive stars (spectral type earligiOrt-Period planets might be engulfed as the star evol¥es®
than F7) have an iﬁﬁilcient number of spe(c'ﬁal Iinesygnd hianam-seqqence (e._g., Siess &.L'V'O 1999 J_ohnson etal. 2007
rotation velocities which reduce the precision of the Depp|Massa(ott| 2008, Villaver & Livio 2009, Kunitomo et al. ZQ)].‘l
technique to detect planets ($ee Galland Bt al. 2005b] 2006) !N view of the lack of consensus regarding the metallicity of
order to overcome this fliculty, several radial velocity surveysEV0lved stars with planets, including the intriguing résiab-

to search planets around evolved stars (subgiants ancbgiaﬁ}med recently by Maldonado et al., in this paper we preaent

. - 3 : A i lysis of 223 evolved stargi{56
have begun in the last years (elg., Frink et al. 2002; Hatzals e 'OMOYENEOUS Spectrocopic ana . \
2003] Setiawan et al. 2003, 2004; Sato €t al. 2005; Johnsalh e nts and 30 subgiants with planet_s), which constitutes btfeeo
2007b! Niedzielski et al. 2007), making it possible to iriigate 12r9est sample of evolved stars with planets analyzed tnlfo
the occurrence of planets around stars in the mass range 15.far. The size of the sample allows us to search for comelsat
Ms. To date, these surveys have resulted in the discovery o etween chemical abundances and the ocurrence of plartets an

123 evolved stars with planets 81 giant hosts ang 42 sub- Planet properties. We also analyze the abundances of caemic
giants). elements other than Fe, something which has been extensivel

o carried out for dwarf stars with planets, but only ocasdigrom

The combination of the results of planet-search surveyseijolved stars with planets. The search of such trends can pro
the higher mass range with those at the lower end of the mgage important constraints for the models of planet forioati
scale (I’ed dWarfS, Johnson et al. 2010 Hagh|gh|00ur eO&[)Q and evolution around more massive stars.

Bonfils et al.L 2013) is providing evidence that the stellassna  The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we describe
might also have a role in the planet formation process. Offre samples analyzed along with the spectroscopic obsmsat
servational studies indicate that planetary frequencyes®es and data reduction. The determination method of fundarhenta
with stellar mass (Lovis & Mayor 2007; Johnson et al. 2007garameters and chemical abundances and the comparison with
2010). Further support for the increase in the planet-ftiona the literature are presented in Section 3. This section ialso
efficiency as a function of the stellar mass is provided by thegludes the calculation of evolutionary parameters, spatesity
retical models (e.g., Ida & Lin 2005; Kennedy & Kenyon 200&omponents, Galaxy population membership, and projetééd s
Mordasini et al. 2009; Villaver & Livio 2009). lar rotational velocities. The metallicity distributiorsse ana-

In addition, the growing number of evolved stars with pladyzed in Section 4, whereas the results for elements ottzer th
ets has enabled, in the last decade, to analyze the link betwion are presented in Section 5. The properties of planetsnal
metallicity and the presence of giant planets in this typstafs. €volved stars and the study of correlations with chemicahab
A few studies, based on relatively small samplis¢ 16) of dances are presented in Section 6. In this section we alsosiis
subgiant hosts, agree that the same metallicity trend féond Some implications for the models of planet formation and-evo
dwarfs remains[(Fischer & Valehti 2005; Ghezzi etal. 2010Rition. Finally, the summary and conclusions are preseitted
Maldonado et &l 2013). Johnson et al. (2010), with a highegction 7.
number of subgiants with planets €N36), confirmed this find-
ing. The results for giant hosts, on the other hand, have begrpphservations
more controversial in the last years (Hekker & Meléndez 2007
Pasquini et dl. 2007; Takeda etlal. 2008; Santos|et all 2008). 2.1. Sample

first studies, although based on small or inhomogeneous S¥he complete sample contains 223 evolved stars (giantsdnd s
ples, showed that giant hosts were metal-poor (Sadakarie e %nts) including 86 stars with planets. The stars with elan

2005; Schuler et al. 2005). Hekker & Melendez (2007) suggest, o o compiled from the catalog of planets detected by thialrad

that giant hosts follow the same trend than dwarf hosts. Rec@elocity RV) technique at the Extrasolar Planets Encyatafa

studies found the opposite trend rather than supportirggréhi ith oINS .
sult (e.g., Mortier et al. 2013; Maldonado et'al. 2013). Hogre database We selected those stars with hig pectra avai

Maldonado et al. suggested that massive giants with plaiagts 2 httpy/exoplanet.efzatalog
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Table 1.Observation log.

InstrumenyTelescope Observatory Spectral resolution ~ Spectral rékge N
HARPS3.6 m ESO La Silla (Chile) 120000 3780 - 6910 84
ELODIE/1.93 m OHP OHP (France) 40000 3850 - 6800 69
FEROS$2.20 m MPGESO La Silla (Chile) 48000 3500 - 9200 43
SOPHIE1.93 m OHP OHP (France) 75000 3872 -6943 20
EBASIM/2.15 m CASLEO  CASLEO (Argentina) 30000 5000 - 7000 7

Figure 1 shows the Hertzsprung-Russell diagram for our
[T T T T[T T[T T T Ty sample. In this work, as in_Ghezzietal. (2010a) and in

40 — ) — —] Maldonado et al. | (2013), stars are classified as giants (red
m Giants with planets ___ [Fe/H] = -0.4 . X . .
O Giants without planets [Fe/H] = +0.0 squares) or subgiants (blue triangles) according to tham-b
4 Subgigants with planets 1. metric magnitudesMyq. Stars withMp, < 2.82 are classified

A Subgigants without planets s

as giants, whereas those wilh,, > 2.82 are marked as sub-
giants. However, 8 stars (HD 16175, HD 60532, HD 75782, HD
164507, HD 57006, HD 67767, HD 121370, and HD 198802,
indicated with empty circles in Figure 1) are considereduds s
giants although their magnitudes are above the @ut-alue.
These stars have not evolved to the red giant branch (RGB) yet
and have surface gravities (Igg- 3.9) more consistent with the
subgiant class. According to this classification, the fireahs

ple includes 56 giants with planets (GWP), 101 giants withou
planets (GWOP), 30 subgiants with planets (SGWP) and 36 sub-
giants without planets (SGWOP). All the GWOP turned out to
be from the Okayama and FEROS surveys, whereas the 36 SG-
WOP are part of the retired A stars program.

0.0 - —
Lo b b b b g 0 2.2. Observations and data reduction
3.85 3.80 3.75 3.70 3.65 3.60

For most of the objects in our sample we used publicly avail-
log Teff able high signal-to-noise (8 > 150) and high resolution spec-
tra gathered with four dierent instruments: HARPS (3.6 m ESO
Fig. 1. Location of the 223 evolved stars in an H-R diagram. Giamsstaelescope, La Silla, Chile), FEROS (2.2 m ESPI telescope,
are indicated with squares and subgiants with triangldied=sym- | 5 Silla, Chile), ELODIE (1.93 m telescope, OHP, France}i an
bc.’t'ﬁ Cct’”‘lasmt”déo Sl't"’t‘.rs withtplalgetfs and empt%’ ?ymgol%dgﬁrs SOPHIE (1.93 m telescope, OHP, France). In addition we ob-
withou anets. evolutionary tracks 10r masses petwegra : . . . . .
from Girﬁ)alrdi et al. |(2000) arg overplotted. Tracks for ffe=-0.4 dgx talneq high resolution and high Slgnal—t_o-n0|sﬂ\(§ 150) spec-
are marked with dashed lines and those corresponding tbl[£€0.0 tra with the EBASIM spectrograph (Pintado & Adelman 2003)
dex are indicated with solid lines. at theJorge Sahade 2.15 m telescope (CASLEO, San Juan, Ar-
gentina) for 7 stars in our sample. Table 1 provides the salect
resolution achieved and spectral range covered with timssesi
able in public databases (see below)/andre observable from ments and the number of stars observed.

the southern hemisphere. Our EBASIM observations were taken between June 2012
In addition to the sample of stars with planets, we built and August 2013. The spectra were manually reduced follow-
comparison sample of 137 stars that belong to RV surveys fog standard procedures, employing the tasks within thelkch
planets around evolved stars, but for which no planet has bgmackage in IRAB. The procedure included typical corrections
reported so far. We selected 67 stars from the Okayama plasigth as bias level, flat-fielding, scattered light contidgoutand
search program (Sato etlal. 2005), 34 stars from the ESO FER@)&e-shape removal, order extraction, wavelength clion,
planet search (Setiawan etlal. 2003) and 36 stars from tinedetmerge of individual orders, continuum normalization ansin@
A stars program (Fischer & Valenti 2005; Johnson &t al. 2D07bays removal. Reduced spectra were corrected for radiatvel
As in the case of stars with planets, we chose stars with spig-shifts with thedopcor task. Radial velocities were measured
tra publicly accessible. The control stars from the retikestars cross-correlating our program stars with standard stangdise
program were obtained from a list of 850 stars for which thefrcor task.
are enough RV measurements ¥NL0) spanning more than 4 Archival data are already reduced with pipelines designed f
years, to securely detect the presence of planets withabf#t each instrument. In general, it was only necessary to nazenal
riods shorter than 4 years and velocity amplitudes- B0 m  the spectra and applied corrections for cosmic rays andafor r
s! (Fischer & Valenti 2005). In the case of the stars from the
Okayama and the FEROS program we conservatively Selecrlgﬁorted so far. In this sense, these stars might have plaiittt other

stars with N> 20 spanning more than 4 years of observationgaracteristics (e.g., very low mass fdong period planets) that are
Therefore, the probabilities that these stars harbor pdanih  harder to detect with the ongoing RV surveys.

similar characteristics to those found so far ardjow 4 |RAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Obs#p-

ries, which are operated by the Association of Universfiiefesearch
3 In this work when we refer to stars without planets we mearsstan Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreement with théddal Sci-

that do not harbor planetary companions with similar progsto those ence Foundation.
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Table 3.Comparison between fundamental parameters of the sarse star

200 I e B s I observed with dferent spectrographs.
[ O Sun (Te“:5’?68 K) n
[ XHD 50778 (T,=4145 K) B Star Instrument Tet logg [FeH]
I~ OHD 205420 (T,,=6391 K) 7 (K) (cms™)
B B Sun HARPS 57624 4.42+0.03 0.01x0.05
150 — — SOPHIE 5764t 49 4.44+0.05 -0.03:0.04
. - - FEROS  573%32 4.43+0.03 -0.03:0.04
ot L 4 ELODIE  5748+37 4.36+0.05 -0.03+0.03
g L _ EBASIM  5735+50 4.35+0.08 -0.08: 0.04
N L O | HD 16400 ELODIE  4814-28 2.68+0.10 -0.05: 0.04
= 100 — ] HARPS 486733 2.73+0.08  0.00+ 0.04
S | | HD 28305 ELODIE  494& 28 2.93+0.05 0.010.03
o i ] HARPS  5016:33 2.97+0.04 0.01+0.02
= i ] FEROS 4995 33 2.83+0.05 0.01+0.03
25 HD 62509 ELODIE 4895 24 3.08+ 0.06  0.03 0.06
B 7 HARPS 4946+ 18 3.07+0.05 0.07+0.05
50 — —] HD 168723 ELODIE 494235 3.24x0.11 -0.18+0.05
- 8 HARPS 4966t 40 3.28+0.07 -0.20+ 0.07
- |
T L il il =0.12+ 1.54 mA, -0.06+ 1.95 mA, and 0.0% 2.04 mA for HD

50778, HD 205420, and the Sun, respectively. Thus, ARES EWs
show no significant dierences with those measured manually.
(ml&) Final fundamental parameters, along with their statistioa
certainties, are listed in Table 2. Intrinsic uncertaisiiee based
Fig. 2. Comparison between EWs measured by ARES and with thé the scatter of the individual iron abundances from eaeh in
IRAF-splot task. Red crosses, blue squares, and blaclesimbrre- gjyidual line, the standard deviations in the slopes of #aesi-
spond to the HD 50778, HD 205420, and the Sun, respectivély. Tgqares fits of iron abundances with reduced EW, excitadioa,
continuos black-line represents the identity function. ionization potential(Gonzalez & Vantlire 1998). A discossbf
systematic errors in the fundamental parameters and thflir i

dial velocity to these data. Multiple spectra, for a givearsind €NC€ in the abundance determinations are presented inxhe ne

instrument, were combined using ts®mbine task. sections. , , _
In order to check for possible systematiffsets in the de-

termination of the atmospheric parameters introduced &yife

0 50 100 150 200
EW

ARES

3. Data analysis of different instruments and reduction pipelines, we calculated
fundamental parameters for the Sun using spectra gathétted w
3.1. Fundamental parameters each of the five spectrographs listed in Table 1. In additiofia-

Fundamental stellar parameters such fisctive temperature ble 3 we show the parameters calculated for other stars\daber

; L - ith more than one instrument. No significanffdiences be-
(Ter), surface gravity (log), metallicity ([FeH]) and micro- V! . .
turbulent velocity &) were derived homogeneously using thiVeéen the fundamental parameters obtained frafewint spec-
FUNDPAR prograf (Safé [2011). This code uses ATLAS9 rographs are found (see also Santos et al.. 2004)_. Consideri
(Kurucz[1998), LTE plane-parallel model atmosphere wita ttjhat the spectra have goof\s(z 150), for objects with obser-

NEWODF opacities (Castelli & Kurubz 2003) and solar-scal?gt'ons from more than one instrument, we chose the paramete

abundances from_Grevesse & Sauval (1998) and the 2009 rived fror_n the highest resolution spectrum.
sion of the MOOG program (Sneden 1973). Regarding dterences between plane-parallel (Kurucz-

: . LAS9) and spherical models (MARCS), Carlberg et al.
Basically, atmospheric parameters are calculated from b S / <
equivalent widths (EWSs) of iron lines (Fand Far) by requiring KZOLZ) CX_lr_TI]_&aSrgd Stg"ﬂ ngalgnete:js flor %.7 j_tars, _caltdnalml
excitation and ionization equilibrium and the independebe- urucz- ana moaels, Tinding, In general, a
tween abundances and EWs. The iron line list (72 of &ed 900d agreement, with only a smallfigrence in microturbu-
12 of Fen) as well as the atomic parameters (excitation p nce of 0.04 kifs (spherical with respect to plane-parallel).

tential and logyf) were compiled from_da Silva etlal. (2011), ence, we do not expectfierences with spherical models. On

: - : the other hand, several studies show that non-LTfEcés are
Lines giving abundances departir§o from the average were =, - = ’
gving b o 9 nificant for very metal-poor evolved stars wifh; > 6000 K

removed, and the fundamental parameters were re-caldula - S e : —

Atmospheric models were computed including convection ag];‘élqashonkma et cll._ 2010; Gehren etlal. 2001; Lind et al. 2012)

overshooting. ost of the stars in our sample have qooler temperatures and
The EWs were automatically measured using the ARES co@é’s non-LTE éect should not compromise our results.

(Sousa et al. 2007), choosing the appropriateparameter de-

pending on the 8l of each individual spectrum (Sousa et a.1.1. Comparison with other studies

2008). In order to check for possiblefidirences between the ,

EWs from ARES and those manually obtained with the IRARD order to check the consistency of our results, we compared

splot task, we compared these measurements (see Figure 2) fofedar parameters obtained here with those recently gtudi

stars: HD 50778 (a cool staF; = 4145 K), HD 205420 (a hot Py other authors based on homogeneous spectroscopic analy-

star, Ter = 6391 K) and the Surilgr = 5763 K). The mean dif- SiS- Figure 3, shows the comparison of otiieetive tempera-

ferences between the two sets of EWS@@ares — EWspLot) tgres _(Ieft panel), s_urface graviti_es (middle panel) anthittiei-
ties (right panel) with those derived by Maldonado etlal.1E0

5 Available af http/icate-conicet.gob.gafe/fundpay hereafter MA13, magenta circles), Mortier et al. (2013,eher
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Fig. 3. Comparison between the fundamental parameters obtain@idsiwork and those calculated by other authoffeaive temperature
(Ieft panel), surface gravity rfiddle panel), and metallicity ight panel). Different symbols represent comparisons witfiedent references:
Maldonado et &l.| (2013) (magenta circles), Mortier etlaD1@@ (blue squares), da Silva et al. (2006, 2011) (red csds3ekeda et al! (2008)
(black triangles), Luck & Heiter (2007) (green asterisks)d Valenti & Fischer (2005) (black stars).

Table 4. Results of the comparison between our stellar parameters gy cesses E(B — V) were obtained from the relation wtf.
those of Maldonado et al. (2013); Mortier et al. (2013); dasset al. (V — K) colors and K magnitudes were taken from the 2MASS

(2006, 2011); Takeda et al. (2008); Luck & Heiter (2007), &atenti — :
. , . atalog |(Cutri et all 2003) and were de-reddened using the
& Fischer (2005). All the dierences are our values minus the “teraturr%elationship between E(B — V) and E(V —ﬁ()

values. The upper and lower panels of Figure 4 show the photomet-
Ter 0 (K) loggto FOHl o Neowron ric temperatures obtained from (B — V) and (V — K) colors, re-
(K) (cms?) spectively, for the A99 and GHO9 calibrations, as a functbn
A[SO611] 22.23:62.95 0.03:0.08 -0.04:0.09 98 our spectroscopites. The agreementis quite good for both cal-
A[TAO8]  50.08+67.70 0.27:0.19  0.04x0.24 83 ibrations and colors. The (B — V) temperatures seem cooder th
imgllgl 7.55£81.04 007019 -0.030.07 o8 our spectroscopic values, with an averag&etdénce (spectro-
] 14.07=7449 0.05:0.18 -0.04+0.10 61 . X
AILHO7  -4511x 7224 -0.06:016 004009 56 scopic — photometric) ofATess) ~ 118+ 95 K for the GHB09
A[VFO5 689z 73.74 -0.05:0.13 -001z0.10 a7 calibration, andATes¢) ~ 40 + 137 K or the A99 calibration.

The photometric temperatures based on the (V — K) colors, als
agree well with the spectroscopigz. The mean dferences are

after MO13, blue squares), da Silva et al. (2006, 2011, fierea(ATerr) ~ 35 K+ 117 K and 49« 136 K for GHBI9 and A99,

S0611, red crosses), Takeda etial. (2008, hereafter TAABK b|respectively. The dierences between photometric and spectro-

triangles), Luck & Heiter (2007, hereafter LHO7, green asteSCOpiC éfective temperatures provide an estimation of the accu-

isks), and Valenti & Fischer (2005, hereafter VF05, blackst racy error in_ this parameter (Sousa et al. 2011a). _The sasit
Table 4 summarizes the resfjlts, where the megierdinces (this of the chemical abundances to errors of this ord@gjnare eval-

work — literature) and the scatter around the meafedinces Uated in Section 3. o
The evolutionary parameters such as the stellar luminosi-

iolies, masses, radii and ages were calculated as followsdbas

oh V magnitudes from the Hipparcos and Tycho Catalogues

(Perryman & ESA 1997), revised Hipparcos parallaxesom

Man Leeuwen (2007) and tt#e, previously calculated, we com-

puted absolute magnitudés, following the classical formufa

For three giant hosts there are no Hipparcos data availgbte.

two of them, NGC 2423-3 and NGC 4349-127, we used in-

stead the values from the Extrasolar Planet Encyclopedia. F

3.2. Photometric and evolutionary parameters BD+48738 we found no astrometric data from any source.
Bolometric magnitudes were computed fravly and bolomet-

As an independent check, we derived photomeic corrections were calculated from the empirical formafa

ric effective temperatures using the calibrations @®lonso etal.[(1999), using the atmospheric parameters fram

Gonzalez Hernandez & Bonifacio (2009, hereafter GHB09) abtk 2. Finally, stellar luminosities were estimated usimgusual

the one of Alonso et all (1999, hereafter A99) for the (B — Melatioffd. Uncertainties were derived using error propagation.

and (V — K) indices. The (B — V) colors were extracted from The rest of the evolutionary parameters, such as: masses,

the Hipparcos and Tycho Catalogues (Perryman &/EESA [1993dii, and ages were derived using L. Girardi's online code,

and were de-reddened using the visual extinctidy) provided

by Frédéric Arenou’s online calculatBy which is based on the ’ Av=3.10x E(B - V)

galactic coordinates and distances_(Arenou et al. 1992I))rCo§ogl(_\)/ - K)= 0.86 x E(B — V) (Luck & Wepfer| 1995| Takeda etlal.

D).

9 MV:V+5+5logﬂ'—A\/.
6 http;/wwwhip.obspm.ffcgi-biryafm 10 L/Ly = =0.4(Mpo — Mboio); Mboie = 4.77 (Girardi et al. 2002).

works. However, as it has been reported by other authors (e
da Silva et al. 2011; Takeda etlal. 2008), the most noticedible
crepancy corresponds to the surface gravity values of TA
which are systematically lower than the values obtainedis t
work.
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Fig. 4. Comparison between the spectroscofieaive temperatures Fig. 5. Comparison between the spectroscopic gravities measared i
measured in this work and those calculated photometriéaliy the (B  this work and the ones based on trigonometric parallaxes.
—V) and (V - K) colors.

case of the EBASIM spectra, we did not measure Zn abundances
PARAM 1.1 (da Silva et all 2006). This code requiresfeli- because of the spectral coverage of this instrument.
ent parameters, such &, [Fe/H], V magnitude, and parallax. = The calculated abundances, relative to the solar values fro
For Ter and [F¢H] we used the computed values given in TaAnders & Grevesse (1989), and the dispersions around the mea
ble 2. The other two parameters were taken from the souregg listed in Table 6 and Table 7. Similarly to the comparisen
indicated above. Additionally, the code calculates trigmetric made for the fundamental parameters in the Section 3.1,s0e al
gravities based on parallaxes. In Figure 5 we show a compaimpared the solar chemical abundances based on speetna tak
son between these trigonometric gravities and our spectpds with different instruments. We found no significanffeiences
logg values. Trigonometric log values tend to be systemati-for most of the species(< 0.04 dex), which agree with the con-
cally lower than the spectroscopic determinations obthivee, clusions of Gilli et al. [((2006) whom analyzed 8 stars obsérve
by ~ 0.16 dex (average), with a standard deviation of 0.13 dexith the FEROS, UVES, CORALIE, and SARG spectrographs.
Several authors have reported this trend (e.g.. da Silvé&;198owever, we found that Zn shows slightly largeffdiences¢
da Silva et all 2006; Maldonado et al. 2013) that is beliewed t 0.09 dex).
be caused by departures from LTE of the kees (Bensby et al.
2003; Thévenin & Idiart 1999; Gratton etal. 1999). As we khal o _ )
see in the next section, féérences of this order have very low3-3.1. Abundance uncertainties and comparison with other
impact on the determination of the chemical abundancestéhe studies
sulting evolutionary and photometric parameters aredigtda-
ble 5. Here, the luminosity, mass and radius values of B8 38
were taken from Gettel et ial. (2012).

Uncertainties in the parameters used to build the atmogpher

models may introduce errors in the abundance calculatitas.

ble 8 shows the abundance sensitivity due to variations 6f 10

K in Teg, 0.2 dex in logg, 0.2 dex in [FgH], and 0.1 kns ! in

3.3. Chemical analysis microturbulence, for H_D 114613 (an average subgiant) and HD
219449 (an average giant).

In addition to Fe abundances, we have computed chemicat abun For the subgiant star, species such ast, Bcn, and Cm

dances of 17 ions (Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, 6&Scu, Tit, Tim, V, are specially sensitives to changes indo@[X/H] ~ 0.08 dex)

Cr1, Crun, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, and Ba) based on the EWs of sev-whereas other species, such ag Viand Sc are more sensitive

eral unblended lines, measured with ARES. The abundance cedwariations inTez (A[X/H] ~ 0.1 dex). The giant star follows

putation was done using the MOOG program (abfind driver) the same trends as for the subgiant, but the sensithfi/H]

combination with the LTE Kurucz model atmosphere previyostiue to perturbations ifier are larger £0.15 dex). In both cases

calculated with FUNDPAR. The line-list and atomic paramete(giant and subgiant), we also found a notable sensitivitihi

for most of the elements were compiled from Neves et al. (P008arium abundance due to the change in microturbulence.

and from_Chavero et al. (2010) for Zn and Ba. We emphasize Hidden blends or poor continuum location are other sources

that for ions such as Na, Mg, Al, $cCrn, Zn and Bar the line-  of errors when abundances are obtained from EWs measure-

list comprises only two or three lines and therefore the kenc ments. However, as we usually have more than 3 lines for each

sions involving these species should be taken with cautithe  element, the dispersion of the average values providesirgin

tion of the errors introduced by the EWs measurements. &te la

11 version 1.1} http/stev.oapd.inaf,icgi-biryparam_1.1 column of Table 8 indicates the total error in the abundanées
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Table 8. Sensitivity of the abundances to changes of 100 K in tem-

perature, 0.2 dex in gravity, 0.2 dex in metallicity, and Rrit st in
microturbulence. A HD 114613 (Subgiant) O HD 219449 (Giant)
0.20 —
lon  ATefrt Alogg A[Fe/H] A& (za?)17?
+100K  +0.2 +0.2 +0.1 kms™! | o
HD 219449 - giant star
Na  -0.09 0.02 -0.02 0.02 0.10 O
Mg  -0.06 0.01 -0.03 0.02 0.07 —~0.15 La
Al -0.08 0.00 -0.01 0.01 0.08 < O N N
Si 0.01 -0.04 -0.06 0.01 0.06 o .
Ca 010 002  -0.03 0.04 0.12 s x A a .
Scr -0.14 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.14 s 4 a R
Sen 0.01 -0.08 -0.09 0.04 0.11 « = = =
Tit 015  0.00 -0.01 0.04 0.16 = 010 Foa A A
Tin  0.01 -0.08 0.07 0.04 0.09 S A s A o
v -0.17 -0.01 -0.02 0.04 0.18 A i O A A0 O A
Cri  -0.10 0.01 0.00 0.03 0.11 ~ m N O
Crn  0.05 -0.09 0.06 0.02 0.08 0
Mn  -0.09 0.01 -0.02 0.05 0.12 005 — a
Co -0.06 -0.03 -0.03 0.03 0.08
Ni -0.04 -0.04 -0.05 0.02 0.07
Zn 0.03 -0.05 -0.08 0.05 0.11 F o e T2 s TEEo-s33E
Ban -0.03  -0.07 0.06 0.08 0.13 ZZEFonNEE>00Z0ZN0ER
FF:I '(?-885 '8-8}1 '8-82 8-83 8-8; N e O O
11 . -U. -U. . .
HD 114613 - subgiant star Element
,ua _'8'856 8'82 _'8'811 8'821 8'118 Fig. 6. Total error in the abundances for each element. The empty red
A? 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.05 squares indicate the errors for a typical giant star and the filled
Si 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.08 triangles represent the error for a typical subgiant.
Ca  -0.07 0.04 0.00 0.03 0.10
Scr -0.08 0.01 -0.02 0.01 0.09
Scn 0.00 -0.08 -0.05 0.03 0.12
Tir  -0.10 0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.11 o5 [ T il &
Tin  0.00 -0.08 -0.05 0.03 0.12 < T T I ]
Y -0.11 0.01 -0.02 0.01 0.11 0 - -+ - -
cri -0.07 0.02 -0.01 0.03 0.08 _os L Na | C ]
Crn 0.03 -0.07 -0.02 0.04 0.14 T ; } } e S T =
Mn  -0.07 0.03 -0.01 0.04 0.11 0.5 e - —
Co -0.07 0.00 -0.02 0.02 0.10 < ol a1 r N
Ni -0.06 0.00 -0.02 0.02 0.07 £ - + - .
Zn -0.02 0.00 -0.05 0.05 0.09 3705 1 L. A
Ban  -0.03  -0.04 -0.06 0.08 0.14 © g5 il C -
Fer  -0.07 0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.08 g L 1 L —
Fen  0.04 -0.08 -0.03 0.04 0.11 2 0r T C 7
Z-05 . L= - -
all elements. These errors were determined adding in quadra ™~ [ T r B
the dispersion of each abundance from the mean value and abﬁ@o s L T2 1
dance variations due to changes in the atmospheric pargnete ~ L~ Nk
These errors, depicted in Figure 6 for each element, aretabou 0.5 - - A
0.10 dex for the subgiant and of 0.15 dex for the giant. 0 - o
To check the reliability of our chemical abundances, in Fig- —0.5 |- - 1 -
ure 7 we made a comparison with abundances reported by _ [ il -
MA13, TA08, LHO7 and, Gilli et al.|(2006, hereafter GI06)-us i i
ing stars in common. In general, our/PX values agree with L L
the abundances of other studies. For Na, Al, Si, Ca, and Ni the -° [- [

agreement is particularly good, being the medfedences (this -05 0 05

work — literature) lower thar-0.08 dex. However, the Na and [X/H] (This work)

Ni abundances from TAO8 are systematically lower. For Mg our

abundances are, on average, slightly lower than those & GIfly. 7. Comparison between the chemical abundances obtainedsin thi
and LHO7 but agree quite well with the values of MA13. Th@ork and those measured by other authbrs: Maldonadd ét@i3)2
Scu abundances obtained by LHO7 and TAO8 seem to be slighthyack squares), Gilli et all (2006) (red triangles), Takedal. [(2008)
shifted towards lower values. In the case of, Biur values agree (magenta circles), and Luck & Heiter (2007) (blue crosses).
reasonably well with those of LHO7, G106, and TA08. However,

the values of MA13 are higher than ours. Fon @re agreement

is good with all authors except for LHO7 whose abundances are The results for Sg Tin, V, Mn, Zn, and Bar show the largest
marginally higher. MA13 and TA08 show systematic underabudispersions, probably due to the small number of lines used t
dances of Co while the values of LHO7 and G106 are slighttyeasure these ions. For Mn, the agreement with the results of
overabundant. For Grour values are lower than those of MA13MA13 and LHO7 is still relatively good, although the values
but higher than those of TAOS8. from TA13 are systematically lower. The abundances afdke
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Fig. 8. Toomre diagram for our complete stellar sample. Giant stags Fig. 9. Comparison between the projected stellar rotational vixsc
indicated with squares and subgiants with triangles. lh lsases filled derived in this work with the literature values. Crosseddaté the 89
symbols correspond to stars with planets. Dotted linegatdiconstant stars in common with Takeda et al. (2008) and the empty squape
total velocities Vier = (UZgs + Vs + W2er)Y2, in steps of 5Bkms™.  resent the 74 stars with vsiivalues from the exoplanets.org and exo-
Thin disk stars are marked in black, thick disk stars in red,teansition planet.eu databases.

stars in blue.

. stars, and only 2% are thick disk stars. For the 157 starsifiks
tained by TAO8 and MA13 are clearly lower than our values, by giants: 147 are thin disk stars (50 GWP), 4 are from thé thic
our determinations agree better with the results of LHO® TRijsk (all GWP), and 5 transition stars (1 GWP). For the 66sstar
V values given by TAO8 and LHO7 are systematically lower thf)assified as subgiants, 60 belong to the thin disk (27 SGWP),
our measurements, which agree better with the other Simkes s 5 thick disk star, and 5 are thhick disk objects (3 SGWP).
spite the large scattering observed for Zn, the me#em@inces Hence, we do not find any significantfigirences between the

with the study of MA13 are essentially zero. Finally, the Bé&Vv gjstributions of stars with planets and without planets.
ues from LHO7 seem to be smaller than those derived here, spe-

cially for larger Ba values.
3.5. Stellar rotation

3.4. Galaxy population membership In order to give a complete set of stellar parameters, we
. . . also measured the projected rotational velocities (ysif the
To stablish the Galaxy population membership of the stars djo|ved stars studied here. For this purpose, we developed a

our sample, we calculated galactic space-velocity compisneiRAF task based on the method lof Fekel (1997), which au-

(U,V,W) based on Hipparcos astrometry (van Leeuwen 20Q4matically computes the vsinfrom the widths of the spec-

and radial velocities fro_m the previous spectra crossewmr)n. tral lines. Basically, given the stellar spectrum, as a fitsp,

For the UVW computation, we developed an IRAF script follow, o script employs theplot task to measure thiil width at

ing the procedure of Johnson & Soderblom (1987). Velocites a1t maximum (FWHM) of 13 relatively isolated iron lines lo-

referred to the local standard of rest (LSR), consideringlars -aied at 5778.45, 6027.05, 6151.62, 6173.33, 6432.68,6852

motion of U, V, W)o=(-10.00,+5.25,+7.17) [Dehnen & Binney 454 99, 6455.60, 6456.38, 6469.15, 6471.66, 6733.15, and

1998). AI_I the velocities are Ilste_d in the last four colunurhé'a— 6750.15 A. Then, it computes the avera§&\(H Mmeasured) and

ble 9. Using these space-velocity components and folloWieg the standard deviation of the measurements. We adopted the

criteria of Reddy et al. (2006), a star can be considered as Pg| e of the dispersion as the error in tA&HMgasred. TO

longing to the thin disk, thick disk or halo if the probabé ,chieve a better precision and more reliability in the detival-

Ptnin, Pthick O Phaio are greater than 75%. Otherwise, if the projjes of vsiri, our code uses twice as many spectral lines as in

abilities are lower than this value, stars are consideréhasi- oiner determinations (see, elg., Hekker & Meléhdez 2008). W

tion objects, either thifthick or thickhalo stars. Figure 8 Showscomputed the contribution to the spectral line broadenirth®

the Toomre diagram of_our sample and the second CO"Jm“e(Pﬁployed spectrograptFWH Mingrument). TO do this, we mea-

Table 9 lists the population grof sured the FWHM of emission lines in Th-Ar calibration lamps
This analysis allowed us to estimate that the 93.2% of thgen with each of the spectrographs. As an independenkchec

stars in our sample are from the thin disk, 4% are/thiok disk e compared these values with those obtained from measure-

5 . . ments of telluric lines. Taking this into account, then, siceipt

For the star BR-48738 no galactic space-velocity components wegg|culates the intrinsic stellar broadening BSWH Mingingc =
derived because of the lack of astrometry and hence thigestaains
unclassified. JFWHMZ o~ FWHM

measured instrument

. As these values are in A,
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Fig. 10. Normalized metallicity distributionl €ft panel) and histogram of cumulative frequencieglit panel) for the GWP sample (red contin-
uous line) in comparison with the GWOP sample (black dashme].IMedian values of the distributions are indicated wightical lines. The
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test shows that the probability thatst samples derive from the same population Gs85.

they are converted tems™. |Gray (1989), employed a set ofseven. They reported that, on average, GWP were metal-poor
stars to build a calibration between the intrinsic stellardalen- compared with planet hosting dwarfs. Similar results wetatl
ing in A and their total broadenindWH Mqs) in kms™. For by[Sadakane et al. (2005) analyzing 4 GWP. In 2007, Pasquini
each spectrograph, we selected a set of stars (usually hmme et al. studying 14 GWP (4 from the literature), concluded tha
40) common to those observed by Gray and built a calibratian.contrast to the distribution of main-sequence stars pifidim-
Knowing T and logg (from Table 2), the code determines thets, the GWP distribution does not favor high metallicityemits.
star’s luminosity class and computes the macroturbuleelmev Conversely, Hekker & Meléndez (2007), analyzing a sample of
ity (Vmacro) @adopting the same criteria and relations applied 8380 GK giant stars including 20 with planets (15 from the lit-
Hekker & Meléndez (2007). Finally, combiningaco and the erature), found an enhancement for GWP of 0.13 dex compared
total broadening previously calculated, the program caegpuwith stars without planets. Takeda et al. (2008), with a damp
. 2 2 of 322 giants, including 10 planet-hosts, did not find anyahet
vsini as: \[FWHMiga = Virecro- ) ) _licity offset/ Ghezzi et all (2010a) found that the metallicity dis-
We evaluated the formal error in the rotational velocityiytion of 16 GWP displays an average that is 0.17 dex more
adding in quadrature the error in the macroturbulence W§locmeal-poor than the sample of 117 planet-hosting dwarfs and
and the uncertainty in the calibration derlveq for each spec furthermore, that the subgiant sample is more metal-ricd. bg
graph. For the error in macroturbulence, which depends en {py [ Johnson et 4. (2010) ruled out a flat metallicity refaship
the stellar luminosity, the script adopts the same proaedsiin _among their samplé of 246 subgiants (36 with planets, includ
Hekker & Meléndez|(2007). On the other hand, the uncertainfyy ynpublished candidates). More recently, with largensias,
in the calibration is related to the total broadenif§\(HMwa),  [Mortier et al. (2013) did not find any metallicity enhancertian
for which we applied propagation of errors. _ 71 evolved stars with planets in comparison with 733 evolved
Table 2, in the last column, lists the values of visiar the  giars without planets, with metallicity values gatheremirrthe
stars in our sample. In Figure 9, we compare our determimstiQierature. Finally] Maldonado etlal. (2013) found a metit
with those o_btalned by Takeda et al. (2008) for 89 stars in-COR\nancement in 16 subgiants with blanets relative to 55-with
mon and with 74 stars taken from the exoplanets.org and §}& planets (50 from literature). These authors did not find e
exoplanet.eu databases. We find alreasonable 9009 agfeeﬁtfé}{ée of a metallicity fiset between giants with and without
The average dierence is of 0.61 kst~ (o = 1.04 klms‘ JWith  planets, analyzing 43 GWP and 67 GWOP. However, for stars
Takeda et al. and of -0.79 (lsn) (o = 1.33 ks ™) with the  yith masses above 1M, they reported a slight metallicity en-
online databases. hancement for giants with planets relative to the controisa.

4. Metallicity distributions

Several studies that analyzed the metallic content in thm-at

spheres of evolved stars hosting planets have been pubiishe

the last decade. The first results were based on small sampledn this section we use the results listed in Tables 2 and 5
andor the abundances were not obtained with a homogenetambuild the metallicity distributions for giant and subigiatars
techniquel_Schuler etlal. (2005) derived the metallicitydoe and to search for efierences between the stars with and without
GWP and gathered abundances from the literature for anotplemets.
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Fig. 11.Left panels: normalized metallicity distribution for the giant starghvM, > 1.5 M,, (top panel) andM, < 1.5M, (bottom panel)Right
panels: same histograms as in the left panels but including thet giamirol sample from Maldonado et al. (2013). In all casks,red solid line
corresponds to the sample of giant stars with planets, vakelre black dashed line represents the giant control samigleut planets. Median
values of the distributions are indicated with verticaébn

4.1. Giant stars slightly shifted towards higher metallicities with respéz the
distribution of the lower mass group. Giants wikh. > 1.5 Mg
In Figure 10 we show the normalized metallicity distributio have, on average, higher metallicities than giants With< 1.5
along with the histogram of the cumulative frequencies far t Mo. However, unlike_Maldonado etlal. (2013), we find no sig-
giant stars with planets (M 56, red solid line) in comparison nificant diterence between the metallicity distributions of giants
with the control sample (N= 101, black dashed line). Verti- with and without planets for stars witfl, > 1.5M (left, upper
cal lines at the top depict the median of each distributiosthB panel). The KS test gives a probability ©91% for both distri-
distributions are similar and centered at subsolar valG&¥P butions being identical. In the case of stars wilh < 1.5 Mg,
have a median of [Fel] = -0.05 dex with a sigma of 0.20 dex,both GWP and GWOP are centered at lower metallicities (left,
whereas the control sample has a median of -0.05 dex witleitom panel). The KS test gives a probability-061% that
sigma of 0.18 dex. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test givestoth distributions derive from the same parent distributibhe
probability of ~85% that both distributions are drawn from théFe/H] statistics for each group are summarized in Table 10.
same parent distribution and a maximunfelience of 0.09 be-  To investigate whether the fiiéirence between GWP and
tween the two samples in the cumulative frequencies. Thegef GWOP found by Maldonado etlal. (2013) for stars with >
in opposition to the metallicityfiset found for stars on the main-1.5 My might be related with the control sample, we combined
sequence harboring giant planets (Santos et al. 2004, E@5; our control stars with that of their study. We used 61 stac®m-
cher & Valenti 2005; Ghezzi et al. 2010), giant stars witmgls mon to define a relation to transform the [Agof Maldonado et
are not metal-rich when compared with giants without knowad. to our scal&. We also adopted the masses from these authors.
planets. Both samples (giants with and without planets)@re The right panels of Figure 11 show the [Rédistributions and
average, metal-poor. This result agrees with other studids the last row of Table 10 summarizes the statistics. For thagr
the exception of Hekker & Meléndez (2007). of stars withM, > 1.5 M, the median is the same (-0.02 dex)
and no clear dference between GWP and GWOP is found us-
g the combined control sample. In addition, the KS tesegiv
1 probability of~ 90% that both distributions derive from the
same parent distribution. A similar outcome turned out fier g
ants in the lower mass group. Thus, the discrepancy betwgen o
results and those of Maldonado et al. might be related toithe d

Maldonado et al.| (2013) found a hint of a possible depe
dency of metallicity on the stellar mass (see Fig. 10 in M
donado et al.), where planet-hosting giants with > 1.5 Mg
are systematically more metal-rich. These authors reyaadl
the metallicity distribution separating the giant starswn mass
groupsM, > 1.5Mg andM,, < 1.5M. For the first group they

X ; ferent set of stars used to build the list of GWP with > 1.5
found a clear separation between GWP and GWOP, with an qy- :
erage diference 0f~0.1 dex and a KS test probability of 506" Maldonado et al. analyzed 21 GWP, whereas we studied 30

that both sampl re drawn from th . rent | t.GWP in this mass range. Adopting the same metallicity trans-
at both samples are drawn from the same parent populaltigfi, oy used before, as an additional test, we extended ou
On the other hand, they did not find any significarffatence

for the second group (i.e., giants wikh, < 1.5 Ms). Applying sample of giant stars with planets including all the GWP from

the same stellar mass division to our data as Maldonadoweal.the work of Maldonado et al. not in common with our original

constructed the [F7&l] distributions for each mass group. These From a linear fit to the data we derived the following transfation:
distributions are shown in the left panels of Figure 11. i cgFe/H](this study)= (0.793:0.02) x [Fe/H](MA13) — (0.032:0.04) ,
be seen that the [RAd] distribution for the higher mass group is(rms= 0.08;y2 = 9.01).
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Fig. 12. Normalized metallicity distributionlft panel) and histogram of cumulative frequenciegyft panel) for the SGWP sample (blue con-
tinuous line) in comparison with the SGWOP sample (blackhdddine). Median values of the distributions are indicatéth vertical lines. The
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test shows that the probability thatsth samples derive from the same population(s02.

Table 10.Metallicity statistics for the giant samples. Table 11.Metallicity statistics for the subgiant samples.
Sample Median Mean  Std deviation N KS probability Sample  Median Mean Stddeviaton N  KS probability
All masses SGWP  +0.15 +0.10 0.20 30 0.020
GWP 005 -0.08 0.20 56 0.850 SGWOP 003 -0.06 0.25 36
GWOP -0.05  -0.10 0.18 101
M > 1.5M,
GWP 0.00 -0.02 0.19 30 0.909 - - . i PP
GWOP 002  -002 011 67 4.3. Metallicity as a function of Teg: evidence for dilution®
GWOP  -0.02 -0.02 0.11 96 0.900 - o .
The results of the metallicity distributions presented ig-F
M<1.5Mo ures 10 and 12 are crucial to the understanding of the planet-
GWP -024 020 0.19 26 0.610 -~ : . 9 €p
GWOP 026 -0.25 0.19 34 metallicity correlation found for main-sequence starswgitan-
GWOP 022 022 0.20 54 0.929 ets and, hence, essential in order to constrain giant plamat-
@ Includes the giant control sample from Maldonado et al. 801 tion models. As it was mentioned in the introduction, theklac

of a metallicity enhancement in giant stars with planetstiesn

related with the pollution hypothesis to explain the hightathe

content of the main-sequence stars with planets. If thessice
sample. However, even in this case no clediiedence between metal content of the planet-host stars is the result of ticeeac
GWP and GWOP was observed. tion of metal-rich material, this excess will only lie on theter-

nal layers of the atmosphere. However, as the star evolves th

excess is expected to be diluted as the convective zonettygrea
4.2. Subgiant stars deepens, reaching a mass~@f.7 M, for a 1 My, star along the

red giant branch_(Pasquini et al. 2007). Therefore, if gimh

A comparison between the metallicity distribution of stbgs !s the mechanism that operates to ir)crease the. metal centent
with planets (N= 30, blue solid line) and the control sampldt should be expected that not only giant stars with plartats,
without planets (N= 36, black dashed line) is shown in Fig-2lso subgiants show systematically lower metallicity theain-

ure 12. Subgiants with planets are clearly shifted towagthési Sequence stars with planets.

metallicities with respect to the control sample by0.18 dex. As another test to study signs of pollution, several authors
The control sample has a median of -0.03 dex whereas tieve searched for a metallicity gradient as a functiomgf(or
subgiants with planets have a median+di.15 dex. The KS stellar mass) among main-sequence samples (Pinsonnealilt e
test shows a probability of only 2% that both samples are2001; | Santos et al. 2001, 2003, 2004; Gonzaleziet al. | 2001;
drawn from the same parent distribution. The metal excesski$cher & Valentl 2005). An increase in the upper boundary of
the SGWP sample is very similar to the metallicity enhanagmehe [FgH] distribution with increasin@ ¢t (which implies a de-
found in main-sequence stars with planets (Fischer & Valewtease in the size of the convection zone), would suppoititee
2005; Santos et al 2004, 2005; Ghezzi et al. 2010). These @éa stellar atmosphere pollution with metal-rich materdbst
sults for the subgiant stars agree with those previouslyndouof these studies did not find any clear evidence of a metallic-
by other authors (Ghezzi etial. 2010a; Fischer & Valenti 2008y gradient as a function of th&., and it has been suggested
Johnson et al. 2010; Maldonado et al. 2013). that such a trend on dwarfs might be hard to detect because of
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Fig. 14. Normalized distributions of [#H] (X=Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, S¢, Scu, Tir, Tin, V, Cri, Cru, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, Bar) for subgiants with
planets (shaded blue) and subgiants without planets (btditk lines). Median values of the distributions of eachredat are indicated with

vertical lines.
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Fig. 13. Upper pand: [Fe/H] vs. Ts. Blue triangles and red squares
represent subgiant and giant stars at the base of the RGigctesly.
Filled symbols correspond to stars with planets and the ymps to

extra mixing zones (Vauclair 2004). However, there shoealéb
more evident trend between the hot and cool part of the sobgia
branch, where the convection zone is expected to deepen by a
factor of 10-100/(Pasquini etial. 2007).

Although the metal-poor distribution for the planet-host g
ants obtained here might agree with the dilution hypothésés
relatively high average metallicity obtained for the s\argistars
with planets does not seem to fit with this scenario. However,
if we plot our derived metallicities as a function df; for 30
SGWP along with 12 GWP that lie at the base of the red gi-
ant branch (RGB) (Top panel, Figure 13), a suggestive drop in
metallicity seems to happen @tz ~ 5400 K. At cooler temper-
atures the upper boundary of the metallicity distributieeras
to have a slight decrease ef0.10 dex. For comparison pur-
pose, control samples are also plotted. In the bottom pahnel o
Figure 13 we show the same graphic but binnihg in 300
K intervals. It is important to note that the apparent drogoal
occurs for the control sample stars. Murray etlal. (2001nébu
evidence of lower average metallicity in 19 subgiant stas b
longing to the Hertzsprung gap in relation to the dwarf sampl
for which the enhance metal content is attributed to theedicor
of up to 0.6Mg of iron onto the surfaces of dwarfs. In contrast,
Fischer & Valentil(2005) found no evidence of a metallicitpg
dient with Tez for 86 subgiant stars, of which only nine host

stars without planetd.ower panel: Same plot as the upper panel exceplanets. Similar results were reportedlby Ghezzi et al. ¢ap1
that the data are averaged in bins of 300 K. Filled circleskngiants for @ sample of 14 subgiants and 6 giants at the bottom of the
and subgiants with planets and empty circles indicate #rs stithout RGB. In view of previous works and the subtle decline in Fig-

planets.
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Cumulative fraction

Fig. 15. Cumulative functions of [}H] (X=Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, S¢, Scu, Ti1, Tin, V, Cri, Cru, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, Bau) for subgiants with planets
(solid blue lines) and subgiants without planets (dashadkdines).
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Fig. 16.Normalized distributions of [YH] (X=Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, Sc, Scu, Ti1, Tin, V, Cr1, Cri, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, Bau) for giants with planets
(shaded red) and giants without planets (solid black lindgdian values of the distributions of each element arecated with vertical lines.
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Cumulative fraction

Fig. 17. Cumulative functions of [}H] (X=Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, S¢, Scn, Ti1, Tim, V, Cri, Cri, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, Ban) for giants with planets
(solid red lines) and giants without planets (dashed blags).

field to test this suggestion on larger samples of subgiaitks wples with dashed black lines. Tables 12 and 13 summarize the

planets. statistics for each element and group of stars. SGWP show an
evident metallicity excess with respect to the control semp
without planets for all the analyzed species. This metaflic

5. Chemical abundances: comparison of the excess is about 0.17 dex, which agrees with the iron enhance-
samples ment derived in the previous section. Similar results wdrye o

) _ tained for main-sequence planet hosts (Adibekyaniet aRk01
The analysis of chemical abundances of other elementstbian Neves et dl. 2009; Gilli et al. 2006:; Beirao etlal. 2005).

may provide valuable information about the elements thghtni

have an active role in the process of planetary formation, pa . ) .

ticularly for low metallicity stars, which seem to be theeas _ AS it has been already noted in previous works study-
giant-hosts. Therefore, in this section we use the resstellin INg_solar-type stars| (Gilli et al._2006; Bodaghee etal. 2003
Tables 6 and 7 to search for possibléetiences in the chemicalBeirdo et al. 2005; Neves etlal. 2009), we also find that tHe[ X
abundances of planet-host stars relative to the contropkesm distributions for_SGWP are not symmetrlcal. Most of the ele-
both for the giant and subgiant samples. Although the sasnpfBents show an increase in BX] until they reach a cut4 after

of stars with planets are relatively small @56 for giants and which _the distributions dter a deep fall. Thls@ct is clear for

N = 30 for subgiants), they represent significant fractiongief t M9, Si, Ca, S, Scu, Tix, Tin, and Cn for which the cut-&

current total samples of evolved stars with planets7% for Vvalue is around [¥4] ~ 0.5 dex. Interpretations for this behav-
giants and- 70% for subgiants). ior have been discussed in Santos et al. (2001, 2003, 200dc) a

Neves et al. (2009). In addition to this cuEaSGWP distribu-
tions for elements such as Al, Cr, Ni, and Ba might be bimodal.
5.1. [X/H] distributions

In Figures 14 and 16 we show the normalized distributions of In the case of the giant stars, showed in Figures 16 and 17,
[X/H] (X = Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca, Sc, Sa, Ti1, Tin, V, Cri, as it was the case for [f¢], there is no metallicity excess in the
Cru, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, Bain) for subgiant and giant stars, re{X/H] distributions of GWP for most of the elements. In addi-
spectively. In these plots, stars with planets are inditdtg tion, these distributions completely overlaps with the GRMls-
shaded histograms and control samples are representeddky biributions. Only V shows a slight excess (.10 dex) for GWP,
lines. Vertical lines on each histogram mark the medianasluwhereas elements like Ba, and Na are under abundan0i

In addition, Figures 15 and 17 show the corresponding cunmdex and~ 0.09 dex, respectively. These distributions appear to
lative functions of [XH] for subgiants and giants. Here, starbe more symmetrical, and only elements like Mg, Tii o, and

with planets are indicated by solid lines and the control-sai@ri show abrupt falls around 0.25 dex.
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Fig. 18.[X/Fe] normalized distributions for subgiants with planetsa@ed blue) and subgiants without planets (solid blacls)indedian values
of the distributions of each element are indicated withigaHines.

Cumulative fraction

Fig. 19.[X/Fe] cumulative functions for subgiants with planets (sblige lines) and subgiants without planets (dashed blaels)in
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Table 12.[X/H] statistics for the subgiant sample.

SGWP SGWOP
[X/H] | Average Median rms| Average Median rms| Diff. of averages| Diff. of medians| KS probability
Na 0.23 0.30 0.25| 0.06 0.06 0.28 0.17 0.22 0.03
Mg 0.15 0.18 0.20f 0.01 0.00 0.20 0.13 0.15 0.02
Al 0.19 0.20 0.24| 0.05 0.07 0.23 0.14 0.12 0.06
Si 0.15 0.22 0.20| 0.01 0.03 0.22 0.14 0.18 0.02
Ca 0.10 0.15 0.17( -0.04 -0.01 0.19 0.14 0.15 0.01
Sci 0.15 0.20 0.22| 0.02 0.03 0.22 0.13 0.16 0.06
Scn 0.18 0.24 0.22| 0.03 0.04 0.24 0.15 0.20 0.02
Tit 0.17 0.19 0.20{ 0.02 0.01 0.19 0.15 0.16 0.01
Tin 0.15 0.17 0.19| 0.00 0.01 0.18 0.15 0.16 0.00
Y 0.25 0.26 0.32| 0.07 0.09 0.25 0.18 0.14 0.05
Cri 0.10 0.15 0.21| -0.07 -0.04 0.24 0.16 0.18 0.01
Cru 0.11 0.15 0.22( -0.08 -0.06 0.25 0.19 0.20 0.00
Mn 0.24 0.25 0.33| 0.00 0.05 0.35 0.24 0.18 0.05
Co 0.22 0.20 0.28/ 0.01 0.00 0.25 0.21 0.19 0.01
Ni 0.14 0.20 0.24| -0.05 -0.04 0.26 0.19 0.22 0.02
Zn 0.21 0.24 0.28| 0.04 0.00 0.31 0.17 0.23 0.07
Ban 0.14 0.17 0.17| -0.04 0.01 0.28 0.18 0.16 0.03

Table 13. [X/H] statistics for the giant sample.

GWP GWOP
[X/H] | Average Median rms| Average Median rms| Diff. of averages| Dift. of medians| KS probability
Na 0.09 0.09 0.23] 0.14 0.18 0.22 -0.05 -0.09 0.064
Mg 0.02 0.06 0.16/ 0.02 0.02 0.14 0.00 0.03 0.894
Al 0.08 0.08 0.18| 0.07 0.07 0.15 0.00 0.01 0.851
Si 0.07 0.09 0.18| 0.05 0.09 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.737
Ca -0.09 -0.04 0.20| -0.03 -0.01 0.16 -0.06 -0.03 0.460
Scr -0.01 0.00 0.20{ -0.02 -0.03 0.17 0.01 0.03 0.828
Scn -0.05 -0.03 0.21] -0.02 0.01 0.16 -0.02 -0.04 0.765
Tir -0.01 0.03 0.17| -0.01 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.01 0.988
Tin -0.06 -0.02 0.20{ -0.06 -0.06 0.17 0.00 0.04 0.236
\Y, 0.15 0.20 0.22| 0.09 0.10 0.19 0.06 0.10 0.055
Cri -0.13 -0.04 0.23| -0.09 -0.04 0.20 -0.04 0.00 0.485
Crn -0.16 -0.13 0.25| -0.10 -0.05 0.21 -0.06 -0.08 0.397
Mn 0.13 0.18 0.34| 0.08 0.14 0.27 0.04 0.05 0.080
Co 0.06 0.10 0.24| 0.01 0.04 0.19 0.05 0.06 0.061
Ni -0.07 -0.02 0.22| -0.07 -0.02 0.18 -0.01 0.01 0.647
Zn 0.01 0.10 0.28| 0.02 0.02 0.23 -0.01 0.08 0.283
Ban 0.03 0.08 0.30 0.17 0.22 0.29 -0.13 -0.14 0.004
5.2. The [X/Fe] ratios to a lesser degree. The opposite trend is found for V and Co:

o _ ) GWP have, on average, higher abundances in comparison with
The [X/Fe] distributions and the cumulative functions for subswoP by~ 0.09 dex. In both cases the KS test gives a null prob-
giants are presented in Figures 18 and 19 and those for giantgpility for both distributions being identical. Mn shows ian&
Figures 20 and 21. Colors and line types are as in previous figrtrend, although much less evident. Recehtly, Maldoread.
ures. Tables 14 and 15 list the statistics for each groufudimg  (2013) reported possiblefiiérences for Na and Co. However, as
the diferences of the averages and medians, and the KS praja-stated in section 3.3, due to the small number of lines tesed
bilities that samples with and without planets were dravemfr getermine the abundances of Na and Ba, trends regarding thes
the same parent population. elements should be taken with caution.

In the case of the subgiant sample, it can be seen that, in
general, the distributions of planet-host stars and théstaos . .
without planets have very similar behaviors. Théetences be- 2-3- Search for differences in the [X/Fe] vs. [Fe/H] plane
tween the average values of /p€] of SGWP and SWOP areThe [X/Fe] vs. metallicity plots, generally used to study the
relatively small, with the largest corresponding to Mn {0.0chemical evolution trends of the Galaky (Edvardsson let98131
dex). This diference in Mn, although within the dispersioiBenshy et gl 2003; Fuhrmahn 2004), have been recently used
values, has been previously reported by other studies znalyn main-sequence samples to analyze possible snfi@teices
ing dwarf stars with planets (Bodaghee et al. 2003; Kanglet pbtween stars with and without planets for the samgHFe
2011;| Adibekyan et al. 2012a). Nonetheless, the KS probabje.g. Bodaghee etlal. 2003; Neves ét al. 2009; Kand et al;201
ties turned out to be, in all cases, relatively high, randmegn  |Adibekyan et al. 2012a). In Figures 22 and 24 we show the plots
8% for Ni to 100% for V. [X/Fe] vs. [FéH] corresponding to 17 ions, for subgiant and gi-
For giant stars, most of the species show no significdferdi ant stars in our sample. As before, stars with planets arkedar

ences between GWP and GWOP, with exception of Ba, Na, ®@ath filled symbols (triangles for subgiants and squaresgier
V, Co, and Mn. GWP have, on average, lower Ba abundanceaints) and stars without planets are indicated with blackses.
comparison with the control sample bf).11 dex. The KS test Dashed lines mark the solar values.
indicates, with a high confidence level, that both distiitng are For the subgiant sample, in general, most of the species show
different. A similar behavior is observed for Na and Ca, althouglo significant diferences between stars with planets and the con-
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Fig. 22.[X/H] vs. [FeH] for subgiant stars with planets (filled triangles) and tbetrol sample (black crosses). Dashed lines represesotae
values.

Table 14.[X/Fe] statistics for the subgiant sample.

SGWP SGWOP
[X/Fe] | Average Median rms| Average Median rms| Diff. of averages| Diff. of medians| KS probability
Na 0.13 0.14 008 o012 0.12 0.07 0.01 0.02 0.93
Mg 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.08 0.07 0.11 -0.03 -0.03 0.13
Al 0.09 0.09 010/ 012 0.11 0.12 -0.02 -0.01 0.63
Si 0.05 0.05  0.04 0.07 0.06 0.06 -0.02 -0.01 0.54
Ca 0.00 0.00  0.05 0.03 0.02 0.08 -0.02 -0.02 0.43
Sa 0.05 0.05 005 0.08 0.07 0.11 -0.03 -0.02 0.21
Scn 0.08 0.08  0.04f 0.09 0.07 0.07 -0.01 0.00 0.51
Tit 0.07 0.07 0.06| 0.08 0.06 0.11 -0.01 0.01 0.57
Tin 0.06 0.06  0.08| 0.06 0.05 0.10 0.00 0.01 0.53
Y 0.15 009 0.20, 0.3 0.09 0.14 0.02 -0.01 1.00
Cri 0.00 0.00  0.04| 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.80
Cru 0.01 0.00  0.05 -0.02 -0.02 0.8 0.03 0.01 0.36
Mn 0.14 0.09 0.7/ 0.06 0.07 0.12 0.07 0.02 0.43
Co 0.12 0.08 012 0.07 0.06 0.09 0.05 0.02 0.65
Ni 0.04 0.03 005 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.08
Zn 0.11 0.08 0.14| 0.10 0.08 0.14 0.01 0.00 0.95
Ban 0.04 0.07 011 0.02 0.04 0.13 0.02 0.03 0.75
trol sample. Both samples overlap in most of the/Hebins. Gilli et al. (2006) and Neves et al. (2009) reported that the r

However, for [F¢H] > O we note a slight overabundance in Vimoval of cooler stars from the dataset reduces the dispefisio
Co, Mn and less apparent in Ti and Cr for the SGWP over tiparticular for Ti, V, Co, Sc, and Al. An abundance overestiora
SGWOP. We note, however, that the four stars with the highéstcooler stars could be related to blendirfteets, deviations
[X/Fe] values of these elements (HD 158038, HD 73534, Hitbm the excitation or ionization equilibrium conditionddves
27442, and HD 177830) belong to the planet-host stars groetpal. 2009) and even NLTEffects (Bodaghee etlal. 2003). In
with Teg < 5000 K. A similar situation occurs for [Ad] < 0 Figure 23 we present [ke] vs. [F¢H] trends using binned av-
where 3 stars from the control sample hdgg < 5000 K. erage values for each element, and removing cool stals<
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Table 15. [X/Fe] statistics for the giant sample.

GWP GWOP
[X/Fe] | Average Median rms| Average Median rms| Diff. of averages| Diff. of medians| KS probability
Na 0.19 0.18 0.12] 0.22 0.20 0.09 -0.03 -0.02 0.047
Mg 0.12 0.09 0.10| 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.03 0.00 0.415
Al 0.18 0.14 0.13 0.15 0.15 0.11 0.03 -0.01 0.369
Si 0.17 0.13 0.10 0.13 0.14 0.06 0.04 -0.01 0.045
Ca 0.02 0.01 0.07 0.05 0.03 0.06 -0.03 -0.02 0.050
Scr 0.10 0.06 0.13 0.06 0.05 0.11 0.04 0.01 0.150
Scu 0.06 0.05 0.08/ 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.00 -0.01 0.852
Tit 0.10 0.08 0.10 0.07 0.05 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.079
Tin 0.05 0.03 0.12 0.02 0.03 0.12 0.02 0.00 0.268
Y, 0.26 0.25 0.11| 0.17 0.16 0.11 0.09 0.09 0.000
Cr1 -0.02 -0.02 0.06| -0.01 -0.02 0.07 -0.02 0.00 0.510
Cru -0.05 -0.04 0.10| -0.02 -0.03 0.09 -0.03 -0.01 0.198
Mn 0.23 0.21 0.18 0.16 0.17 0.13 0.07 0.04 0.033
Co 0.17 0.15 0.10 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.08 0.07 0.000
Ni 0.03 0.03 0.04| o0.01 0.01 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.013
Zn 0.11 0.14 0.19| 0.10 0.12 0.19 0.00 0.03 0.884
Ban 0.14 0.15 0.17 0.25 0.27 0.19 -0.11 -0.12 0.000
o
=
.
el
o
=
=
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Fig. 23. Same plot as Fig. 22, except that the data is averaged jH]Bes of 0.2 dex, centered at -0.6, -0.4, -0.2, 0.0, 0.2, @ddlex. Dashed
lines represent the solar values. Cool stdkg < 5000 K) have been removed. The error bars represent theasthddviation about the mean
value.

5000). The [FH] bins are 0.2 dex wide and centered at -0.@nly one star. In summary, although there are sonfterdinces
-0.4,-0.2,0.0, 0.2, and 0.4 dex. Thefdrences for the elementsin the [X/Fe] vs. [F¢H] plane, they are subtle and blurred by
discussed above exist only in the highest metallicity biFte. the high scatter. It would be very interesting, in the futuce
Ban, SGWP abundances seem to be systematically higher thermake this analysis with a larger sample of subgiant stihs
those for SGWOP for the lower metallicity bins. However, wplanets.

note that in all cases the discrepancies are within theescatt | general, these results agree with previous works on main-
Additionally, the two lowest metallicity bins for SGWP caiimt  sequence stars that find no significarftetiences between stars
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04 -08 04 0 04
[Fe/H]

Fig. 24.[X/H] vs. [FeH] for giant stars with planets (filled squares) and the adrsample (black crosses). Dashed lines represent thevedless.

with and without planets (see Beirdo et al. 2005; Bodaghat et107446, HD 124882, HD 131109, HD 151249, and HD 152980),
2003; | Fischer & Valentl 2005; Gilli et al. 2006; Takeda €t ahll of which have surface gravities below 2.0 dex.
2008; Neves et al. 2009). However, these and other studies re In Figure 25 we present the same plot as before but for
ported possible discrepancies for some elements, as for irned average values, where the outliers have been etieina
stancel_Sadakane ef al. (2002) for V and Co, Bodaghee etSthall diferences between the two samples for some of the ele-
for V, Mn, Ti, and Co; and Gilli et al. for V, Co, Mg, and Al. ments show up in this figure. For example, Na presents a slope
Other authors have found significantfdrences in other ele- change: GWP, compared with GWOP, show higher abundances
ments between dwarf stars with and without planets. For iim-the lower metallicity range. This situation is reverseahfi ~
stance, Robinson etlal. (2006) reported overabundancedandi -0.10 dex for GWOP, having relatively higher abundances: A s
Si whereas Gonzalez & Laws (2007) foundtdiences mainly miliar situation, but without the reversal, seems to ocouSi at
for Al and Si. Recently, Kang etal. (2011) reported systenew metallicities, where GWP show a small excess in abunelanc
atic overabundance of Mn in dwarf stars with planets whiltompared with GWOP. On the other hand, planet-host staes hav
Adibekyan et al.[(2012a) found an overabundance-efements a systematic overabundance in V, Co, and Mn for almost the en-
in main-sequence stars with planets at low metallicities. tire metallicity range, whereas the opposite seems to dorur
Ba, for which GWP show systematically lower abundances than
. the control sample. As we stated before for subgiants, treese
In the case of giant stars, the same general trends obserygek should be taken with caution because therinces are
for the subgiant stars can be seen in Figure 24. Overallfdtie-a g1 and very close or within the dispersion.
dance diferences for stars with planets, relative to the controﬁn
sample, are not easily distinguished. This is in generagegr
ment with studies that analyzed a sample of giants of similar ;
size (e.g., Luck & Heiter 2007; Takeda etlal. 2008; Wang ket aé}'. Planetary properties
2011). In comparison with the subgiant sample, the giantgroMany authors have searched for correlations betweenrsasith
shows a higher dispersion for species such as: V, Mn, Zn, goldnetary properties. Most of these works have focused lan-so
Ba. Furthermore, some outliers with abnormal high abunesintype (Fischer & Valenti 2005; Beirdo etlal. 2005; Sousa et al.
can be easily identified for Na, TiTin, V, Mn, Co, Zn, and Ba. [2008; Kang et al. 2011; Adibekyan et al. 2013) and low-mass
These outliers correspond to one planet-host star (HD 1&%®) stars (Bonfils et al 2005, Johnson & Apps 2009, Schlaufman &
to 7 stars from the control sample (HD 32887, HD 50778, HDaughlin 2010, Buchhave et al. 2012). In this section wedear
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Fig. 25. Same plot as Fig. 24, but data is averaged inHif&ins of 0.2 dex, centered at -0.6, -0.4, -0.2, 0.0, 0.2, @Addex. Low-gravity stars
(logg < 2.0) have been removed. Dashed lines represent the salasvalhe error bars represent the standard deviation dimuotean value.

for relations between the properties of planets (minimurssnahand, single and multi-planet systems orbiting giants imaean
semimajor axis, orbital eccentricity, and multiplici§)yand the values of -0.12 dex and -0.13 dex, respectively, but theitiare
elemental abundances of their evolved-host stars. Iniadgite values are -0.08 dex aneD.0 dex. In the last case we note the
explore potential dferences between the planetary properties mitlusion of the very metal-poor star HD 47536 with [Ag =
planets around giants and subgiants. A positive identifinaif -0.69 dex. This giant is a peculiar object which stellar paza
such correlations would provide insight into the formatand ters depart from average values of the GWP and GWOP samples,
evolution scenarios of giant planets around more massivs.st being a very low-mass star (0.94;) from the thick disk, very
luminous with a large radius (22H,) and one of the oldest in

. - the giant sample (10.15 Gyr). If this particular object isleded,

6.1. Multi-planet systems and metallicity the ?nean andpme(dian for )r/n)ulti—planpet systems éround giaats a

Wright et al. (2000) studied 28 multi-planet systems anchébu +0.01 dex and0.0_2 dex, respectively. In this case, multi-planet
that, on average, these systems are orbiting more metedtdcs Systems around giants result, on average, more metalhah t
than single-planet systems b9.1 dex, suggesting that metallic-Single-planet systems by0.13 dex. Even though a small metal-
ity traces not only planet occurrence, but also multipfieimong  licity excess seems to emerge for multi-planet systemsratou
main-sequence stars with planets. evolved stars, a larger sample is needed to test this itrigiat.

To date, there are16 multi-planet systems, with two plan-
ets, detected around evolved stars (exoplanet.eu), offmiiic ) )
are included in our sample (5 for giants and 6 for subgiant§)2- Orbital distance
This number is too small to make a thorough statistic ans|lysj
however it is notable that 5 multi-planet systems around s
giants and 3 in giants orbit stars with [IF8 > 0. In addition, we
find that single and multi-planet systems around subgiaate h

mean [F¢H] values of+0.08 dex and+0.11 dex, respectively, = — .
and median values of0.16 dex and0.08 dex. On the other Sato et al. 2008, 2010; Niedzielski etial. 2009). It is pdssitat
the occurrence of short-period planets around massive b&ar

14 planetary properties were compiled from the ExtrasolandtfEn- scarce or null as a consequence of fedent planet forma-
cyclopaedia and the Exoplanet Data Explorer. tion and evolution scenario. On the other hand, short period

jgure 26 shows [F&l] as a function of the semimajor axé&s

or planets around giant and subgiant stars. In the top panel
the black dashed line at 0.5 AU represents the limit from
which no planets have been detected orbiting giant stags, (e.
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05 1 L . 9
L Giants = ,’/ L .. . ]
| K L variations of giant stars (e.d., Hatzes & Cochran 1993, 11994
. ‘1‘ 5 e ‘]L‘O 0 Hekker et al. 2006) might hide the radial velocity signals of

close-in planets. However, it has also been suggestedabat,
Semimajor axis (AU) the star evolves to the giant branch, close-in planets ntight
, - . i swallowed by the expanded star (elg., Johnsonletal. 2007b;
Fig. 26. Top panel: Stellar metallicity vs. semimajor axis of planetsga i ot 41 200¢; Villaver & Livia 2009: Nordhaus et al. 2010)
around evolved (giants and subgiants). Planets aroundsgiae indi Siess & Lilvio (1é99) investigated thefécts of the acéreﬁon.of

cated by red squares and planets in subgiants by blue temnglack I 4 . .
dashed line at 0.5 UA, indicates an observational limit fbiol none SUP-stellar companions by red giant stars and disscussed se

planet around giants has been detectditidle and bottom panels.  €ral observational signatures of such events, includiagased
[Fe/H] vs. semimajor axis for planets around subgiants and gjaat Stellar rq'gation and modifications of the photospheric dleam
spectively. Here, the control samples are representedoldittk crosses. composition, among others.

The magenta dashed line on the bottom panel representstibal cnet-

Alitiide funmlbeefaga2206fi#i9he core accretion modadesSec. 6.3 for

details.
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A significant drop in the rotational velocities occurs as the 05
stars leave the main-sequence and evolve to the giant branch '

The reduction in the rotational velocity is the result of stellar i T i
radius expansion as well afffieient process of magnetic brak- i A L a = 7
ing (Gray/ 1989 do Nascimento et al. 2000). Consequently, gi - A § a 7
ant stars are characterized by slow rotational velocitygscally - A A AF g unm R
vsini < 2-3 kms™ (Grayl1981, 1984; de Medeiros etlal. 1996; a_u

Massarotti et al. 2008; Carlberg et al. 2011). However, allsma am '
percentage of red giants departs from this behavior and show > adli N
vsini excess of at least 10 kms™ (e.g.,/de Medeiros & Mayor [r, ‘
1999; | Massarotti 2008; Carlberg ef al. 2011). Several studi r Com " . 7
have suggested that viscous and tidal forces can cause a sub- - 3 g
stellar companion to spiral-in toward the star, transfgran- 05 T
bital angular momentum into the stellar envelope, and produ
ing a substantial increase in the rotational velocity of sker SCWP L GWP
(e.g.[Siess & Livio 1999; Carney et al. 2003; Massarotti&00
Carlberg et dl. 2011). Adopting the cuffesini of 8 kms™ be-
tween rapid and slow rotators given by Carlberg etlal. (2012)
we find no evidence of rapid rotation among our sample of gi-
ants with or without planets. All the giants listed in Table&/e
vsini < 4.67 kms™ and errors below 1.5 krsrt. In a forthcom- 0.5
ing paper (Jofré et al., in prep) we will analyze other pdssib PR
signals of planet engulfment by red giant stars. B A .

In the middle panel of Figure 26 the semimajor axis vs. - A
[Fe/H] for subgiants is shown. Multi-planet systems are con- L . s,
nected by solid lines and stars without planets are repteden
with black crosses. As it can be seen, planets with 0.5 AU
orbit around stars with a wide range of metallicities, inthg
subsolar values, whereas planets closer th@rb AU are found
around subgiants with [[Ad] > 0. Recently, Adibekyan et al. -
(2013), analyzing a large sample of FGK dwarf hosts, suggest -
that planets orbiting metal-poor stars have longer peribda 05 A
those in metal-rich systems. On the other hand, for giams sta '
(bottom panel), planets with < 1 AU are hosted by giants with
subsolar metallicities, whereas planets vatly 1 AU are also
fOUﬂdOI’bltlngglantSWIth [F/Q'I]ZO. L HHH‘ L1 HHH‘ L \\HH‘ L3

Finally, in Figure 27 we show the [ke] ratios vs. the orbital 0.1 ) ]L;O 10.0
distance for subgiantsdp panel) and giantslfottom panel). No M sini (MJup)
correlation between abundances and orbital distance sedms
dentin these figures.

\\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | \\\HH‘ | |
0.1 1.0 10.0
M_sini (M

Jup>

[Fe/H]
>
S

RN

L Subgiants i

0.5\\\\ \\\\\\‘ ]

6.3. Planetary mass

Figure 28 shows the stellar metallicity as a function of the L o 5 oo J
planetary minimum mass for planets around giants and sub- 0.0 s . m m° =
giants. From the top panel, it can be seen that the mass of plan '
ets around subgiants include the Neptune-class, but oaly pl
ets with My sini > 0.95 My, (dotted line) have been detected
around giant stars. This probably represents an obsemghtio B " . b
bias of the Doppler technique due to the larger intrinsicaksl- L " 4
ity of giants that, combined with their relatively higher ssas, 05 m = ¢ |
restrict the detection only to gas giant planets. Howevdras ' ‘7
been suggested that, at least in dwarf stars, the deteaadtpl
might represent the bulk of planetary mass in the inner few AU ‘
of the host stars (Fischer & Valenti 2005). L S ’
In addition, several authors have shown that giant planets 1.0 o 10.0
around evolved stars are, on average, more massive than plan Mpsm1 (MJup)

ets around solar-type stars (Lovis & Mayor 2007; Pasquinllet _. . i
P N g ' y Fig. 28. Top panel: Stellar metallicity vs. the minimum planetary mass

S T .
20071 Dollinger et al. 2009). However, from the top panellgf-F_ of planets around evolved stars (giants and subgiants)seates and

ure 28, it can be seen that, neglecting planet around Slmg'q:ﬂ]ue triangles represent giant and subgiant stars, regplgctThe dot-

with masses below 0.9y, no significant dierence seems o pjack line represents 0.9, Multi-planet systems are connected
to be present between the planets around giants and subgiajjisolid lines Middle panel: [Fe/H] vs. M, sini for planets around sub-
If the planets around subgiants wit, sini < 0.95 Myyp are  giants Bottom panel: [Fe/H] vs. M, sini for planets around giants. Here,
excluded, given the possible observational bias of thgse ¢§f empty red squares indicate giants with > 1.5 M,, and filled squares
indicate giants withM, < 1.5 M. In all cases, control samples are
marked with black crosses. Article number, page 23 6f 49

[Fe/H]
e




0.5

[X/Fe]

0.5

0.0

[X/Fe]

0.5

[X/Fe]

0.0

0.5
0.0

[X/Fe]

0.5

[X/Fe]

0.0

0.5
0.0

[X/Fe]

[X/Fe [X/Fe]

[X

[X/Fe

— 0.5

[X/Fe

Fig. 29. [X/Fe] ratios vs.M,sini of planets orbiting subgiantgap

0.0 —

A&A proofs:manuscript no. jofre

T \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ LLRALELLL \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ TTTI T \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ T \HHH‘ LIURULELL
L Na Mg i, . o
. X A,AA‘ L FT T s e s 3
Sl W L 4 Lamsg | A s addesih
— Si i+ Ca “+— Secl —
L2 e 0] N WY i, w Sdfacd i
. X v
— Scll +—— Til —— Till |
. N N | A 3
Lo Sadican | aa miglamant ! E
% . .
2 i i
v - - crl - erll B
|- : a AA A S T 1~
TP S S IR Nwry | gl b4 t
L 4 4 . T o
a4 . i .
— Mn aa ++— Co “ +—— Ni =
r ‘ Py :A‘ & T a 4 a . i
Coe Mt LS ralred D ow ssmen 1
W%W%Hﬂﬂﬂ_kmi Il \HHH‘ \\HHH‘ \\HHH‘ \\H:H]
— Zn L. 1T Ball 4 0.1 1.0 100
I I I W T ASGWP
— & Lk, ta T 4 44l a4 !’
L B g 4 | xSGWOP
L \HHH‘ L \HHH‘ L \HHH‘ L \\\i\\\ L \HHH‘ L \HHH‘ L \HHH‘ L Hﬁ‘ﬂ

0.1 1.0 10.0

0.1 1.0 10.0
M sini (M)

&

CRRANRR/IRARRATIARNN

I
un,
[

i
iy
e,

‘\‘ \ [ ‘\“\‘*H‘H\H‘T‘\‘\“\T‘H‘\‘H\H\‘\‘\“\T‘hH\\H:‘\“\Tﬂ‘u‘\\\u\\“\\‘

HH‘\_ﬁH‘\ TTTT
" o

-
b

2.0 20.0
M sini (M)

in stellar mass, considering stars within the 0.9 —Mrange.
Furthermore, Jones et al. found no relationship betweemepla
tary mass and stellar mass, which might support our results.

Several studies, on solar-type stars with planets, hauedfou
evidence that the planet-metallicity correlation mighiwesaker
for low-mass planets, suggesting that stars hosting less ma
sive planets have, on average, lower metallicity than stéfs
higher-mass planets (Udry & Santos 2007; Sousa et al.| 2008,
2011b; Johnson & Apps 2009; Bouchy etial. 2009; Ghezzilet al.
2010b;| Mayor et all_2011; Buchhave et al. 2012; Neveslet al.
2013). In particulan,_Mayor et al. (2011) found that the rheta
licity distribution of dwarfs hosting planets with massesd
than 30-4(M, (Super-Earth and Neptune-type planets) is clearly
shifted to lower [F¢gH] values compared with that of stars host-
ing gas giant planets with masses aboveMyQ Interestingly,
for planets around subgiants (Figure 28, middle panelgnthoe
seen a similar planetary-mass limit to that found by Mayaiet
(2011, Fig.17): subgiants hosting planets less massive tha
0.11My,p(35Mg) have [F¢H] < +0.20, whereas subgiants host-
ing more massive planets have a higher scattering in nealli
ties, including [FgH] > +0.2. However, because of thef@irence
in size between our sample and that of Mayor et al., spedially
stars with low-mass planets, this result represents ongnaarg-
ing trend and should be taken with caution.

On the other hand, for planets around giants (Figure 28,
bottom panel), although not clear, metallicity seems to de-
crease for higher planetary masses. However, as first ngted b
Maldonado et al.| (2013), this trend is mainly due to stars les
massive than 1.3/,. These giants are indicated by filled red
squares in the bottom panel of Figure 28, whereas giant stars
with masses above 1M, represented by empty squares, seem
to follow the general trend of subgiants.

The lack of an overabundance of metals in main-sequence
stars hosting low-mass planets in comparison with thostrps
gas giant planets has been explained within the core agoreti
theory for planet formation (Mayor etlal. 2011; Buchhavelet a
2012). A high metallicity enviroment (high dust-to-gasoatl-
lows the rapid formation of dust grains which coagulate torfo
the planetesimals. These planetesimals merge to formtaigne
cores and when they reashl0 M, start to accrete gas from the
surrounding disk to form gas giant planets (Pollack &t a96)9
The accretion of gas continues until the dissipation of tisk,d
usually in a few million years. However, low-metallicity\éro-
ments might not form the planetary cores with the critic reass
rapidly enough to accrete a considerable amount of gas éefor
the disk is photo-evaporated.

The low-metallicity of giant stars with planets, including
11 objects with [FAH] < -0.30, raises the question about
the giant planet formation within the, metallicity-depent

panel) and giants iottom panel). Colors and symbols are as in Fig.core accretion model. On the bottom panel of Figure 26 we

26.

plot, with a magenta dashed line, the minimum metallicity re
quired for planet formation in the core accretion model fbun
by lJohnson & Li (2012). This lower critical metallicity func

planets around giants, we find that planets around subganits tion depends on the semimajor axis aBe[H]criic =~ —1.5 +

giants have mediaM, sini values of 2.31M;y, and 2.76Mqp,

log(a/1AU). If a planetary system lies at the right side of this

respectively. Moreover, 55% and 43% of planets around giatite (forbidden zone), it would be a challenge to the coreeacc
and subgiants, respectively, hai sini > 2.5 My, The KS tion model (Johnson & Lli 2012). The closest object to the for-
test gives a 90% probability that both planetary mass distribubidden zone corresponds to the multi-planet sytem around HD
tions are drawn from the same population. Recently, Jonals et47536, but no planet is beyond the critic limit. Furthermdte
(2014) arrived to a dierent conclusion, suggesting that the mas¢ms been suggested that the more massive proto-planetsy di
distributions of planets around giants and subgiants dferdi around higher-mass stars (Natta etlal. 2000), such as giants
ent. These authors considered all the planets around subgiamight compensate or counterbalance their lower metadgal-
including those withMp sini < 0.95 My, which we have ex- lowing giant-planet formation (Takeda etlal. 2008; Ghezzile
cluded in this analysis. Jones et al. applied, however, ®ftut|2010b; Maldonado et 8l. 2013). Several numerical modeling i
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the framework of the core acretion theory, suggest that the =~ | y3& = T e o T = i
planet-formation ficiency depends on the mass of protoplanE 0.0 jﬁ'- ’ si # Ao Ca h - - Sef L
etary disks (e.gl, Kennedy & Kenyon 2008). These resultsisee —0.5 =+
to be supported by the observational finding$ of Johnsor etal °-° . e - (= ‘|
(2010), that suggest a planet ocurrence increase from 3% fpro.o ﬂ?,' o Lj“ e -
red dwarfs up-to 14% for A-type stars, at Solar metalliokg- o5 [, . >0 1y o S T
other possibility is that gas giant-planet formation oscby = 05 fagez. .. % | §I ‘ R ‘ i
the disk instability model (Boss 1997, 1998, 2010). In this-s & ,, (%% & - T oode 2 . iﬂi - IL
nario, if the protoplanetary disk is massive enougl)(IM,) it = 05 Lo I A S LT
can become gravitationally unstable and fragments intes&len_ o5 [, =" 1 T TR e
self-gravitating clumps of gas and dust which would contraé - o T Y T+ . ]
to form giant protoplanets. Furthermore, in this modelngia = °° [™#% * I .. o T
planet formation would occur independently of the metajlic —0.5 F-+—+++—++++++—+F -+l
enviroment|(Boss 2002). In this context, planets aroundamet ~ 0-5 T . m (Late & . o 0'51 ) 10
poor giants might be naturally explained. Moreover, Caist a; 0.0 J:a- PR o ‘ wop
(2006) and Meru & Bate (2010) suggest that low-metallicity e ~ o5 L0 Ao, 2o *
viroments enhance planet-formation, which might expl&ie t 00 05 1.0 00 05 1.0
trend observed for giants less massive thanM5 where the Orbital eccentricity
more massive planets seem to orbit the more metal-poor stars
(filled squares on the bottom panel of Figure 28). Fig. 31.[X/Fe] ratios vs. orbital eccentricity of planets around sahgi

(top panel) and giant starshpttom panel). Colors and symbols are as in

Finally, Figure 29 (top panel) shows [e] vs. planetary Fig. 26.
mass for subgiant stars. No clear relation between the abun-
dances studied here and planetary mass was found. Thisisesul
similar to that obtained for the main-sequence stars (Beital. 6.4. Eccentricity
2005;|Kang et al. 2011). However, for giant stars with planet . ) ,
(bottom panel), there appears to be a slight correlationdsst In Figure 30 we plotted r_’netalllcny vs. orbital eccentrycfor
Na and Si abundances and the planetary mass. For these tw§.Planets around subgiants and giEihtslo clear trends are
ements the [Née] and [SiFe] ratios seem to increase with th vident, which seemsto agree with the lack of qorrelatlousﬂ
planetary mass. The same might be also true for Mg, Al a solar-type stars (Fischer & Valenti 2005; Wright et &1098).

Sci, although the dispersion is larger. We have no explanati#fhadditi‘?n’ Figure 31 shows the plots for/p€] vs. eccentricity
for these observational trends and, at this point, it is vest 10" Subgiants (top) and giants (bottom). As in the case af,iro

raise a word of caution regarding the correlations for NaagAt
Mg due to the limited number of lines (2-3) employed in thelf The planet HD 47536 c is not included in the analysis of thissse-
abundances computation. tion because, so far, the eccentricity has not been detednin
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there are no evident correlations neither for subgiantsfaior 7. Summary and conclusions

iants. _ . .
g In this work we have determined atmospheric stellar pararaet

. Ter, l0gg, [Fe/H], &) and chemical abundances for a sample of

On the other hand, several studies have suggested that payolved stars with planets (56 giants and 30 subgiantb) an
ets around evolved stars display, on average, lower e0CiBS for 5 control sample of 137 stars (101 giants and 36 subgiants
than planets orbiting solar-type stars (Maldonado €t al.320 yithout reported planetary companions to date. Stars fifoen t
Jones et al. 2014). We confirm this observational result,-cogngro| sample belong to three RV surveys for planets around
paring the median eccentricity of planets around main-eege eyolved stars. They were carefully chosen to have enough RV
stars,~ 0.25 (Maldonado et &l. 201.3), with the median eccentrigseasurements to rule out, within a high confidence level, the
ity of planets orbiting our sample of evolved stars, whicB.85.  existence of planets similar to those already reported.stéle
However, if evolved stars are divided in giants and subgiame |3y parameters were derived homogeneously based on acalassi
obtain a median eccentricity of 0.14 for the planets aroqadtg spectroscopic analysis using the EWs automatically measur
and of 0.23 for planets around subgiants (and of 0.20 if W oRtom hoth high resolution and signal-to-noise spectra. W
consider planets witt, sini > 0.95Myp). Furthermore, 74% 3 good agreement with other determinations from the liteeat
of the planets around giants have eccentricities belowh2e  anq also with other techniques, which ensures the relighitid
this fraction is 56% for planets orbiting subgiants. The EStt consistency of our analysis.
yields a probability of- 1% that eccentricities of planets around  \yjs calculated space-velocity components of the stars in our

giant and subgiant stars derive from the same distribuliois g5 mes following the method bf Johnson & Soderblom (1987).
probability is about 5% if planets around subgiants with $88S |, 5 qgition, adopting the classification criteria of Redtak

above 0.98Vlyp are excluded. This result might suggest a pog006), we found that 93% of the stars belong the thin disk, 2%
sible diference between the eccentricity distribution of planels, thick disk stars. and 4% are transition stars. NEedince
around g'a”ts_é?“d subgl_ants. Hence, the_ e_ccentrlcnybhstm between stars with and without planets was detected.

of planets orbiting subgiants would be similar to that ofrpies We also derived projected stellar rotational velocitiek fo

hosted by solar-type stars. lowing the procedure of Fekel (1997). Our determinatiores ar
in good agreement with the literature values. We found no ev-
Jones et al. (2014), as a first interpretation, suggested tigience of rapid rotation neither among giants with planets n
the diferent eccentricity distributions for planets around eedlv among giants without planets. High rotational velocity hasn
stars and those orbiting solar-type stars might be the tre$ul suggested as an observational signal of planet engulfryerth
tidal circularization due to the larger radii of evolvedrstaAc- giants.
cording tol Jackson etal. (2008), the circularization ticabs The analysis of the metallicity of subgiants with and with-
might be reduced if the influence of tides in the star, whighut planets indicates that the metallicity distribution safb-
depends on the stellar radius, are taken into account. ler othiants with planets is centered at+0.15 dex and more im-
words, planets around larger radii giantsR(> ~ 9.9 R, for portantly, subgiants with planets are, on averagd).16 dex
our sample) should show lower eccentricities than thosegtéa more metal-rich than subgiants without planets, confirntirg
planets orbiting smaller radii stars, such as subgian® ¢ ~ results of previous studies. Thus, subgiants with plartsv
2.1R; for our sample). The median eccentricities values that wge planet-metallicity correlation found for planet-hasain-
find for the planets around giants and subgiants along wih #equence stars.
relatively low KS probability would support this scenaritow- The metallicity distribution of giants with planets is cen-
ever, it is worth to mention that Jones et al. (2014) do nodreptered at slightly subsolar values (0.05 dex) and we found
differences between the eccentricities of planets aroundsgiagy metallicity dfset between giants with and without planets.
and those orbiting subgiants. Since the list of stars usetells Fyrthermore, as first suggested/by Maldonadolet al. {2018), w
the criterion employed to classify stars as subgiants antgiare found that the metallicity distribution of massive gianarst
not included in the work of Jones et al., it is not possibleusr (v, > 1.5M,) is slightly shifted towards higher metallicities
to identify the cause of disagreement with our result. compared to the distribution of giants wiM, < 1.5M,. How-
ever, contrary to Maldonado et al., for the more massivetgian
Another possibility for the low eccentricities for planetgve found no metallicity dierence between stars with and with-
around evolved stars, might be the result of fiedlent forma- out planets.
tion and evolution mechanism as a consequence of the higher-The [FgH] vs. T plot for the subgiants, including the gi-
mass of the evolved stars in comparison with solar-types stants at the base of the RGB, shows a slight decrease in the uppe
(Johnson et al. 2008, 2007b; Jones étal. 2014). On the otheundary of the metallicity distribution towards coolemigera-
hand, it would be possible that the scarcity of planets adoutures. However, this drop is smal 0.10 dex) and needs to be
giants with eccentricities above 0.2 may represent additiev- confirmed with a larger sample of subgiants on the blue and red
idence of the engulfment of close-in planets. The preseficeparts of the subgiant branch.
several planets around dwarf stars with eccentricitievalfo? The chemical abundances of 14 elements (Na, Mg, Al, Si,
in the range~ 0.09 - 0.6 AU (See Fig. 8 in Jones et al. 2014Ca, Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, and Ba) relative to the Sun
which curiously is the same interval where no planets are dbf giants and subgiants were obtained from the measurement
served around giants, suggests that these planets migtg-beoflEWs. Our results agree reasonably well with those present
stroyed when stars evolve to the red giant branch. Intrigyin by other works. Analyzing the K] ratios, we found that sub-
the first results of a survey to search for planets around egiants with planets show a clear overabundance comparéd wit
lier A-F type dwarfs (e.gl, Galland etlal. 2005b; Lagrangalet the control sample without planets, which agrees with tealts
2009) have revealed planets with orbital eccentricitiessalf).2 of planet-host dwarfs. However, as in the case of Fe, we find no
(Galland et al. 2005a; Desort etlal. 2008; Borgniet et al4201  significant diferences between the [M] distributions of giant
will be interesting to see more results from this ongoingyeyr stars with and without planets for most of the elements. How-
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ever, the abundances of some elements present likééyelnces: — The [NaFe] and [SiFe] ratios seem to increase with the
giants with planets have an overabundance of V of about 0.10 mass of planets around giants.
dex when compared to the control sample, whereas for Ba, ardPlanets around giants show, on average, lower orbital eccen
Na, giants with planets show lower abundances than theaontr tricities than those orbiting subgiants and dwarfs. As prev
sample by at least 0.10 dex. In general, the [Ke] distributions ously suggested hy Jones et al. (2014), the orbits of planets
display no clear dferences between subgiants with and without around giants might experience a mofgagent circulariza-
planets. The same behavior occurs for most of the elements intion by interactions with the host stars, as a result of their
the giant sample. However, a significanffeience is observed larger radii. On the other hand, it is possible that the laick o
for Ba, where stars with planets show, on average, lower-abun high eccentricity planets around giants be another sighal o
dances than stars without planets by 0.11 dex. A similaitrissu ~ the engulfment of close-in planets.
observed for Na and Ca, although to a lesser degree. The oppo- ) o ) ]
site trend is observed for V and Co, for which giants with plan ~ Despite the low-metallicities of giants with planets, we
ets have an average excess-09.09 dex compared with giantsfound no planet orbiting stars with metallicities below tié-
without planets. A similar behavior is observed for Mn, aligh ical limit for planet formation wihtin the core accretion ol
much less evident. We stress that the conclusions found dor fdohnson & Li 2012). Furthermore, it is possible that thersgr
and Ba should be considered as preliminary results, dueeto fetallicity dependence of this model might be counterhzdan
reduced number of lines used in their determinations. by the relatively higher mass of giants. On the other hare, th
The subgiants with and without planets with the samgHlFe negative correlation between planetary mass and the noétall
show a similar behavior in the [Ke] vs. [FgH] plane for most ©f the giants withM,. < 1.5M,, suggests that another planet for-
of the elements. Only for V, Co, and Ni, in the higher metétjic mMation mechanism might be taking place. Accordirigto Cal.et a
range, SGWP might have a very subtle overabundance compd28¥6) and_Meru & Bate' (2010), a low-metallicity enviroment
with the control sample. The opposite trend seems to appearwould favor planet-formation within the disk instabilityces
Ba, where the abundances of stars with planets are systathati Nario.
higher than those of the control sample in the lower metaflic Acknowledgements. We thank Olga Pintado for obtaining the spectra of HD
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Table 2. Fundamental stellar parameters and rotation velocities.

Star Ter logg [Fe/H] & NFer NFeun Instrument vsin
HD/other (K) (cms™2) (dex) (kms™) (kms™)
Giant stars with planets
1502 5011+ 27 3.30+0.10 -0.01x0.06 1.18:0.04 60 11 FEROS 1.57¢0.40
1690 4406+ 32 2.01+0.07 -0.31+0.03 1.69-0.05 50 10 HARPS 3.02 0.45
4313 5005 10 3.45+0.08 0.11+0.07 1.13+:0.08 51 11 FEROS 1.940.25
4732* 4989+ 15 3.46+0.04 0.15£0.02 0.85:0.06 50 9 EBASIM  1.6% 1.36
5608 4929+ 32 3.32+0.05 0.14:0.04 1.11+0.04 53 9 FEROS 2.090.23
5891 4816+ 20 2.67+0.09 -0.37+0.04 1.63:0.07 41 10 FEROS 0.680.45
11977 5008 21 2.97+0.05 -0.19:+0.04 1.41+0.02 45 10 HARPS 0.74 0.45
12929 4636t 13 2.74+£0.02 -0.24+0.04 1.61+0.04 51 11 ELODIE  0.5@ 0.46
15779 486Q: 29 2.71+0.08 0.06=0.05 1.19:+0.05 46 10 FEROS 0.880.45
16400 48674 33 2.73+0.08 0.00+0.04 1.42+0.07 45 9 HARPS 1.28 0.47
18742 502k 14 3.31+0.02 -0.14:£0.02 1.23+0.04 63 12 FEROS 1.720.23
28305 5016t 27 2.97+0.04 0.10:0.06 1.85+0.10 45 10 HARPS 2.740.45
28678 5071k 37 3.25£0.04 -0.16:£0.06 1.12+0.10 40 11 FEROS 1.980.48
30856 4943+ 15 3.38:£0.05 -0.12+0.05 1.14+0.07 56 9 FEROS 1.840.23
33142 5009 15 3.49+0.07 0.00£0.05 1.20+0.06 58 12 FEROS 1.640.22
47205 4817% 32 3.19+0.09 0.03+0.03 1.38+0.11 46 11 HARPS 1.9%0.23
47536* 4424+ 16 2.13+0.06 -0.69+0.02 1.47+0.01 50 9 HARPS 1.8320.45
59686 467034 2.63£0.09 0.01+x0.03 1.54:0.04 37 9 ELODIE  1.030.23
62509 4946: 18 3.07+0.06 0.07+0.05 1.43+0.05 56 11 HARPS 2.320.45
66141 432821 2.09+0.06 -0.52+0.05 1.61+0.08 40 6 ELODIE  1.930.45
73108 447111 2.23£0.04 -0.37+0.06 1.84-0.05 41 6 ELODIE  2.08 0.48
81688 4919 22 2.86+0.09 -0.20£+0.03 1.42-0.05 54 11 ELODIE  1.2%0.45
89484 4465 18 2.12+ 0.07 -0.51+0.03 1.92+0.07 46 11 ELODIE  2.3&0.45
90043* 5038+ 20 3.40+£0.05 0.00+0.04 1.11+0.05 59 11 FEROS 1.780.23
95089 4974 28 3.36+0.08 0.03+0.05 1.20+0.08 53 11 FEROS 1.740.24
96063 5125 15 3.63+0.05 -0.19:0.05 1.04+0.05 54 11 FEROS 1.740.26
98219 4946t 25 3.50+ 0.07 -0.02=0.05 1.12+0.03 53 11 FEROS 1.580.23
107383 467@ 10 2.38+£0.06 -0.51+0.02 1.70:0.01 38 9 EBASIM  2.96-1.15
108863 486336 3.06+0.08 0.00:£0.05 1.18:0.06 37 10 ELODIE  1.0%0.46
110014 455% 53 2.27+0.03 0.05£0.10 1.72:0.10 19 8 HARPS 2.52 0.45
112410 479322 2.49+0.06 -0.28:0.05 1.47:0.04 50 10 FEROS 3.290.47
120084 489223 2.81+0.06 0.09£0.04 1.31+0.04 41 9 ELODIE  2.620.45
122430 4383 19 2.05+0.06 -0.08:0.04 1.42:0.04 39 8 HARPS 2.59 0.45
136512 4812-13 2.70+0.06 -0.24:+0.01 1.40:0.04 44 9 ELODIE 0.4Z0.61
137759 4504: 16 2.52+0.07 0.03:0.04 1.41+£0.07 49 11 ELODIE  1.8&0.45
141680 4794 16 2.88+0.03 -0.26:£0.02 1.47£0.01 40 8 EBASIM  0.9%0.98
142091 4803 25 3.23+0.04 0.17+0.05 0.83:0.06 48 10 ELODIE  1.360.23
148427 503@- 11 3.50+£0.02 0.04+0.03 1.16£0.02 42 9 FEROS 2.090.25
163917* 4997+ 56 2.84+0.09 0.05£0.07 1.60:0.05 36 8 EBASIM  2.84-1.53
170693 4446-12 2.13+0.04 -0.48:0.02 1.63:0.01 58 12 ELODIE 1.7 0.45
180902 498% 27 3.46+0.06 0.00:£0.04 1.13:t0.05 60 12 FEROS 1.360.23
181342 497626 3.42+0.07 0.22:0.05 1.09:0.05 51 12 FEROS 1.920.23
188310 4804 15 2.82+0.06 -0.25:+0.01 1.56:£0.01 36 7 EBASIM  3.430.99
192699 5227416 3.51+0.06 -0.32+0.01 2.13:0.03 36 7 EBASIM  2.53% 1.05
199665 5072 10 3.00+0.04 0.10+0.02 1.11+0.02 46 10 HARPS 1.68 0.45
203949 4748 42 2.98+0.08 0.28:0.06 1.28:0.05 45 9 FEROS 2.080.40
200964* 5096+ 21 3.48+0.07 -0.16+0.03 1.13:0.02 64 12 FEROS 1.880.23
206610 4819 3.22+0.02 0.09+0.05 1.11+0.01 49 12 FEROS 1.740.40
210702 49574 22 3.51+0.04 -0.05+0.04 1.32:0.04 31 5 EBASIM  2.26-0.24
212771 508525 3.52+0.05 -0.13+0.03 1.11+0.05 63 12 FEROS 1.790.23
219449 4838 28 2.87+0.04 -0.10+0.05 1.76:£0.07 31 7 HARPS 1.49 0.45
221345 4743 31 2.60+0.01 -0.30+0.04 1.64:0.03 66 12 ELODIE  1.630.47
222404 4794- 35 3.18+0.06 -0.05+0.05 1.38:0.05 42 10 ELODIE  1.630.23
BD +48 738 4519 30 2.51+0.03 -0.24+0.02 1.57+0.03 38 8 SOPHIE 1.9%0.45
NGC 2423-3 472620 2.72+0.07 -0.04:0.03 1.59+0.06 28 8 HARPS 2.140.45
NGC 4349-127 451226 2.07+£0.09 -0.33:0.06 2.17+0.09 24 9 HARPS 2.54 0.55
Giant stars without planets
2114 530721 2.82+0.07 -0.02=0.03 1.82+0.07 42 11 HARPS 0.62 0.45
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Table 2.continued.

Star Te logg [Fe/H] & NFer NFeun Instrument vsin
HD/other (K) (cms™) (dex) (kms™) (kms™)
3546 5082t 20 2.88+0.02 -0.53+0.05 1.60+0.08 65 12 ELODIE  1.7@ 0.45
5395 4937+ 14 2.75+£0.09 -0.35:0.03 1.60:0.05 60 12 ELODIE  0.540.38
5722 4903: 28 2.60+0.06 -0.17+0.03 1.24:0.05 50 11 FEROS 0.880.48
9408 4825- 30 2.54+0.07 -0.27+0.04 1.47+0.08 60 12 ELODIE  0.440.45
10761 5004t 24 2.57+0.03 0.10+0.03 1.20+0.03 55 8 FEROS 2.880.55
10975 4957 22 2.88+0.07 -0.06+0.03 1.31+0.06 52 10 ELODIE  0.830.45
11949 475725 2.83+0.07 -0.15+0.05 1.10+0.04 53 12 ELODIE  1.850.45
12438 5048 26 2.75+£0.05 -0.56+£0.03 1.61+0.07 53 10 HARPS 0.92 0.44
13468 4897 27 2.68+0.08 -0.08+0.05 1.21+0.06 45 10 FEROS 0.780.45
17824 5049: 20 2.95+£0.03 0.08+0.06 1.04+0.19 40 8 HARPS 1.120.50
18322 474219 2.79+0.06 -0.04+0.06 1.28+0.06 50 10 HARPS 2.340.45
18885 481135 2.78+0.02 0.02+0.03 1.47+0.02 50 9 HARPS 2.290.43
19845 510Q: 20 3.42+0.08 0.18:0.06 1.39+0.08 54 11 ELODIE  0.880.73
20791 50074 22 2.98+0.04 0.11+0.03 1.34-0.01 51 11 ELODIE  0.98 0.45
20894 513342 2.76+0.08 -0.03:t0.03 1.38+0.05 57 12 HARPS 2.450.49
22409 5004t 15 2.74+0.03 -0.25:£0.04 1.35:0.02 56 12 HARPS 1.220.45
22663 466Q: 21 2.75+0.01 -0.15+0.05 1.37+0.03 56 12 HARPS 1.48 0.55
22675 494214 2.71+0.08 0.17+0.09 1.04+0.18 57 11 FEROS 0.940.45
23319 4581k 26 2.56+0.05 0.03+0.06 1.63+0.08 53 10 HARPS 1.78 0.43
23940 486Q: 45 2.61+0.04 -0.34:0.03 1.39+0.04 44 10 HARPS 4.0% 0.45
27256 5211+ 20 3.03+0.04 0.03+0.03 1.73+0.05 56 9 HARPS 4.6% 0.46
27348 5056 25 3.07+0.05 0.06+0.03 1.40+0.09 57 11 ELODIE  1.4%0.45
27371 5024+ 34 2.96+0.05 -0.02:t0.06 1.89+0.05 48 9 HARPS 1.55% 0.45
27697 4983+ 15 2.81+0.04 0.02+0.06 1.74:0.04 49 9 HARPS 2.32£0.52
28307 508Q: 37 3.21+0.05 0.14+0.08 1.43+0.16 47 10 ELODIE  1.4@0.51
30557 486319 2.69+0.06 -0.11+0.04 1.54+0.04 46 10 ELODIE  0.880.45
32887 4243+ 25 1.88+£0.01 -0.24+0.02 1.54+0.02 52 10 HARPS 3.030.31
34538 4916: 27 3.20+0.10 -0.33:0.02 1.27+0.04 54 8 FEROS 2.020.23
34559 5035: 23 2.96+0.01 0.10+0.04 1.22+0.03 49 10 ELODIE  1.150.62
34642 4936t 28 3.39+ 0.03 -0.04+0.04 1.14+0.02 49 9 HARPS 1.72 0.23
35369 499Q@: 20 2.97+0.04 -0.16+0.05 1.52+0.05 46 11 ELODIE  2.3%:0.45
36189 5059 30 2.74+0.05 -0.11+0.06 1.98+0.08 40 9 HARPS 4.320.39
36848 4589 48 2.77+0.03 -0.02+0.07 1.50+0.09 43 10 HARPS 0.98 0.47
37160 4856: 11 3.00+0.02 -0.56+0.02 1.26+0.02 41 9 ELODIE  1.9%0.53
43023 5070: 20 2.99+0.02 0.11+0.03 0.95:0.04 42 9 HARPS 1.26 0.46
45415 481119 2.75£0.08 -0.02=0.05 1.32+0.06 43 11 ELODIE  2.330.69
48432 4916: 23 3.07+0.05 -0.05+0.04 1.11+0.05 53 11 ELODIE  1.980.93
50778 414526 1.67+£0.08 -0.52+0.04 1.64:0.06 43 9 HARPS 2.720.40
54810 471446 253+ 0.10 -0.25+0.03 1.16:£0.05 43 9 HARPS 2.33 0.50
60986 5146- 31 3.16+0.10 0.10+0.02 1.40+0.07 51 10 ELODIE  1.64 0.45
61363 487124 2.80+0.04 -0.17£0.03 1.30+0.07 54 12 ELODIE  0.550.45
61935 495Q: 23 3.00+ 0.05 -0.04+0.03 1.64+0.01 48 9 HARPS 0.92 0.45
62902 4485 30 2.65+0.06 0.04+0.05 1.40+0.07 42 8 HARPS 1.920.36
65345 5070 17 3.10+£0.06 0.02+0.04 1.30+0.07 51 10 ELODIE  2.340.55
65695 4568 12 2.40+0.04 -0.25+0.03 1.53+0.04 43 9 HARPS 1.7& 0.56
68375 515520 3.21+0.08 0.01+0.05 1.30+0.06 55 11 ELODIE  2.080.45
72650 4409 38 2.23+0.10 -0.03:0.08 1.43+0.07 40 8 HARPS 2.240.45
73017 4826: 19 2.80+£0.04 -0.49+0.05 1.34:0.04 45 9 ELODIE  1.68& 0.45
76813 517Q: 21 3.18+0.05 -0.03:0.06 1.57+0.05 53 10 ELODIE  2.3@0.47
78235 5153 22 3.21+0.07 -0.06£0.04 1.40+0.07 56 10 ELODIE  1.950.45
81797 4395 37 2.09+0.11 -0.11+0.05 1.76£0.12 47 8 FEROS 3.9¥0.63
83441 4771 34 2.87+0.03 0.00+0.07 1.38:0.09 42 8 HARPS 1.3%0.44
85444 5185 13 2.95+0.04 0.10£0.01 1.41+0.05 40 8 HARPS 2.120.43
95808 5029 34 3.05+0.07 -0.04:£0.03 1.42+0.10 50 11 ELODIE  2.2%0.45
101484 493528 2.96+0.10 0.06:£0.03 1.29:+0.07 48 10 ELODIE  0.4%0.45
104979 510410 3.17+0.06 -0.30+0.04 1.70£0.05 55 11 ELODIE  2.230.45
106714 502% 25 2.95+0.08 -0.09+0.05 1.37+0.09 49 10 ELODIE  2.26 0.45
107446 4294-33 1.91+0.03 -0.21+0.05 1.45:0.05 43 9 HARPS 3.14 0.45
109379 523628 2.65+0.07 0.07+0.07 1.55:0.06 42 8 HARPS 2.58 0.55
113226 519% 15 3.09+0.05 0.10+0.05 1.84+0.11 29 8 HARPS 1.48 0.45
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Table 2.continued.

Jofré et al.: Stellar parameters and chemical abundan@23aévolved stars with and without planets

Star Te logg [Fe/H] & NFer NFeun Instrument vsin
HD/other (K) (cms™) (dex) (kms™) (kms™)
115202 488% 30 3.35£0.07 -0.06:0.04 1.29:0.05 46 8 HARPS 2.1£0.23
115659 513623 2.79+0.08 0.18:0.05 1.19+0.09 46 8 HARPS 2.76 0.45
116292 4955 21 2.93+0.13 -0.07+0.06 1.50:£0.09 46 11 ELODIE  1.130.45
119126 4867431 2.77+0.07 -0.05-0.03 1.43:0.06 48 12 ELODIE  2.2%0.45
120420 475% 26 2.76+0.07 -0.18:0.04 1.23:0.05 47 12 ELODIE  2.140.45
124882 431137 1.89+0.02 -0.42+0.02 1.66£0.01 38 9 HARPS 2.5 0.47
125560 4546-44 2.47+0.09 -0.03+0.08 1.61+0.10 41 7 HARPS 2.02 0.45
130952 474% 54 2.44+0.10 -0.32+0.09 1.32:0.07 41 7 HARPS 3.740.48
131109 431838 1.99+0.05 -0.29+0.05 1.61+0.07 52 8 HARPS 2.64 0.45
133208 5086 30 2.79+0.04 -0.05+0.03 1.91+0.04 42 10 ELODIE  1.3@0.45
136014 487622 2.71+0.07 -0.45:0.04 1.52:t0.04 51 8 HARPS 3.26 0.45
138716 4836:22 3.19+0.06 0.02:0.04 1.08:0.07 44 8 FEROS 2.020.33
138852 4962-36 2.87+0.09 -0.13+0.05 1.27+0.14 47 10 ELODIE  0.440.45
138905 4786: 13 255+ 0.04 -0.30+0.03 1.36:0.05 39 9 FEROS 1.680.45
148760 4768 35 3.06:0.02 0.01+0.06 1.40:0.08 35 7 HARPS 2.120.34
150997 507& 27 2.95+0.06 -0.09+0.04 1.23+0.08 54 11 ELODIE  1.7@ 0.45
151249 414729 1.06+0.06 -0.47+0.03 1.35:t0.02 49 10 HARPS 1.55 0.55
152334 4286-49 2.10+0.07 -0.10+0.11 1.44:0.06 50 10 HARPS 2.38 0.45
152980 430245 1.85+0.07 -0.19+0.06 1.63:0.08 48 10 FEROS 4.260.45
159353 480% 17 2.76x0.09 -0.19+0.05 1.60+0.07 45 10 ELODIE 2.3%0.64
161178 48421 2.68+0.03 -0.08:0.04 1.24:0.06 44 11 ELODIE  2.330.70
162076 5106 13 3.32+0.03 0.00+0.04 1.46+0.05 49 11 ELODIE  1.3920.36
165760 508@- 14 3.00£0.02 0.10+0.01 1.41+0.06 48 9 HARPS 0.320.45
168723 4966- 47 3.28+0.07 -0.20:£0.05 1.21+0.09 52 8 HARPS 1.72 0.53
171391 5085 13 2.94+0.04 0.06:0.03 1.18:0.04 40 9 FEROS 2.450.45
174295 4968 15 2.79+0.04 -0.25+0.02 1.56:£0.03 51 8 HARPS 2.62 0.46
180711 4873 25 2.77+£0.08 -0.13:0.05 1.42:0.06 47 10 ELODIE 0.53 0.45
185351 507% 13 3.41+0.05 0.04+0.06 1.13+0.06 46 9 ELODIE  2.140.23
192787 511G- 33 3.15+0.07 -0.05+0.05 1.43:0.06 50 10 ELODIE  0.440.49
192879 488531 2.73+0.04 0.00£0.04 1.25:+0.10 46 9 FEROS 0.65 0.45
198232 502227 2.85+0.03 0.03:0.04 1.46:£0.05 40 8 HARPS 1.84 0.47
203387 520@- 28 3.05+0.10 0.05+0.05 1.42:0.09 43 9 HARPS 4.3% 0.45
204771 4983 18 3.03+0.05 0.05:£0.06 1.33:0.05 43 9 ELODIE  2.030.85
205435 517%21 3.29+0.10 -0.05+0.04 1.31+0.04 56 10 ELODIE  0.7%:0.38
212271 4954- 24 2.85+0.09 0.05:£0.03 1.33:0.03 43 8 FEROS 1.420.45
212496 477121 2.71+0.01 -0.33x0.05 1.41+0.07 44 10 ELODIE 1.850.49
213986 490420 2.84+0.06 0.10:0.02 1.31+0.05 42 9 FEROS 1.080.53
215030 476420 2.78:0.09 -0.48+:0.07 1.33:0.08 51 10 ELODIE  2.0%:0.45
216131 507221 3.04+0.07 0.03+0.03 1.29:+0.07 50 10 ELODIE  0.9%0.45
224533 501423 2.82+0.07 0.03+0.05 1.26:£0.05 49 9 FEROS 1.290.56
Subgiant stars with planets

10697 5614 48 4.11+0.06 0.15:0.04 0.85+0.07 59 11 SOPHIE 0.760.43
11964* 5321+ 16 3.94+0.03 0.06=0.04 1.06:0.05 59 10 HARPS 1.520.23
16141 574725 4.14+0.06 0.14+0.03 1.13+0.05 54 9 HARPS 2.02£0.40
16175 6029 58 4.28+0.05 0.23:t0.05 1.30+0.07 52 9 SOPHIE 1.94 0.40
27442 4961k 28 3.76x0.05 0.26£0.07 1.22+0.03 41 10 HARPS 2.020.42
33283 6022- 39 4.21+0.08 0.36:0.01 1.28+0.06 52 9 FEROS 1.020.26
33473 5764 22 4.03+£0.02 -0.11+0.03 1.31+0.04 64 9 HARPS 2.120.28
38529* 5573+ 31 3.81+0.03 0.37+0.05 1.14+0.04 58 11 ELODIE  1.630.29
38801 527% 27 3.90£0.03 0.19+0.03 1.33+0.05 51 10 FEROS 1.8¢0.30
48265 5789 16 4.09+0.05 0.38:0.02 1.25+0.01 57 10 HARPS 1.820.24
60532* 6245+ 14 3.95:£0.04 -0.12:0.02 1.98:0.02 56 11 HARPS 2.650.24
73526* 5564+ 16 4.13+0.06 0.23+0.02 1.00+0.02 53 10 FEROS 1.690.26
73534 4959 25 3.73£0.04 0.16:0.06 1.05:0.04 47 7 FEROS 1.720.29
88133 5452 24 3.98+0.09 0.28+0.03 1.17+0.02 54 9 HARPS 1.84 0.36
96167 574925 4.15+£0.06 0.35:0.05 1.29+0.04 47 9 FEROS 1.080.36
117176 555% 19 4.05+0.04 -0.06+0.02 1.11+0.06 67 12 ELODIE  1.360.45
156411 5900& 16 4.03+0.03 -0.12+0.02 1.49+0.02 59 9 HARPS 1.84 0.23
156846 608Q: 43 4.16+0.05 0.18+0.02 1.42+0.01 64 9 HARPS 3.2 0.36
158038 489% 41 3.43+0.05 0.22:0.09 0.88:0.08 40 9 SOPHIE  0.720.38
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Star Te logg [Fe/H] & NFer NFeun Instrument vsin
HD/other (K) (cms™) (dex) (kms™) (kms™)
159868* 5630t 31 4.08+0.07 -0.02+0.03 1.13+0.02 55 10 FEROS 0.960.23
167042 50223 32 3.51+0.05 -0.01+0.06 1.17+0.03 46 9 SOPHIE  0.68 0.23
171028 5721 37 3.96+0.03 -0.47+0.02 1.41+0.06 62 10 HARPS 2.140.40
175541 508@ 28 3.51+0.03 -0.13+0.03 0.91+0.04 58 9 SOPHIE  0.4%#0.23
177830* 5058t 35 3.66+0.06 0.09+0.04 1.62+0.02 57 10 SOPHIE  0.680.46
179079 567214 4.21+0.06 0.19+0.03 1.41+0.02 40 8 ELODIE  1.0&-0.52
185269 605% 18 4.13+0.06 0.12+0.02 1.51+0.04 58 8 SOPHIE  3.0%0.50
190228 53123 13 3.92+0.02 -0.24+0.06 0.85+0.04 48 9 ELODIE 1.430.51
190647 5608 31 4.14+0.05 0.21+0.04 1.08:0.08 60 11 HARPS 1.82 0.36
219077 532% 19 3.98+0.01 -0.13+0.03 0.81+0.04 55 8 HARPS 1.38 0.29
219828 584233 4.19+0.06 0.16+£0.04 1.17+0.07 53 8 HARPS 0.92 0.30
Subgiant stars without planets

2151 5880: 24 4.14+0.06 -0.08t0.04 1.31+0.05 65 10 HARPS 1.72 0.39
3795 5383+ 33 4.11+0.08 -0.58+0.04 1.03+0.01 43 8 FEROS 1.880.33
9562 5843t 35 4.01+0.06 0.17+0.03 1.30+0.02 54 8 ELODIE  1.96 0.23
16548 5686: 31 4.06+0.05 0.18+0.03 1.12+0.03 49 9 HARPS 1.16 0.40
18907 5068 39 3.65+0.09 -0.61+0.04 0.81+0.08 57 10 HARPS 1.120.23
21019 5465:- 20 3.90+0.04 -0.45:£0.02 1.21+0.05 55 9 HARPS 1.420.23
22918 4955+ 33 3.79+0.05 -0.07+0.05 1.09+0.05 43 8 FEROS 1.860.28
23249 5144+ 33 3.95£0.05 0.00+0.04 1.27+0.02 43 8 HARPS 1.54 0.23
24341 5504t 26 4.04+0.08 -0.54:£0.04 1.17+0.06 49 8 SOPHIE 1.920.24
24365 5230@t 15 3.72+ 0.03 -0.24:£0.04 1.04-0.05 49 9 SOPHIE  0.440.28
24892 5348 26 3.90+£0.06 -0.36:£0.03 1.10+0.04 35 5 HARPS 1.2%0.29
30508 5205: 30 3.75+0.03 -0.13:0.04 0.80+0.07 52 9 SOPHIE  0.740.23
39156 524920 3.77+0.05 -0.09:+0.02 1.03+0.08 54 10 SOPHIE  0.680.23
57006 618528 3.84+0.10 -0.02:0.04 1.83:0.07 63 9 ELODIE  3.1&0.45
67767 5311+ 23 3.87+0.08 -0.12:t0.06 1.33+0.05 53 8 ELODIE  0.98 0.42
75782 6120: 48 4.21+0.08 0.17£0.06 1.67+0.02 51 7 SOPHIE 1.6 0.25
92588 5142- 26 3.76+£0.07 0.00+0.05 0.97+0.03 49 9 HARPS 1.6& 0.23
114613 567@-26 3.90£0.04 0.16£0.02 1.23:0.02 50 9 HARPS 2.320.29
121370 6056 32 3.86+0.06 0.23+0.02 1.92+0.03 51 8 ELODIE 12.320.36
140785 574223 4.15+0.04 -0.03+0.03 1.18:0.05 64 9 HARPS 2.180.23
150474 5449 20 4.08+0.04 -0.07+0.06 1.36:£0.09 51 9 HARPS 1.5@ 0.23
156826 512210 3.65+0.02 -0.24+0.05 0.82+0.01 48 8 SOPHIE  0.620.32
164507 558@ 23 3.98+0.01 0.12+0.02 1.080.01 45 8 SOPHIE 1.020.23
170829 5421 34 3.95+0.07 0.09+0.04 1.01+0.07 49 10 SOPHIE  0.720.48
182572 553@- 21 4.05+0.04 0.34:+0.02 0.87+0.06 44 10 ELODIE  1.930.42
188512 5223 26 3.86+0.04 -0.17+0.05 1.12+0.06 40 8 HARPS 1.420.23
191026 5108 26 3.74+0.07 -0.02+0.05 0.98:0.09 52 9 ELODIE  1.7&0.23
196378 609k 27 4.20+0.02 -0.38+0.04 1.95:0.17 67 10 HARPS 1.950.43
198802 580& 53 4.03+0.03 -0.01+0.05 1.33+0.05 52 10 SOPHIE 1.620.24
205420 639k 61 4.20+0.10 -0.03+0.05 2.13+0.08 47 6 SOPHIE  3.72 0.50
208801 497229 3.86+0.05 -0.06+0.07 1.22:t0.04 51 9 SOPHIE  0.56 0.26
211038 4924-31 3.56+0.04 -0.31+0.05 0.85:£0.07 48 8 HARPS 1.220.27
218101 528% 15 3.93+0.05 0.01+0.04 1.16+0.05 46 10 SOPHIE  0.8¥0.28
221420 5864 35 4.05+0.05 0.34+0.02 1.18:0.07 46 9 HARPS 0.7%0.30
221585 5509 18 3.91+0.05 0.28:0.06 1.05+0.07 52 9 ELODIE 1.640.31
161797A 5562 35 3.98+0.05 0.28+0.05 1.02+0.07 49 10 ELODIE  1.730.43

Notes.* Stars hosting multi-planet systems.
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Table 5. Photometric and evolutionary parameters.

Star Ay log(L/Le) Age Mass Radius log (trigonometric)
HD/other (mag) (Gyr) o) Ro (cms2)
Giant stars with planets
1502 0.11 1.140.19 2.34:0.78 153 0.17 3.98:0.76 3.39£ 0.12
1690 0.09 1530.43 8.37+2.67 1.020.10 19.60:2.08 1.83£ 0.08
4313 0.10 1.140.15 172037 1.71+0.13 4.38+0.55 3.35+ 0.08
4732 0.10 1.180.08 1.47+£0.20 1.81+0.09 4.94+0.34 3.28+ 0.06
5608 0.06 1.15%0.05 1.720.21 1.720.07 4.930.19 3.25+ 0.04
5891 0.19 1.230.20 8.30+2.40 1.03+0.08 5.80+0.70 2.89+ 0.09
11977 0.16 1.840.06 1.00£0.20 2.13+0.15 9.94+0.35 2.74+ 0.04
12929 0.00 1.880.05 3.09+1.78 1.34:0.29 13.10:0.39 2.30+ 0.09
15779 0.07 1.730.11 1.05+0.27 2.12+0.18 9.56+0.74 2.77+ 0.06
16400 0.08 1.7&0.12 1.16:£0.28 2.06:£0.19 9.73+0.78 2.74+ 0.07
18742 0.10 1.120.15 2.49+0.58 1.48:0.11 4.08:0.56 3.35+ 0.09
28305 0.06 1.9%#0.07 0.47+0.06 2.79:+0.11 12.31+0.52 2.67+ 0.03
28678 0.29 1.2@0.23 2.88:1.24 1.41+0.19 3.71x0091 3.41+ 0.16
30856 0.23 1.1&¢0.13 3.89+1.22 1.31+0.11 4.15:0.45 3.28+ 0.09
33142 0.13 1.130.15 2.03+0.48 1.60+0.13 4.22+0.57 3.36+ 0.09
47205 0.02 1.08&0.05 2.61+£0.25 1.50:£0.05 4.63:0.12 3.25+ 0.03
47536 0.11 2.2%#0.09 10.15:1.31 0.91+0.03 22.39:1.05 1.66+ 0.04
59686 0.00 1.760.10 2.73+1.11 1.430.23 11.22:0.70 2.46+ 0.06
62509 0.00 1.590.04 0.98:0.13 2.10:+0.08 8.31+0.09 2.89+ 0.02
66141 0.00 2.220.10 9.182.09 0.98:0.06 21.43:1.18 1.74+ 0.06
73108 0.00 2.0#0.08 5.25+2.02 1.16£0.13 17.20:1.16 2.00+ 0.08
81688 0.10 1.7&0.10 1.48:£0.21 1.76:£0.12 10.080.49 2.64+ 0.05
89484 0.01 2.480.08 1.79+0.46 1.56+0.15 28.13:1.04 1.70£ 0.05
90043 0.03 1.1#0.09 1.49+0.18 1.78:0.08 4.85:0.33 3.28+ 0.04
95089 0.02 1.190.17 185055 1.67+0.17 4.73+0.84 3.28£ 0.12
96063 0.02 0950.16 292081 1.39+0.12 3.33:0.45 3.50+ 0.09
98219 0.15 1.2@0.16 241+0.69 152014 452:0.70 3.28+ 0.10
107383 0.05 2280.12 153054 1.66+0.21 19.831.90 2.03+ 0.09
108863 0.06 1.240.17 3.17+139 141+0.19 5.28+0.92 3.11+ 0.12
110014 0.17 2.380.11 0.830.36 2.28:0.35 20.15:2.00 2.15+ 0.10
112410 0.22 173012 4.17+234 1.21+0.25 8.83:0.84 2.60+ 0.16
120084 0.00 1.630.08 1.02:0.22 2.12+0.13 9.13+0.42 2.81+ 0.04
122430 0.28 2.340.12 1.98:0.67 1.62+0.19 21.20:2.06 1.96+ 0.07
136512 0.05 1.78¢0.09 554+2.79 1.07+0.19 10.13:0.40 2.42+ 0.05
137759 0.03 1.7930.05 5174289 1.14:0.25 12.44:0.29 2.27+ 0.10
141680 0.19 1.840.09 3.94+2.16 1.20+0.24 10.48:0.52 2.44+ 0.09
142091 0.03 1.120.05 2.52+0.38 1.53+0.07 5.09+0.14 3.18+ 0.03
148427 0.33 0.9%0.08 3.05£0.33 1.41+0.05 3.15+0.21 3.56+ 0.05
163917 0.16 2.0£0.07 0.45:+0.07 2.88+0.12 13.58:0.62 2.60+ 0.03
170693 0.02 21#0.07 6.47+1.77 1.07+0.11 19.86+1.05 1.84+ 0.06
180902 0.26 1.090.14 2.48:0.53 151+0.11 3.94+0.47 3.39+ 0.08
181342 0.26 1.2%0.13 1.56+0.28 1.78:0.11 4.55+0.49 3.34+ 0.07
188310 0.10 1.7920.09 5.05+2.05 1.10+0.16 10.26+0.38 2.42+ 0.04
192699 0.04 1.060.09 2.18:0.45 1.48:0.11 4.05:0.29 3.36+ 0.06
199665 0.04 1530.08 0.69+0.05 2.35+0.07 7.19+0.38 3.06+ 0.03
200964 0.04 1.080.10 1.95:0.26 1.59-0.07 4.21+0.31 3.36+ 0.05
203949 0.16 1.6#0.05 1.23:0.19 1.99+0.10 9.16+0.33 2.78+ 0.04
206610 0.15 1.2%0.20 3.08:1.17 1.43+0.18 4.59+1.10 3.24+ 0.15
210702 0.05 1.150.07 2.10+0.26 1.58+0.07 4.88+0.22 3.23+0.04
212771 0.16 1.180.15 1.92:0.46 1.60+0.13 4.26+0.59 3.35+ 0.09
219449 0.10 1.7%20.07 1.54+0.46 1.76:0.21 9.65+0.46 2.68+ 0.08
221345 0.13 1.7 0.08 4.96+2.84 1.12+0.24 10.49:0.51 2.41+0.10
222404 0.01 1.030.04 5874168 1.19-0.09 4.69+0.12 3.14+ 0.05
BD+48738* - 1.69+ 0.05 - 0.74: 0.39 11.10:1.00 -
NGC2423-3 0.39 2220.03 1.97£+0.67 1.63:0.23 11.82-0.43 2.47+ 0.08
NGC4349-127 1.08 2.910.03 0.98:0.33 2.05:0.24 27.15:1.20 1.85+ 0.08
Giant stars without planets

2114 0.10 2.180.20 0.33:0.07 3.10+0.27 12.53:2.40 2.70+ 0.13
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Star Av log(L/Le) Age Mass Radius log (trigonometric)
HD/other  (mag) (Gyn o) (Ro) (cms?)
3546 0.08 1.7%0.07 5.71x529 1.01+0.35 09.04-0.34 2.49+0.14
5395 0.18 1.830.07 2.20+0.62 1.44+0.16 10.37#0.26 2.53+ 0.05
5722 0.10 1.7&0.12 1.52+0.34 1.76+0.18 10.070.62 2.64+ 0.07
9408 0.18 1.820.07 4.09+1.80 1.17+0.19 10.39-0.33 2.44+ 0.06
10761 0.07 2.120.09 0.39+0.05 3.03:0.12 14.5%1.01 2.56+ 0.05
10975 0.10 1.620.09 1.05£0.16 2.07+0.10 8.48:0.43 2.86+ 0.04
11949 0.11 1.5%#0.08 2.91+098 1.41+0.17 8.27+0.55 2.72+ 0.09
12438 0.10 1.760.09 5.18:3.05 1.04+0.22 9.62+0.44 2.46+ 0.07
13468 0.09 1.750.11 1.28+0.23 1.94+0.16 9.58+0.69 2.73+0.07
17824 0.10 1.630.07 0.66£0.09 2.40:£0.10 8.12+0.51 2.97+ 0.06
18322 0.05 1.760.06 2.66+1.05 1.43:0.22 10.480.21 2.51+ 0.07
18885 0.11 1.640.09 1.32£+0.18 1.91+0.10 8.95:0.62 2.78+ 0.07
19845 0.17 1.630.09 0.62£0.06 2.45:0.08 7.56+0.51 3.04+ 0.04
20791 0.03 1.620.09 0.61+0.06 2.46:£0.09 8.23:0.57 2.96+ 0.05
20894 0.16 2.060.11 0.42+0.07 2.89+0.15 12.88-1.25 2.65+ 0.07
22409 0.14 19#0.11 0.93:0.28 2.174+0.26 10.9% 1.03 2.66+ 0.06
22663 0.15 1.980.07 2.58+1.22 1.43+0.25 13.01+0.54 2.33+ 0.07
22675 0.15 1.880.11 0.62+-0.13 255-0.16 11.10:0.92 2.72+ 0.05
23319 0.11 1.8&0.06 457+1.83 1.18:0.18 11.01+0.35 2.39%+ 0.06
23940 0.15 1.7&0.08 6.11+2.88 1.00+0.17 9.95+0.40 2.41+ 0.06
27256 0.08 2.0&0.05 0.33:0.01 3.12:t0.03 12.61+0.36 2.70+£ 0.02
27348 0.45 1.880.08 0.52+0.04 2.60+0.08 8.96+0.54 2.92+ 0.04
27371 0.06 1.9%0.08 0.58:0.10 2.60+£0.14 11.38:0.66 2.71+ 0.04
27697 0.06 1.84#0.07 0.62+0.11 254+0.13 10.89-0.50 2.74+ 0.03
28307 0.08 1.8%0.07 0.51+0.10 2.67+0.16 10.55-0.53 2.78+ 0.05
30557 0.34 1.8%0.10 1.54+0.25 1.76+0.14 10.19-0.50 2.63+ 0.05
32887 0.17 2.7&¢0.08 1.62+0.34 1.67+0.14 3499 1.78 1.54+ 0.05
34538 0.05 1.2%0.07 4.40+0.88 1.22+0.08 5.33+0.22 3.04+ 0.04
34559 0.24 1.7&¢0.08 0.60+0.05 2.47+0.08 8.14+0.46 2.98+ 0.04
34642 0.06 1.190.05 2.17+0.28 1.57+0.07 5.040.14 3.19+ 0.03
35369 0.06 1.830.07 0.91+0.21 2.22+0.17 10.36+0.45 2.72+ 0.04
36189 0.17 2.3%0.10 0.34+0.05 3.14+0.14 16.68-1.26 2.46+ 0.05
36848 0.09 1.420.06 7.69£248 1.11+0.10 7.36+0.35 2.72+ 0.07
37160 0.03 15@0.06 6.91+1.04 1.07~4+0.04 7.72£0.27 2.66+ 0.03
43023 0.06 1.65%0.10 0.58:0.06 2.50+£0.10 8.14+0.62 2.98+ 0.05
45415 0.11 1.760.09 158025 1.77+0.14 10.15-0.48 2.64+ 0.05
48432 0.03 1.5@0.08 1.12¢+0.09 1.99+0.06 7.90+0.30 2.91+ 0.03
50778 0.06 2.420.09 1041+1.31 0.95:0.03 31.91+1.92 1.37+ 0.05
54810 0.04 1.7%0.08 5.75-2.85 1.07+0.20 10.32-0.44 2.41+ 0.07
60986 0.01 1.690.11 0.54+0.07 2.58:0.12 8.37+0.79 2.97+ 0.06
61363 0.05 1.8%0.11 1.66+£0.33 1.68:0.15 10.43:0.49 2.59+ 0.05
61935 0.01 1.740.07 0.89+0.18 2.25+0.13 9.64+0.37 2.79+ 0.04
62902 0.02 1.620.09 6.26£2.62 1.10+0.19 10.690.69 2.39+ 0.10
65345 0.00 1.680.10 0.55£0.06 2.54+0.11 8.66+0.70 2.93+ 0.05
65695 0.02 1.920.10 3.87+1.86 1.28-0.20 13.41+1.11 2.26+ 0.09
68375 0.00 1.650.08 0.55+0.04 2.54+0.07 8.25+0.46 2.97+ 0.04
72650 0.12 2.030.10 3.621.73 1.35-0.21 15.551.21 2.15+ 0.08
73017 0.06 1.530.08 6.21+2.22 1.10+0.11 7.94+0.50 2.65+ 0.07
76813 0.00 1.86&0.10 0.42+0.04 2.81+0.11 10.32-0.78 2.83+ 0.05
78235 0.00 1.6&0.09 0.62£+0.06 2.42:£0.09 7.76£0.51 3.01+ 0.04
81797 0.07 2.840.07 0.29+0.06 3.35:+0.22 42.40+2.26 1.67+ 0.05
83441 0.09 1.7%0.10 1.97+0.83 1.62:£0.28 10.24-0.51 2.59+ 0.10
85444 0.10 2.2%0.09 0.27+0.02 3.33+0.10 14.691.07 2.59+ 0.05
95808 0.11 1.8%0.11 0.68:0.13 2.43:0.15 10.10-0.76 2.78+ 0.05
101484 0.04 16320.09 0.91+0.17 2.20+0.12 8.96+0.46 2.84+ 0.04
104979 0.00 1.7#0.07 0.88:0.18 2.17+0.15 9.62+0.41 2.78+ 0.04
106714 0.05 1.8&0.09 0.73+0.15 2.37+0.16 10.0% 0.66 2.77+ 0.04
107446 0.07 2.48&0.07 217+0.73 152+0.19 28.411.41 1.68+ 0.07
109379 0.10 2.190.06 0.28:0.01 3.32-0.06 14.48:0.65 2.60+ 0.03
113226 0.02 1.820.06 0.43+0.02 2.80+0.04 9.93+0.29 2.86+ 0.02
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Table 5. continued.

Star Av log(L/Le) Age Mass Radius log (trigonometric)
HDjother  (mag) (Gyn o) (Ro) (cms?)
115202 0.09 1.180.06 3.09+0.64 1.41+0.08 5.01+0.21 3.15+ 0.05
115659 0.10 2.020.06 0.33+0.01 3.09+0.05 12.32+0.44 2.71+ 0.03
116292 0.20 1.920.10 0.76£0.20 2.40+0.21 10.84+0.82 2.71+ 0.05
119126 0.07 1.78&0.10 1.33+0.27 1.93+0.18 10.04+0.68 2.69+ 0.06
120420 0.10 1.880.09 4.48-2.06 1.16+0.19 1051 0.42 2.43+ 0.06
124882 0.15 2.330.07 6.57~166 1.06+£0.11 24.61+1.11 1.65+ 0.05
125560 0.04 1.740.07 598259 1.08-0.18 10.78:0.43 2.37+ 0.07
130952 0.08 1.7#0.10 5.05+2.67 1.10+0.22 10.32:0.60 2.42+ 0.09
131109 0.21 2.360.10 5.68:242 1.10+0.18 22.94+1.65 1.73+ 0.09
133208 0.06 2.260.07 0.32+0.02 3.23+0.07 17.09+0.69 2.45+ 0.03
136014 0.24 18&0.12 55% 277 1.02+0.19 9.93+0.66 2.42+ 0.10
138716 0.07 1.130.05 3.39+0.80 1.38:0.10 5.09+0.19 3.13+ 0.05
138852 0.06 1.7:0.08 1.13+0.24 2.02+0.16 9.22+0.48 2.78+ 0.06
138905 0.11 1.860.07 4.31+2.08 1.15-+0.21 11.14+0.58 2.37+0.08
148760 0.17 1.320.08 3.18:0.82 1.41+0.11 6.31+0.39 2.95+ 0.06
150997 0.05 1.680.05 0.79+0.12 2.25-0.10 8.92+0.22 2.86+ 0.02
151249 0.16 2.760.09 4.98:1.86 1.12+0.16 40.44+2.62 1.24+ 0.05
152334 0.10 2.130.07 6.00+2.61 1.180.15 18.68+1.09 1.93+ 0.08
152980 0.17 2540.10 1.82+0.60 1.63+0.21 29.52+2.45 1.68+ 0.08
159353 0.37 1.830.10 3.47+179 1.26+0.24 10.44+0.40 2.47+ 0.07
161178 0.04 1.680.08 152:£0.19 1.77+0.10 9.81+0.42 2.67+ 0.05
162076 0.09 15%0.08 0.76:£0.06 2.26+0.07 6.82+0.37 3.09+ 0.03
165760 0.25 1960.09 0.40+0.03 2.87+0.09 10.58:0.64 2.81+ 0.04
168723 0.06 1.3:30.05 2.27+0.49 151+0.11 5.82+0.19 3.05+ 0.05
171391 0.37 1980.09 0.42+0.04 2.81+0.10 10.29-0.74 2.83+ 0.05
174295 0.12 1.830.09 1.25:0.26 1.92+0.18 10.51+0.67 2.65+ 0.04
180711 0.01 1.7#0.05 1.66+£0.35 1.70+0.18 10.52:0.24 2.59+ 0.05
185351 0.02 1.140.05 1.41+0.09 1.82+0.05 4.72+0.14 3.32+ 0.02
192787 0.20 1.7:20.08 0.72+0.13 2.30+0.13 8.67+0.56 2.89+ 0.06
192879 0.31 1.840.11 1.09+0.27 2.10+0.19 9.53+0.74 2.77+ 0.06
198232 0.17 2.240.12 0.36:0.05 3.11+0.14 15.45-1.49 2.52+ 0.07
203387 0.08 1.920.08 0.39+0.03 2.89+0.08 10.67% 0.62 2.81+ 0.04
204771 0.16 1.6%0.07 1.074+0.15 2.050.09 8.31+0.32 2.88+ 0.03
205435 0.09 15#0.05 0.66+0.02 2.36+0.04 7.27+0.19 3.05+ 0.02
212271 0.16 1.7&¢0.09 0.95+0.21 2.18:0.14 9.10+0.51 2.82+ 0.04
212496 0.17 1.78 0.06 5.782.84 1.05-0.19 10.18:0.29 2.41+ 0.07
213986 0.14 1.7%0.11 0.93+0.22 2.20+0.16 9.39+0.66 2.80+ 0.05
215030 0.06 1.690.09 6.36:1.80 1.10+0.08 9.30+0.59 2.51+ 0.04
216131 0.06 1.720.06 0.52+0.02 2.590.05 8.91+0.29 2.92+ 0.02
224533 0.10 1.780.08 0.71+0.12 2.39%0.12 9.73+0.51 2.81+ 0.04
Subgiant stars with planets
10697 0.00 0.420.06 6.98:041 1.11+0.02 1.75:0.05 3.96+ 0.02
11964 0.10 0.4#0.06 7.45:£0.73 1.10£+0.03 1.95+0.07 3.86+ 0.02
16141 0.03 0.240.08 7.51+0.76 1.05+0.02 1.39+0.08 4.14+ 0.04
16175 0.12 1.190.12 3.27+049 1.280.05 1.69+0.10 4.06+ 0.05
27442 0.03 0.720.04 2.89:0.06 1.46+0.01 3.18+0.08 3.56+ 0.02
33283 0.20 0.580.10 3.23:046 1.29+0.05 1.70+0.13 4.05+ 0.06
33473 0.08 0.620.08 4.04+0.50 1.27+0.04 2.29+0.13 3.79+ 0.04
38529 0.04 0.740.07 3.09+0.17 1.41+0.03 2.66+0.12 3.71+ 0.03
38801 0.10 0.680.19 545:2.04 1.19+0.12 2.14+0.30 3.82+ 0.08
48265 0.08 0.5%0.08 4.56:£0.70 1.22:0.05 1.82+0.09 3.97+ 0.04
60532 0.02 0.8&0.05 2.25:+0.17 1.50+0.04 2.50+0.06 3.78+ 0.02
73526 0.06 0.330.12 959100 1.01+0.04 1.41+0.14 4.11+ 0.07
73534 0.00 0.6&0.13 4.01+£0.88 1.31+0.08 2.79+0.31 3.63+ 0.08
88133 0.12 05011 6.88:144 1.12+0.06 1.85-0.16 3.92+ 0.05
96167 0.10 0.530.13 5.62+0.83 1.16+£0.05 1.73+0.18 3.99+ 0.07
117176 0.01 044005 8.11+0.31 1.07+0.01 1.82+0.03 3.91+ 0.01
156411 0.07 0.6&0.08 4.28+0.42 1.24+0.03 2.15+0.11 3.83+ 0.03
156846 0.14 0.620.08 2.78:0.37 1.38+0.05 1.95+0.10 3.97+ 0.04
158038 0.08 0.6:30.10 1.98:0.58 1.65-+0.16 5.00+0.53 3.22+ 0.09

Article number, page 35 6f 49



A&A proofs:manuscript no. jofre

Table 5. continued.

Star Av log(L/Le) Age Mass Radius log (trigonometric)
HD/other  (mag) (Gyn) o) (Ro) (cms?)
159868 0.07 053009 7574093 1.080.04 1.78+0.10 3.94+ 0.04
167042 0.05 0.720.06 2.12:0.24 1.58+0.07 4.16+0.14 3.36+ 0.03
171028 0.31 0.5#0.18 8.59+2.34 1.00+0.07 1.88+0.20 3.86+ 0.07
175541 0.06 0.660.07 2.65£0.70 1.45+0.12 3.55+0.51 3.46+ 0.09
177830 0.03 0.680.07 3.46:£0.29 1.37+0.04 2.81+0.14 3.64+ 0.03
179079 0.12 0.3#0.09 7.88:0.65 1.05-+0.02 1.45+0.09 4.10+ 0.05
185269 0.20 0.490.10 3.40£0.54 1.29+0.05 1.76+0.07 4.02+ 0.03
190228 0.11 0.660.08 5.07+0.78 1.18:0.05 2.38+0.13 3.72+ 0.03
190647 0.19 0.3:0.09 9.05+0.58 1.02+0.02 1.43+0.09 4.10+ 0.04
219077 0.05 0.440.05 8.89-+0.52 1.05-+0.02 1.93+0.06 3.86+ 0.02
219828 0.12 0.480.11 4.75:0.88 1.19+0.06 1.68+0.14 4.03+ 0.06
Subgiant stars without planets
2151 0.02 045004 6.46:£0.32 1.12+0.01 1.76:0.03 3.96+ 0.01
3795 0.10 0.440.05 11.65:0.18 0.91+0.01 1.94+0.04 3.79+ 0.01
9562 0.10 055005 4.47+065 1.22+0.05 1.83:0.05 3.97+ 0.03
16548 0.07 0.540.08 4.99:+053 1.21+0.04 1.95:0.10 3.91+ 0.03
18907 0.09 0.650.05 11.28:0.48 0.91+0.02 2.53+0.07 3.56+ 0.02
21019 0.05 0.5&0.06 6.58:0.69 1.07+0.03 2.21+0.09 3.74+£ 0.02
22918 0.00 0.530.07 832126 1.08:0.04 2.47+£0.12 3.65+ 0.04
23249 0.01 0490.04 6.41+0.33 1.14+0.02 2.18+0.06 3.78+ 0.02
24341 0.08 0.620.07 10.69:-0.98 0.94+0.03 1.90+0.08 3.82+ 0.02
24365 0.05 0.640.06 2.83:069 1.39+0.10 3.12+0.36 3.56+ 0.07
24892 0.09 0.330.06 11.12+0.58 0.94+0.02 1.85+0.06 3.84+ 0.02
30508 0.04 0.7%0.08 3.37£0.34 1.34:0.04 2.76£0.12 3.65+ 0.03
39156 0.05 0.5%0.09 3.48:047 133:0.05 2.65:0.15 3.68+ 0.03
57006 0.04 0.940.07 1.86+0.15 1.64+0.05 2.88+0.12 3.70+ 0.03
67767 0.00 0.9&0.06 2.39+0.14 1.49:£0.04 3.20£0.11 3.57+ 0.02
75782 0.01 1.0:0.06 2.49:£+0.31 1.45:0.06 2.14+0.14 3.90+ 0.05
92588 0.01 0.560.06 4.92+0.58 1.22+0.04 2.35:0.08 3.75+ 0.02
114613 0.00 0.5%0.05 4.55:0.17 1.24+0.02 2.06+0.05 3.87+ 0.01
121370 0.01 0.880.04 2.03+0.12 1.60+0.02 2.65+0.05 3.76£ 0.01
140785 0.10 0.440.08 7.34:0.81 1.08-0.03 1.71+0.10 3.97+ 0.04
150474 0.17 0.5&0.09 6.80+1.12 1.12+0.05 2.01+0.12 3.85+ 0.03
156826 0.08 0.560.07 2.70:+0.28 1.41+0.06 3.55+0.17 3.45+ 0.03
164507 0.30 0.9%#0.07 3.55:0.19 1.33:t0.03 2.43+0.09 3.76+ 0.02
170829 0.08 0.4#0.06 7.21+0.53 1.11+0.02 1.90+0.05 3.89+ 0.02
182572 0.03 0.2:20.04 10.40:0.40 0.99+0.01 1.40+0.03 4.11+ 0.02
188512 0.02 0.760.04 3.07+0.11 1.37+0.02 2.91+0.09 3.61+ 0.02
191026 0.05 0.6:20.05 4.34:0.40 1.26+0.03 2.51+0.05 3.70+£ 0.02
196378 0.07 0.5320.05 5.69:+0.24 1.09+0.02 1.86+0.05 3.90+ 0.02
198802 0.21 0.880.13 4.38:0.43 1.24+0.03 2.10+0.10 3.85+ 0.03
205420 0.08 0.720.07 1.87+0.17 1.58:0.05 2.53+0.14 3.80+ 0.04
208801 0.04 0.720.09 6.07+1.43 1.17+0.07 2.73:0.11 3.60+ 0.04
211038 0.07 0.6%30.06 10.93:0.76 0.97+0.02 2.51+0.09 3.59+ 0.03
218101 0.06 0.640.08 4.38:0.51 1.26+0.04 2.33+0.09 3.77£ 0.02
221420 0.07 053005 3.67+0.51 1.29+0.05 1.87+0.05 3.97+ 0.03
221585 0.14 0.440.07 7.82:0.56 1.08:0.02 1.72+0.07 3.97+ 0.03
161797A 0.01 0.320.04 7.48:0.13 1.09+0.01 1.71+0.04 3.98+ 0.01
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Notes.* Luminosity, mass and radius were taken from Gettel et &1183.
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Table 6. Derived abundances of Na, Mg, Al, Si, Ca,iS8cn, Tir, and Tim.

HD/other Na/H] [Mg/H] [AI/H] [Si/H] [Ca/H] [Sci/H] [Scu/H] [Ti i/H] [Ti u/H]
Giant stars with planets

1502 0.08:0.07 0.06+0.11 0.03+0.04 0.06+0.08 -0.01+0.07 -0.02+£0.14 -0.03:t0.05 0.03:0.07 0.01+0.09
1690 0.00+ 0.15 -0.09+0.07 0.02+0.08 -0.10+0.10 -0.21+0.08 -0.18:0.15 -0.31+0.14 -0.10+0.08 -0.14+0.12
4313 0.17+0.06 0.13+0.10 0.12+0.03 0.17+0.08 0.07+0.07 0.13:t0.16  0.14:£0.06  0.14+0.07 0.14+0.11
4732 0.174+0.08 0.12+0.12 0.10+0.10 0.10+0.08 0.03:0.06 -0.10+£0.15 0.00£0.09 0.10+0.11 0.11+0.15
5608 0.27+0.08 0.18:0.07 0.18+0.06 0.2+ 0.08 0.11+0.07 0.19+£0.19 0.17+0.10 0.21+0.08 0.13+0.10
5891 -0.19£ 0.10 -0.03:0.01 -0.03+0.03 -0.05+0.08 -0.24+0.07 -0.28+0.15 -0.20+0.09 -0.13:0.09 -0.19+0.12
11977 -0.040.15 -0.12+0.11 -0.08:0.02 -0.06+0.05 -0.12+0.05 -0.18+0.11 -0.11+0.06 -0.12+0.07 -0.04+0.07
12929 -0.04-0.11  -0.07+0.03  0.12+0.11 -0.09+0.12 -0.26+0.09 -0.20+0.10 -0.19+0.13 -0.15+0.09 -0.35+0.09
15779 0.26£0.11  0.14+0.10 0.11+0.04 0.19+0.11 0.13+0.12 0.02+0.16 0.13+0.09 0.11+0.08 0.02+0.13
16400 0.21+0.08 0.04:£0.13 0.08+0.02 0.14+0.09 0.05+0.07 0.10+0.06 0.04+0.04 0.01+0.07 -0.01+0.09
18742 -0.03: 0.06 -0.07+0.08 -0.06+0.04 -0.03:0.06 -0.11+0.04 -0.11+0.11 -0.06+0.05 -0.04+0.08 -0.02+0.07
28305 0.55:0.13  0.10+£0.17 0.35:0.07 0.29+0.11 0.14+0.08 0.00+0.16 0.12+=0.09 0.13:t0.10 0.09+ 0.15
28678 -0.0A+0.10 -0.07+0.09 -0.12£0.07 -0.10+£0.07 -0.09+0.06 -0.17+0.11 -0.11+0.04 -0.06+0.07 -0.06+0.07
30856 -0.02: 0.05 -0.02+0.08 -0.02+0.07 -0.01+0.05 -0.12:+0.07 -0.10+0.15 -0.03+0.06 -0.05+0.07 -0.03+0.09
33142 0.09: 0.06  0.08:0.05 0.06+£0.03 0.10+0.08 -0.03+0.07 0.01+0.14 0.04+0.09 0.04£0.08 0.01+0.09
47205 0.30: 0.08 0.16+£0.06 0.27+0.06 0.15+0.07 0.04:0.09 0.20+0.15 0.10+0.12 0.13:0.09 -0.02+0.10
47536 -0.46: 0.13  -0.34+0.07 -0.29:+0.02 -0.40:£0.06 -0.47+0.04 -0.28+0.05 -0.50+0.07 -0.32+0.09 -0.50+0.03
59686 0.30: 0.17  0.09£0.03 0.47+0.20 0.22+0.11 -0.04+0.14 0.05+0.13 -0.02+0.09 0.14+£0.12 0.21+0.08
62509 0.26£ 0.07  0.09£0.13  0.13+0.03 0.19+0.08 0.08:0.06 0.12+0.17 0.10+0.05 0.09£0.08  0.06+ 0.09
66141 -0.31+0.09 -0.23+0.03 -0.12+0.15 -0.21+0.11 -0.41+0.08 -0.30+0.15 -0.39+0.10 -0.29+0.08 -0.39+0.12
73108 -0.140.07 -0.11+0.04 -0.06+0.14 -0.10+0.10 -0.41+0.08 -0.08+0.14 -0.43+0.04 -0.39+0.09 -0.50+0.12
81688 -0.15:0.09 -0.11+0.07 0.03:0.13 -0.08:£0.08 -0.22+0.08 -0.06+0.08 -0.07+0.10 -0.11+0.07 -0.17+0.10
89484 -0.28:0.09 -0.33+0.04 -0.30+£0.15 -0.24+0.10 -0.49:+0.09 -0.22+0.12 -0.45+0.10 -0.39+0.10 -0.54+0.09
90043 0.05:0.08 0.11+0.07 0.14:£0.09 0.09+0.08 0.02+0.07 0.00+0.13 0.03:0.03 0.08:0.07 0.07+0.08
95089 0.12 0.04  0.15£0.08 0.14+0.03 0.15:+0.08 0.06+0.08 0.11+0.16 0.06-0.04 0.14+£0.07 0.11+0.09
96063 -0.10: 0.10  -0.10+0.07 -0.10+£0.02 -0.09+0.05 -0.14+0.04 -0.19+0.12 -0.06+0.04 -0.05+0.06 0.03+0.10
98219 0.1+ 0.07 0.05£0.06 0.05+0.03 0.11+0.08 -0.04+0.06 0.03+0.14 0.05:+0.10 0.05£+0.08 0.09+0.13
107383 -0.0&#0.22 -0.30+0.03 -0.11+0.04 -0.12+0.38 -0.51+0.28 -0.38+ 0.0 -0.46+0.25 -0.49+0.18 -0.38+0.40
108863 0.19:0.04 0.07+0.04 0.03+0.05 0.13+0.10 -0.04+0.09 0.21+0.08 -0.03:0.10 0.02:0.09 -0.14+0.09
110014 0.6 0.13 0.24+0.09 0.46+0.15 047+0.13 0.15£+0.10 0.50+£0.21  0.40:£0.08 0.21+0.09 0.11+0.04
112410 -0.05: 0.12  0.01+0.08 -0.05+0.07 -0.02+0.07 -0.16:+0.05 -0.23:0.06 -0.14+0.09 -0.06+0.08 -0.10+0.10
120084 0.27240.10 0.12+0.07 0.20+0.02 0.27+0.09 0.08+0.08 0.12£0.14  0.03:0.07 0.02:0.10 -0.02+0.11
122430 0.26: 0.08  0.09+0.09 0.22+0.16 0.03+0.09 0.07-0.08  0.00:+0.20 -0.04+0.05 0.14+0.11  0.11+0.08
136512 -0.16: 0.16  -0.06+0.06  0.01+0.09 -0.07+0.09 -0.24+0.07 -0.12£0.09 -0.19:£0.09 -0.18:0.09 -0.15+0.12
137759 0.3¢:0.11  0.14+0.09 0.31+0.08 0.38+0.09 -0.01+0.09 0.05£0.17 0.00+£0.15 0.03:0.11 0.01+0.11
141680 0.06: 0.09 -0.18:0.19 -0.21+0.08 0.03+0.12 -0.22+0.08 -0.08:0.27 -0.07£0.17 0.07=0.16  0.11+0.06
142091 0.22:0.09 0.14+0.04 0.29+0.07 0.28+0.09 0.08:t0.10 0.35£0.13 0.29:+0.12 0.11+0.08  0.05+0.09
148427 0.18:0.04  0.09+0.10 0.14+0.03 0.14+0.08 0.04£0.07 0.07£0.18 0.11+0.08 0.12:0.08 0.03+0.11
163917 0.57240.11 0.30£0.01 0.31+0.13 0.26:0.07 0.04-0.07 0.00:£0.15 -0.06+£0.12 0.18:0.07 0.10+0.13
170693 -0.23:0.09 -0.19+0.12 -0.11+0.10 -0.24+0.08 -0.50+0.10 -0.17+£0.12 -0.41+0.13 -0.39+0.09 -0.58+0.05
180902 0.16: 0.06  0.12+ 0.07  0.06+0.02  0.10+0.07 -0.01+0.07 0.02£0.16  0.05:£0.07 0.05+0.07  0.04+0.11
181342 0.3%:0.09 0.33:0.08 0.28+0.06 0.35:0.09 0.16+0.10 0.40:£0.10 0.32£0.10 0.29:+0.08 0.30+0.14
188310 0.080.16 0.16£0.15 0.12+0.15 0.07+0.10 -0.19+0.09 -0.15£0.11 -0.33:0.09 0.07+0.09  0.10+0.20
192699 -0.1%:0.15 -0.24+0.19 -0.26+0.07 -0.26+0.06 -0.36:+0.11 -0.20+0.07 -0.15+0.11  0.02:0.12 -0.09+ 0.07
199665 0.26: 0.14 0.11+0.15 0.11+0.01 0.12+0.07 0.16£0.07 0.10:+0.06  0.14+ 0.04  0.13:0.07  0.09+ 0.07
200964 -0.06: 0.08 -0.08+0.06 -0.09+0.02 -0.09+0.06 -0.12+0.04 -0.15+£0.15 -0.07+0.04 -0.02+0.07 -0.04+0.09
206610 0.2720.09 0.20:£0.05 0.23+0.07 0.24+0.11 0.09+0.08 0.36£0.17 0.18:0.08 0.18:0.09 0.15+0.13
203949 0.6G: 0.10 0.35+0.09 0.50+0.11 0.51+0.10 0.34:0.11 0.40:£0.15 0.38:0.08 0.26:£0.09 0.20+0.11
210702 0.14:0.05 -0.02+0.09 0.08+0.02 0.12+0.13 -0.03+0.07 0.02£0.06  0.04+ 0.15 -0.03:+0.14 -0.10+0.12
212771 -0.0&0.05 -0.07+0.08 0.02+0.07 -0.04+0.08 -0.08£0.05 -0.07+£0.08 -0.05:£0.04 0.00+0.07 -0.03+0.07
219449 0.06: 0.07 0.06+£0.10 0.22+0.01 0.06+0.10 -0.08+0.07 0.17£0.16 -0.09+0.14 0.07+0.10 -0.17+0.06
221345 -0.1%0.09 0.05+0.08 0.12+0.12 0.00+0.09 -0.29+0.11 -0.12£0.10 -0.26+0.04 -0.11+0.09 -0.20+0.13
222404 0.16:0.12  0.09+0.10 0.29+0.09 0.19+0.12 -0.14+0.11  0.27£0.13  0.10:£0.12 -0.07+0.13 -0.22+0.10

BD +48 738 -0.09: 0.03 -0.19+0.02 -0.10+0.02 -0.14+0.10 -0.43+0.15 -0.15£0.08 -0.20+0.14 -0.17+0.12 -0.23+0.19
NGC 2423-3 0.24:0.04 0.03+0.09 0.18+0.04 0.23+0.04 0.02+0.07 0.01+0.28 0.00+0.11 0.09+ 0.07 -0.07+ 0.08
NGC 4349-127 0.020.05 -0.20+0.03 -0.13+0.05 0.08+0.10 -0.25+0.07 -0.30+0.16 -0.44+0.13 -0.25+0.11 -0.37+0.12

Giant stars without planets

2114 0.31+0.11 0.03:0.06  0.03:0.05 0.08+0.06 0.03+0.07 -0.04+0.12 -0.05+0.08 0.02£ 0.11  0.03+0.12
3546 -0.37+0.15 -0.22£0.01 -0.25+0.14 -0.32£0.06 -0.39+0.07 -0.48+0.06 -0.34+0.09 -0.34+0.10 -0.28+0.12
5395 -0.22+0.15 -0.20+0.02 -0.04+0.10 -0.18+0.08 -0.28+0.06 -0.23+0.06 -0.30+0.05 -0.21+0.09 -0.32+0.11
5722 -0.04+0.17 -0.04+0.15 -0.10+0.02 -0.06+0.06 -0.07+0.07 -0.28+0.18 -0.08+0.05 -0.10+0.09 -0.01+0.16
9408 -0.14+0.12 -0.05£0.06  0.05+0.14 -0.07+0.08 -0.20+0.09 -0.19+0.05 -0.25+0.05 -0.21+0.07 -0.25+0.11
10761 0.44+ 0.12 0.30£0.07 0.14+£0.06  0.22+0.09  0.24+0.10 0.01+ 0.15 0.23+0.11 0.17+0.13  0.24+0.09
10975 0.03+ 0.10 0.00+0.06  0.02£0.02  0.03+0.08 -0.06+0.07 -0.04+0.02 0.01+0.09 -0.03:0.05 -0.09+0.10
11949 0.02+ 0.09 0.00+0.06  0.05+0.08 -0.01+0.08 -0.12+0.04 -0.04+0.09 -0.09+0.08 -0.12+0.08 -0.15+0.09
12438 -0.44+0.12 -0.41+0.03 -0.37+0.02 -0.42£0.05 -0.46:£0.05 -0.49+£0.01 -0.48+0.06 -0.45:£0.06 -0.42+0.06
13468 0.04+ 0.12 0.05+0.13 -0.06+0.02  0.01+0.09 0.00+0.05 -0.13+0.10 0.01+0.06 -0.02£ 0.09  0.06+0.08
17824 0.33:0.11 0.11+0.14  0.02£0.01 0.12+0.06  0.16+0.07 -0.08+0.12 0.09+0.12 0.07+0.09  0.13+0.09
18322 0.11+ 0.05 0.00£0.07 0.17+0.05 0.07+0.09  0.02+0.06 0.24+ 0.03 0.05+ 0.06 0.12£ 0.07  0.02+ 0.09
18885 0.30+ 0.06 0.15+0.13  0.22£0.03  0.15+0.08  0.12+ 0.09 0.15+0.21 0.07+0.12 0.17+0.08 -0.03+ 0.07
19845 0.45+ 0.12 0.19+0.05 0.35£0.05 0.29+0.10 0.13+0.08 0.34+ 0.08 0.25+ 0.08 0.25£0.09 0.11+0.12
20791 0.32: 0.09 0.09£0.06  0.20+0.07 0.230.10 0.06+ 0.05 0.10+0.12 0.09+ 0.05 0.0+ 0.10 -0.05+0.11
20894 0.17 0.07 0.02+0.08 -0.02£0.07 0.03+0.08 0.03:0.05 -0.12+0.09 -0.03+0.06 -0.02+0.07  0.03+ 0.09
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Table 6. continued.

A&A proofs:manuscript no. jofre

HD/other Na/H] [Mo/H] TAIH] [Si/H] [Ca/H] [Sci/H] [Scu/H] [T 1/H] [T /]
22409 0.05:009 -0.08:0.07 -014:006 -0.13:0.05 -0.11x006 -0.34x0.12 -0.17£0.04 -0.20:0.07 -0.15¢ 0.07
22663 0.08:0.08 -0.07+0.09 0.07+0.02 0.00:0.10 -0.11+0.10 0.00:0.14 -0.07+0.10 -0.04:0.10 -0.25+0.10
22675 0.33:0.12 0.28:0.07 0.08:0.06 0.16:0.10 0.180.10 020:0.18 0.26:+0.10 0.14:0.13 0.27:0.15
23319 0.45:0.05 0.26:0.02 0.38:0.06 0.28:0.10 0.10:0.09 0.19:0.33 0.08:0.12  0.16:0.10 -0.08+ 0.08
23940 -027:0.15 -0.12:0.02 -0.21+0.03 -0.18:0.09 -0.25:0.07 -0.32:0.03 -0.28:0.07 -0.22+0.08 -0.21+ 0.10
27256 0.38:0.08 0.07:0.06 0.12:0.02 0.18:0.09 0.08:0.08 0.09:0.14 0.04:0.07  0.09:0.09  0.07+0.12
27348 0.32:0.13 -0.03:0.16 0.16:0.02 0.18:0.11 0.07+0.08 0.09:0.10 0.12+0.14 0.11x0.11 -0.04+0.09
27371 0.37:0.04 0.03:0.15 0.16:0.07 0.15:0.09 0.00:0.09 0.13:0.14 0.00+0.07 0.06+0.09 -0.15:0.07
27697 0.37:0.09 -0.06:0.09 0.17:0.01 0.29:0.08 0.05:0.08 0.03:0.14 -0.05:0.09  0.04:0.09 -0.13+0.05
28307 0.44:0.15 0.10:0.06  0.30:0.06 0.24:0.13 0.13:0.11 0.26:0.10 0.13:0.10 0.18:0.11 0.21+0.10
30557 0.08:0.10 -0.12:0.13 0.11+0.06 0.05:0.09 -0.13:0.07 -0.03:0.09 -0.13:0.10 -0.08:0.08 -0.10+0.04
32887 0.23: 0.06 -0.02:0.03 0.21+0.03 -0.06:0.12 0.030.11 -0.10:0.04 -0.14+0.11 0.35:0.10  0.31+0.06
34538 -0.24:0.10 -0.15:0.07 -0.09:0.01 -0.16:+0.08 -0.24:0.04 -0.23:0.12 -0.22:0.05 -0.18:0.08 -0.19+ 0.07
34559 0.32:0.08 0.18:0.05 022009 025:0.11 0.11+009 003:0.13 0.08:0.08 0.07:0.10 0.01+0.06
34642 0.07:0.04 0.08:0.07 0.11+0.03 0.04:0.08 -0.02:0.05 0.24:0.05 0.09+0.05 0.09:0.08  0.03:0.06
35369 0.02:0.11 -0.10:0.08 -0.06:0.06 -0.05:0.08 -0.16:0.08 -0.10+0.01 -0.13:0.10 -0.15:+0.08 -0.25+0.05
36189 0.23: 0.07 -0.14:0.11 -0.06:0.10 0.02:0.07 -0.10:0.07 0.03:0.14 -0.14+0.09 -0.07+0.09 -0.05:0.11
36848 0.37:0.13 0.20:0.11 0.33:0.04 0.22:0.08 0.19:0.08 0.20:0.19 0.19:0.12 0.11+0.10 0.16:0.12
37160 -0.37:0.06 -0.18:0.16 -0.19:+0.06 -0.34:0.04 -0.40:0.09 -0.33:0.03 -0.39:0.07 -0.27+0.07 -0.37+0.04
43023 0.22:0.12 0.07:0.11 0.05:0.10 0.10:0.05 0.16:0.08 -0.06:0.17 0.18:0.09  0.10+ 0.07  0.25:0.08
45415 0.10:0.09  0.14:0.09 0.17:0.09 0.12:0.13 0.05:0.10 -0.04:0.15 0.03:0.04  0.00+0.07 -0.02+0.12
48432 0.03:0.08 0.00:0.08 0.00:0.09 0.03:0.09 -0.040.07 -0.06:0.06 -0.01+0.09 -0.05:0.09 -0.11+0.09
50778 -0.22:0.05 -0.20+0.03 -0.02:0.08 -0.24+0.10 -0.31+0.08 -0.30:0.35 -0.41+0.13 -0.05:0.10 -0.30: 0.16
54810 -0.05:0.15 -0.08:0.07 -0.09:+0.03 -0.08:0.08 -0.13:0.06 -0.2060.01 -0.20:+0.04 -0.18:0.07 -0.20+ 0.07
60986 0.39:0.06 0.16:0.08 0.22:0.04 0.20:0.08 0.09:0.06 0.14:0.07 0.23:0.12 0.11+009 0.03:0.13
61363 -0.03:0.10  0.02:0.09 -0.02:0.06 -0.03:0.07 -0.17:0.07 -0.08:0.05 -0.06:0.09 -0.13:0.07 -0.13:0.13
61935 0.17:0.02 0.04:0.08 0.10:0.08 0.12:0.09 -0.04:0.06 0.16:0.04 0.02+0.09 0.02:0.08 -0.08+0.09
62902 0.37:0.15 0.24:0.02 0.43:0.05 022:0.10 0.330.07 030:0.01 0.21+011 021+009 0.31+0.10
65345 0.43:0.10 0.10:0.06  0.26:0.07 0.12:0.09 0.03:0.07 0.09:0.04 0.11+0.08  0.04:0.08 -0.06+ 0.08
65695 0.06: 0.09 -0.06:0.06 0.04:0.09 -0.08:0.07 -0.09:0.08 0.00:0.16 -0.12+0.07 0.06+0.10 -0.09+ 0.07
68375 0.20:0.08 0.01x0.10 0.07+0.05 0.05:0.07 0.0+ 0.06 -0.02:0.06 0.08:0.10 -0.01x0.07 -0.01+0.10
72650 0.32:0.03 0.16:0.08 0.31+0.07 0.13:0.08 0.10:0.08 0.15:0.23 0.06:0.10 0.21+0.12  0.21+0.02
73017 -0.26:0.12 -0.29+0.03 -0.24:0.05 -0.31+0.07 -0.39:0.05 -0.34:0.01 -0.36+0.09 -0.36:0.09 -0.45+ 0.07
76813 0.21+ 0.08 -0.12:0.15 0.10:0.04 0.04:0.10 -0.03:0.08 0.04:0.01 -0.03:0.07 0.01+0.08 -0.11+0.12
78235 0.20:0.14 -0.14:0.11  0.09:0.06 -0.01+0.08 -0.08:0.06 -0.12:0.16 -0.10+0.09 -0.05:0.09 -0.15:0.11
81797 0.27:0.15 -0.03:0.22 0.23:0.15 020:0.16 0.11+0.06 -0.15:0.27 -0.02+0.14 0.16+0.15 0.21+0.22
83441 0.25:0.03 0.16:0.10 0.26:0.04 0.18:0.11 0.080.07 0.20:0.13 0.10:+0.06 0.17+0.08  0.03:0.11
85444 0.34:0.14 0.10:0.04 0.14:0.05 0.17:0.08 0.8 005 009:0.17 0.19:0.04 0.19:0.09 0.17+0.09
95808 0.37:0.08 0.08:0.10 0.23:0.12 0.12:007 -0.030.07 006:0.06 0.07+0.08 0.00+0.09 -0.06+0.10
101484 0.26:0.16 0.16:0.05 0.25:0.11 0.22:+0.10 0.05:0.08 0.09:0.08  0.09: 0.09  0.05:0.08 -0.11% 0.07
104979 20.12:0.12 -0.23:0.15 -0.09:0.08 -0.16:0.08 -0.23:0.07 -0.12:0.05 -0.24+0.09 -0.15:0.08 -0.23:0.11
106714 0.070.09 -0.02:0.07 0.02:0.08 0.01+0.07 -0.09:0.06 -0.08:0.04 -0.05:0.09 -0.07:+0.08 -0.16x0.11
107446 0.10:0.07 0.04:0.04 0.12:0.09 -0.08:0.07 0.03:0.09 -0.12+0.17 -0.11+0.08 0.34:0.09  0.31: 0.09
109379 0.34:0.16 0.09+0.05 0.08:0.08 0.15:0.08 0.14:0.06 -0.09+0.16  0.14:0.02 0.08:0.07  0.12+ 0.08
113226 0.4 0.06 0.09:0.14 0.18:0.04 0.20:0.06 0.10:0.06 0.12:0.13 0.1+ 0.05 0.15:0.09 0.0l 0.04
115202 0.09:0.03 0.08:0.06 0.14:0.01 0.08:0.09 -0.06:t0.06 0.30:0.07 0.04:0.07 0.08:0.08  0.00: 0.08
115659 0.43:0.10 0.20£0.14 0.13:0.06 0.23:0.06 0.26:0.06 0.06:0.10 0.24:0.06 0.18:0.09  0.29+ 0.07
116292 0.04:0.06 0.01+0.15 0.06:0.04 0.06:0.07 -0.15:0.09 -0.03:0.08 -0.14+0.08 -0.09:0.11 -0.19: 0.08
119126 0.1%0.06 -0.02:0.10 0.08:0.02 0.10:0.07 -0.08:0.06 -0.03:0.09 -0.04:0.10 -0.06+0.07 -0.16 0.05
120420 -0.06:0.11 -0.07£0.07 0.020.12 -0.07:0.08 -0.16:0.06 -0.11+0.06 -0.10+0.07 -0.17+0.07 -0.18+0.09
124882 -0.1% 0.06 -0.21+0.05 -0.11+0.01 -0.15:0.10 -0.31+0.06 -0.50+0.08 -0.50+0.11 -0.26x0.09 -0.29: 0.03
125560 0.32:0.05 0.15:013 0.33:0.02 0.16:0.06 0.10:0.08 0.20:029 0.04:0.11 0.15:0.09 0.11+0.07
130952 021 0.14 -0.01+0.08 -0.07+0.08 -0.08:0.06 -0.2060.07 -0.20:+0.04 -0.16+0.07 -0.11+0.15 -0.01+0.21
131109 0.34:0.05 0.01+0.02 0.33:0.12 -0.10:0.05 0.07:0.08 -0.15:0.14 -0.16:0.11 0.26:0.09  0.21% 0.07
133208 0.23:0.06 -0.06:0.03 0.13:0.07 0.11+0.08 -0.08:0.06 -0.04+0.12 -0.03:0.07 -0.06:0.08 -0.22+0.10
136014 -0.3%0.16 -0.13:0.01 -0.13:0.01 -0.19:0.06 -0.33:0.05 -0.38:0.15 -0.26+0.03 -0.24:0.08 -0.23: 0.06
138716 0.16:0.09 0.13:0.04 0.18:0.08 0.16:0.06 0.01:0.09 0.28:0.12 0.07+0.05 0.16:0.07  0.00: 0.11
138852 0.0%0.09 0.00:0.02 -0.01+0.07 -0.05:0.10 -0.10:+0.07 -0.04+0.08 -0.03:0.08 -0.06+0.07 -0.080.11
138905 -0.0% 0.12 -0.14:0.06 -0.23:0.03 -0.14:0.09 -0.22:0.08 -0.28:0.01 -0.27+0.07 -0.23:0.08 -0.24+0.13
148760 0.26:0.02 0.11+0.15 0.31:0.03 0.16:0.07 0.07:0.08 0.00:+0.05 0.09:0.11 0.14:0.11  0.01%0.12
150997 0.08:0.10 -0.10:+0.05 -0.09+0.02 -0.06:0.08 -0.10:+0.05 -0.10+0.08 -0.13:0.05 -0.08:0.07 -0.20+ 0.07
151249 0.17:0.08 -0.09+0.06 0.09:0.19 -0.21+0.08 -0.03:0.11 -0.15:0.07 -0.30+0.10 0.41+0.09  0.41: 0.06
152334 0.30:0.05 0.05:0.09 0.34:0.13 0.13:0.09 0.04:0.06 0.00:0.24 0.02:0.12 0.26:0.12 0.21+0.05
152980 0.39%0.14 -0.04:005 0.16:0.06 0.11+0.16 0.14:027 -0.10:+0.66 -0.12:0.11 0.31+0.11  0.31+ 0.09
159353 0.0k 0.08 -0.21+0.14 -0.02:0.05 0.03:0.11 -0.26:0.08 -0.11+0.03 -0.22+0.14 -0.22:0.11 -0.39: 0.04
161178 0.02:0.10 0.07+0.03 0.06:0.09 0.05:0.08 -0.05:0.07 -0.06+0.08 -0.05:0.04 -0.04+0.08 -0.05: 0.06
162076 0.20:0.08 0.05:0.14 0.17:0.11 0.15:0.08 -0.02:0.07 0.15:0.06 0.02:0.09  0.06:0.11 -0.12+ 0.09
165760 0.36:0.07 0.13:0.08 0.15:0.07 0.20:0.07 0.12:0.07 0.03:0.16  0.19:0.06 0.13:0.08  0.20: 0.10
168723 -0.0%: 0.06 -0.08:0.03 -0.06:0.01 -0.09:0.05 -0.19:0.03 -0.16+0.14 -0.13:0.03 -0.12:0.06 -0.13+0.06
171391 0.310.10 0.12+0.05 0.06:0.08 0.18:0.09 0.12:0.04 0.05:0.04 0.15:0.08 0.07:0.07  0.04: 0.05
174295 -0.02:0.11 -0.13:0.07 0.05:0.16 -0.11+0.06 -0.14:0.04 -0.11+0.05 -0.22+0.08 -0.16x0.07 -0.18+0.09
180711 0.02:0.08 0.03:0.16 0.04:0.05 0.06:0.11 -0.15:0.08 -0.09+0.02 -0.13:0.08 -0.11+0.06 -0.28 0.07
185351 0.24:0.10 -0.04:0.16 0.19:0.07 0.12:0.07 0.04:0.08 0.12:0.07 0.04:0.11  0.05:0.08 -0.08: 0.08
192787 0.18:0.10 -0.08:0.14 0.07+0.01 0.03:0.07 -0.04:0.05 0.00+0.06 -0.07+0.05 -0.02+0.07 -0.13+0.10
192879 0.14:0.12 0.11+0.13 002005 0.12:0.09 0.05:0.08 -0.07+0.13 0.09:0.08 0.08:0.09 0.02+0.11
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Table 6. continued.

HD/other Na/H] [Mg/H] [AT/H] [Si/H] [Ca/H] [Sci/H] [Scu/H] [T /H] [T u/H]
198232 0.23:0.11 0.10+0.11 0.12+ 0.05 0.11+ 0.10 0.08+0.09 -0.01+0.17 0.07+ 0.04 0.13+ 0.07 0.08+ 0.13
203387 0.3k 0.10 0.05+0.06 0.07+0.05 0.11+0.06 0.11+0.05 0.04+0.13 0.08:0.07 0.10+0.08  0.10+0.07
204771 0.280.10 0.15+0.12 0.24+0.05 0.21+0.10 0.08:t0.09 0.14+0.08 0.03:0.08 0.07+0.07 -0.03+0.10
205435 0.1 0.06 -0.01+0.08 0.00+ 0.08 -0.01+0.06 -0.05+0.08 -0.05+0.02 -0.07+0.07 -0.05+0.08 -0.12+0.09
212271 0.430.10 0.13+0.09 0.15+0.10 0.20+0.11 0.10+0.07 0.09+0.15 0.05£0.10 0.05+0.09 -0.06+0.09
212496 -0.1#0.05 -0.07+0.13 -0.08+0.08 -0.15+0.08 -0.26+0.07 -0.16+0.01 -0.24+0.09 -0.22+0.06 -0.30+0.08
213986 0.32- 0.09 0.20+ 0.09 0.13+ 0.06 0.24+ 0.10 0.11+ 0.08 0.04+ 0.14 0.08+ 0.08 0.08+ 0.08 0.01+0.14
215030 -0.25:0.10 -0.33+0.04 -0.24+0.07 -0.25+0.08 -0.41+0.07 -0.37£0.02 -0.34+0.08 -0.37+0.08 -0.37+0.03
216131 0.16: 0.10 0.12+ 0.10 0.05+ 0.01 0.10+ 0.09 0.03+ 0.06 -0.02+0.05 0.05+ 0.08 0.02+ 0.08 -0.08+0.10
224533 0.25: 0.12 0.11+ 0.08 0.02+ 0.06 0.14+ 0.08 0.04+ 0.08 -0.08+0.16 0.03+ 0.09 0.02+ 0.08 0.08+ 0.13

Subgiant stars with planets

10697 0.16:0.03 0.19+0.10 0.15+0.08 0.15+0.05 0.11+0.06 0.14+0.05 0.24+0.08 0.12+0.08 0.11+ 0.06
11964 0.09- 0.05 0.14+0.06 0.15+0.01 0.09+0.04 0.05:0.03 0.07+0.09 0.09+0.05 0.09+0.05 0.09+ 0.06
16141 0.14+ 0.18 0.16+ 0.05 0.16+ 0.01 0.12+ 0.02 0.14+ 0.03 0.14+ 0.01 0.15+ 0.03 0.15+ 0.04 0.16+ 0.05
16175 0.49:0.13 0.20+£0.06 0.34+0.08 0.25+0.10 0.20+0.05 0.33+0.08 0.34+0.04 0.31+0.07 0.26+0.10
27442 0.55-0.06 0.36£0.03 0.66+0.04 0.32+0.10 0.26+0.10 0.40+0.19 0.36+0.07 0.45:0.08 0.33:0.12
33283 0.59: 0.11 0.35+ 0.07 0.38+ 0.08 0.41+ 0.03 0.34+ 0.05 0.45+ 0.06 0.51+ 0.04 0.41+ 0.07 0.41+ 0.05
33473 -0.04-0.09 -0.10+0.12 -0.03:+0.06 -0.09+0.02 -0.06+0.03 -0.09+0.02 -0.05+0.04 -0.04+0.05 0.00+0.07
38529 0.57% 0.15 0.40+0.13 0.45+ 0.10 0.38+ 0.07 0.29+ 0.09 0.35+ 0.10 0.40+ 0.07 0.36+ 0.07 0.17+0.14
38801 0.35+ 0.06 0.23+ 0.07 0.28+ 0.06 0.26+ 0.06 0.15+ 0.08 0.32+ 0.13 0.24+ 0.05 0.28+ 0.09 0.17+ 0.10
48265 0.64-0.05 0.45:£0.05 047+0.01 0.41+0.05 0.36:t0.05 0.51+0.04 0.53+0.05 0.45:0.05 0.40+0.07
60532 -0.05: 0.18 -0.16+0.06 -0.27+0.01 -0.06+0.05 -0.08+0.04 -0.14+0.08 -0.09+0.09 -0.06+0.09 -0.05+0.06
73526 0.32- 0.06 0.34+ 0.08 0.32+ 0.02 0.28+ 0.04 0.21+ 0.07 0.25+ 0.07 0.37+ 0.04 0.32+ 0.07 0.37+ 0.08
73534 0.30: 0.07 0.2+ 0.06 0.29+0.05 0.26+0.10 0.12+0.07 0.20+0.11  0.23+0.10 0.29+0.12  0.44+0.16
88133 0.38: 0.05 0.39+ 0.08 0.37+ 0.01 0.34+ 0.08 0.25+ 0.05 0.38+ 0.09 0.35+ 0.04 0.33+ 0.08 0.27+ 0.06
96167 0.53:0.07 0.39+0.09 0.42+0.04 0.41+0.04 0.26:+0.07 0.42+0.02 0.46+0.04 0.36:0.06 0.41+0.06
117176 -0.0%0.11 -0.02+0.03  0.11+0.12 -0.03+0.04 -0.03:+0.04 -0.02+0.11 -0.01+0.07 0.01+0.07 -0.05+0.08
156411 -0.02-0.10 -0.09+0.03 -0.10+0.02 -0.07+0.05 -0.08:£0.04 -0.02+0.04 -0.07+0.06 -0.08:0.05 -0.05+0.04
156846 0.32:0.12 0.16+0.02 0.19+0.08 0.22+0.03 0.25:0.10 0.24+0.04 0.28:0.03 0.19+0.03  0.25+0.04
158038 0.4G: 0.04 0.30+ 0.10 0.37+ 0.14 0.32+ 0.12 0.19+ 0.10 0.20+ 0.07 0.28+ 0.10 0.29+ 0.09 0.26+ 0.14
159868 0.08: 0.10 0.04+ 0.02 0.03+ 0.08 0.01+ 0.03 0.02+ 0.03 0.03+ 0.06 0.08+ 0.03 0.08+ 0.06 0.06+ 0.05
167042 0.080.03 0.10+0.05 0.11+0.03 0.09+0.07 -0.04+0.09 0.06+0.15 0.00+£0.07 0.05+0.09 -0.03+0.08
171028 -0.33:0.10 -0.37+0.06 -0.43+0.09 -0.38-0.03 -0.40+0.07 -0.45+0.13 -0.39+0.04 -0.37=0.05 -0.34+0.05
175541 -0.1%+0.05 -0.09:+0.05 -0.15+0.06 -0.08+0.06 -0.06+0.08 -0.05+0.17 -0.06+0.06 -0.04+0.07 -0.03+0.10
177830 0.470.08 0.29+0.04 0.50+0.04 0.27+0.11 0.20+0.11 0.25:+0.06 0.28:£0.15 0.41+0.11 0.21+0.10
179079 0.29: 0.02 0.12+ 0.06 0.39+ 0.19 0.32+ 0.10 0.09+ 0.08 0.20+ 0.08 0.28+ 0.09 0.24+ 0.09 0.21+ 0.03
185269 0.2%#0.15 0.08:0.08 0.10+0.03 0.21+0.13 0.17+0.05 0.24+0.06 0.18:0.04 0.18:0.07 0.16+0.03
190228 -0.16: 0.12 -0.12+0.10 -0.03+0.10 -0.22+0.06 -0.22+0.06 -0.26+0.15 -0.16+0.04 -0.15+0.08 -0.18+0.08
190647 0.35: 0.11 0.28+ 0.05 0.36+ 0.01 0.25+ 0.03 0.19+ 0.04 0.32+ 0.01 0.33+ 0.03 0.29+ 0.05 0.27+ 0.09
219077 -0.16: 0.09 -0.02+0.03  0.04+0.04 -0.07+0.02 -0.07+0.02 -0.08:£0.09 -0.03:0.04 0.01+0.05 0.00+0.03
219828 0.36: 0.08 0.19+0.07 0.21+0.03 0.18+0.02 0.17+0.03 0.20+0.03  0.24+0.02 0.18:0.04 0.22+0.03

Subgiant stars without planets

2151 0.08:0.10 -0.01+0.07 -0.05+0.02 -0.03+0.02 -0.05+0.04 -0.02+0.03 -0.01+0.02 -0.04+0.07 0.00+ 0.02

3795 -0.38+ 0.08 -0.30+0.03 -0.28+0.04 -0.34+0.05 -0.37+0.03 -0.45+0.16 -0.33+0.10 -0.25+0.07 -0.25+0.04

9562 0.38:0.14 0.15+0.02 0.02+0.22 0.23+0.06 0.12+0.07 0.11+0.10 0.23:0.05 0.12+0.08 0.08+ 0.06
16548 0.21+ 0.09 0.19+ 0.03 0.38+ 0.21 0.18+ 0.03 0.20+ 0.03 0.20+ 0.07 0.27+ 0.08 0.24+ 0.04 0.28+ 0.04
18907 -0.49: 0.09 -0.25+0.13 -0.29+0.04 -0.37=0.07 -0.35+0.03 -0.46+0.17 -0.43:0.04 -0.25+0.08 -0.33+0.09
21019 -0.33:0.10 -0.31+0.05 -0.33:t0.01 -0.37+#0.02 -0.35+0.05 -0.38+0.07 -0.35+0.07 -0.33+0.04 -0.36+0.02
22918 0.02- 0.03 0.13+ 0.09 0.21+ 0.01 0.06+ 0.07 -0.01+0.09 0.23+ 0.19 0.10+ 0.09 0.19+ 0.09 0.09+ 0.09
23249 0.20: 0.04  0.13:0.10 0.21+0.03 0.11+0.06 0.00+0.08 0.23+0.15 0.05-+0.08 0.13:t0.09  0.05+ 0.09
24341 -0.48-0.08 -0.38+0.02 -0.89+0.02 -0.44+0.07 -0.43:0.06 -0.43+0.11 -0.42+0.07 -0.35+0.07 -0.36+0.04
24365 -0.16:0.10 -0.14+0.07 -0.15+0.06 -0.25+0.08 -0.20+0.08 0.00+0.11 -0.26:£0.04 -0.17+0.08 -0.12+0.09
24892 -0.23:0.08 -0.17+0.07 -0.12+0.01 -0.22+0.03 -0.23:0.06 -0.26+0.11 -0.26+0.03 -0.16+0.05 -0.24+0.08
30508 -0.06: 0.04 -0.16+0.13 -0.10+0.04 -0.11+0.07 -0.09+0.06 0.10+0.09 0.15+0.55 -0.06+0.14 -0.02+0.05
39156 -0.08: 0.02 -0.08+0.05 -0.02+0.02 -0.03+0.07 -0.08+0.06 -0.10+0.11 -0.01+0.10 -0.05+0.07 -0.05+0.07
57006 0.05:- 0.09 -0.09+0.08 0.08+0.11 0.05+0.05 0.03+0.05 -0.05+0.03 -0.05+0.10 -0.02+0.09 -0.04+0.04
67767 0.00: 0.01 0.00+ 0.15 0.06+ 0.03 -0.01+0.05 -0.16+0.07 0.02+ 0.10 -0.06+£0.09 -0.01+0.09 -0.12+0.09
75782 0.38: 0.05 0.13+ 0.04 0.17+ 0.04 0.17+ 0.09 0.13+ 0.07 0.24+ 0.12 0.22+ 0.11 0.26+ 0.07 0.13+ 0.05
92588 0.06: 0.05 0.05£0.05 0.09+0.07 0.03+0.05 0.00+0.03 0.04+0.09 0.04+0.02 0.08:t0.06 0.03:0.07
114613 0.36: 0.13 0.22+ 0.07 0.21+ 0.01 0.20+ 0.07 0.16+ 0.06 0.21+ 0.02 0.23+ 0.06 0.17+ 0.05 0.16+ 0.06
121370 0.53: 0.03 0.06+ 0.21 0.34+ 0.09 0.32+ 0.08 0.07+ 0.09 0.25+ 0.09 0.37+ 0.08 0.08+ 0.08 0.08+ 0.10
140785 0.03:0.10 -0.08+0.07 -0.02+0.05 0.00+0.06 -0.01+0.04 0.02£0.06 0.04+ 0.05 -0.03:0.05 0.02+0.02
150474 0.0 0.03 0.01+ 0.06 0.08+ 0.01 0.00+ 0.03 -0.07+ 0.05 0.03+ 0.06 -0.03+ 0.06 0.02+ 0.07 -0.03+ 0.07
156826 -0.2G: 0.06  -0.19+0.03 -0.16+0.02 -0.23+0.05 -0.22+0.06 -0.24+ 0.07 -0.16+£0.11 -0.18:0.08 -0.14+0.05
164507 0.16: 0.06  0.12+0.06  0.13+0.08 0.16+0.07 0.11+0.04 0.12+0.13 0.17£0.08 0.13:0.07 0.15+0.03
170829 0.1%0.10 0.14+ 0.04 0.12+ 0.09 0.10+ 0.08 0.06+ 0.05 0.06+ 0.10 0.08+ 0.09 0.09+ 0.09 0.10+ 0.08
182572 0.590.14 0.45:0.06 0.50+0.08 0.38+0.06 0.29+0.07 0.30+0.13 0.45:£0.07 0.34:+0.09 0.28+0.07
188512 -0.06: 0.03 -0.07+=0.05 -0.03+0.01 -0.10+0.04 -0.15+0.07 -0.04+0.10 -0.10+0.06 0.00+ 0.05 -0.06+ 0.09
191026 0.13:0.10 0.11+0.13 0.18+ 0.09 0.07+ 0.06 0.01+ 0.05 0.05+ 0.04 0.04+ 0.08 0.02- 0.09 -0.03+0.08
196378 -0.24-0.09 -0.27+0.13 -0.37+0.06 -0.28+0.03 -0.33:+0.03 -0.15+0.09 -0.29+0.08 -0.29+0.04 -0.27+0.06
198802 0.09: 0.12 0.00+0.01 -0.04+ 0.04 0.01+ 0.07 -0.03:0.05 -0.07+0.10 0.01+0.08 -0.03+0.08 -0.03+0.03
205420 0.040.08 -0.14+0.14 -0.12+0.05 0.03+ 0.08 0.05+ 0.07 0.02+ 0.07 0.02+ 0.04 0.00+ 0.08 0.05+ 0.09
208801 0.0%:0.05 0.16+0.12 0.26+0.02 0.11+0.08 -0.07+0.10 0.29+0.20 0.11+0.09 0.20+0.09  0.06+ 0.09
211038 -0.1%0.06 -0.04+0.04 0.04+ 0.01 -0.10+0.06 -0.15+0.04 -0.10+0.16 -0.12+0.03 0.0+ 0.07 -0.07+=0.07
218101 0.08:0.09 0.08:0.07 0.14+0.03 0.09+0.07 0.00+0.05 0.15£+0.09 0.07+0.07 0.09+0.08 0.03+0.09
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Table 6. continued.

A&A proofs:manuscript no. jofre

HD/other Na/H] [Mo/H] TAIH] [Si/H] [Ca/H] [Sci/H] [Scu/H] [T 1/H] [T /]
221420 055010 040:006 043£0.08 038:004 037005 043:006 051x005 039004 0.3% 0.06
221585 041015 0.30:0.06 0.28:0.05 0.32:0.06 021+008 017:0.07 0.41+0.10 022:0.09  0.21+ 0.09

161797A 0.43:0.14 0.35:0.13 0.44:0.18 031+005 023007 018:0.10 0.39:0.10 0.25:008 0.18:0.14
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Table 7.Derived abundances of V, GrCru, Mn, Co, Ni, Zn, and Ba.

HD/other V/H] [Cri/H] [Cru/H] [Mn/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H] [Zn/H] [Bau/H]
Giant stars with planets

1502 0.13: 0.07 -0.03+0.07 -0.11+0.04 0.18:0.02 0.10+0.11 -0.02+0.07 0.16:£0.02  0.18:0.08
1690 0.22+0.14 -0.29+0.08 -0.46+0.13 -0.12+0.15 -0.12:+0.10 -0.32+0.09 -0.26+0.18 -0.27+0.05
4313 0.32+ 0.10 0.08+ 0.08 0.06+ 0.01 0.39+ 0.06 0.24+ 0.11 0.13+ 0.07 0.29+ 0.12 0.22+ 0.05
4732 0.10+ 0.10 0.01+0.09 0.08+0.10 0.06+0.11 -0.02+0.20 0.05+0.13 - 041+0.16
5608 0.42+0.11 0.13+ 0.10 0.12+ 0.03 0.60+ 0.08 0.32+0.11 0.19+ 0.08 0.14+ 0.13 0.67+ 0.07
5891 -0.09+ 0.06 -0.43+0.08 -0.49+0.02 -0.39+0.08 -0.16+0.09 -0.33+0.06 0.10+ 0.15 -0.43+0.07
11977 -0.08:0.05 -0.18+0.08 -0.22+0.13 -0.17+0.04 -0.11+0.07 -0.19+0.05 -0.30+0.06 0.22+0.04
12929 0.15: 0.10 -0.28+0.07 -0.34+0.01 0.06+0.06 -0.01+0.08 -0.18:0.09 -0.31+0.11 -0.02+=0.09
15779 0.25: 0.13 0.04+ 0.10 0.24+0.21 0.39+ 0.08 0.17+0.17 0.08+ 0.07 0.34+ 0.06 0.47+0.12
16400 0.18-0.12 -0.01+0.04 0.03:0.04 0.16:£0.08 0.06+£0.10 0.00+0.05 -0.07+0.09  0.24+0.07
18742 0.03: 0.05 -0.14+0.07 -0.05+0.07 0.02+ 0.08 -0.01+0.09 -0.13+0.06 -0.03+0.09 0.07+ 0.06
28305 0.35:0.09 0.13+0.08 0.08:0.08 0.32£0.17 0.25:+0.11 0.14+0.08 0.40+0.14  0.23+0.07
28678 -0.05:0.04 -0.14+0.05 -0.18+0.13 -0.03:0.10 -0.09+0.10 -0.18+0.06 0.11+ 0.14 0.19+ 0.05
30856 0.08: 0.08 -0.14+0.06 -0.12+0.02 0.09+ 0.08 0.02+ 0.09 -0.09+ 0.06 0.17+ 0.07 -0.03+0.05
33142 0.21+0.07 0.00+0.09 0.08:0.06 0.21+0.10 0.17+0.11 0.03+0.08 0.10+0.14  0.04+0.05
47205 0.45: 0.11 0.09+ 0.07 0.05+ 0.12 0.48+ 0.14 0.34+ 0.10 0.14+ 0.08 -0.25+0.05 -0.12+0.15
47536 -0.20:0.12 -0.70+£0.09 -0.75+0.12 -0.82+0.07 -0.51+0.08 -0.67+0.07 -0.58+0.12 -0.70+0.07
59686 0.39-0.06 -0.02+0.08 -0.13:0.09 0.47+£0.09 0.31+0.12 0.12+0.10 0.09+0.17  0.17+0.08
62509 0.30: 0.11 0.06+ 0.07 0.08+ 0.07 0.27+ 0.14 0.17+0.12 0.08+ 0.06 -0.14+0.13 0.22+ 0.08
66141 -0.04: 0.10 -0.48+0.09 -0.42+0.10 -0.28:£0.09 -0.27+£0.10 -0.42+0.08 -0.27+0.13 -0.56+0.05
73108 -0.09: 0.14 -0.49+0.10 -0.57+0.15 -0.12+0.06 -0.28:£0.12 -0.37+0.10 -0.39+0.11 -0.34+0.06
81688 -0.02- 0.05 -0.30+0.08 -0.38+0.07 -0.17+=0.07 -0.11+0.12 -0.20+0.08 -0.12+-0.03 -0.11+0.06
89484 -0.19: 0.06 -0.57+0.10 -0.64+0.17 -0.51+0.09 -0.27+£0.04 -0.47+0.09 -0.48:0.01 -0.28+0.06
90043 0.2+ 0.10 -0.03+0.08 -0.04+0.13 0.18:0.13 0.10+0.12 0.00+0.07 0.20+0.10 0.26+0.04
95089 0.28: 0.09 0.02+ 0.08 0.00+ 0.06 0.35+ 0.09 0.22+ 0.08 0.05+ 0.08 0.21+ 0.12 0.18+ 0.02
96063 -0.03: 0.07 -0.17+0.06 -0.13+0.03 -0.15+0.12 -0.07+0.08 -0.16+0.05 -0.04+0.05 0.08+0.07
98219 0.26: 0.12 -0.04+ 0.08 0.01+ 0.01 0.25+ 0.03 0.17+0.13 0.04+ 0.07 0.12+ 0.15 0.01+ 0.12
107383 -0.490.11 -0.73+0.31 -0.87+0.12 -0.44+0.12 -0.35£0.03 -0.54+0.15 - -0.51x0.04
108863 0.2%#0.12 0.05+0.12 0.03+0.07 0.29+0.11 0.11+0.11 0.03:0.09 0.22+0.00 0.10+£0.11
110014 0.42: 0.04 0.14+ 0.09 0.01+ 0.13 0.88+ 0.08 0.37+0.14 0.16+ 0.08 0.20+ 0.19 -0.07+0.11
112410 -0.06: 0.08 -0.36+0.08 -0.30+0.03 -0.20+0.08 -0.09+0.11 -0.25+0.07 0.01+ 0.03 -0.21+0.05
120084 0.22:0.12 0.07+0.07 -0.03+0.11 0.48+0.12 0.21+0.08 0.12+0.08 0.23:0.14  0.31+0.08
122430 0.32: 0.10 0.01+0.09 -0.16+0.13 0.44+ 0.03 0.26+0.08 -0.09+ 0.08 -0.25+0.07 0.33+0.12
136512 -0.1G: 0.05 -0.28+0.08 -0.38+0.18 -0.13+0.10 -0.09+0.11 -0.24+0.07 -0.08+0.14 -0.20+0.11
137759 0.320.16 -0.05+0.08 -0.17+0.01 0.58+0.14 0.46+0.11 0.15:0.11 0.28:0.20 0.18:0.07
141680 -0.03: 0.12 -0.34+0.15 -0.22+0.16 0.25+0.06 -0.24+0.19 -0.15+0.10 - 0.26+ 0.16
142091 0.3%-0.14 0.06+0.08 0.01+0.01 0.50+0.12 0.50+0.08 0.21+0.08 0.39+0.23  0.32+0.09
148427 0.3G: 0.10 0.01+ 0.10 0.03+ 0.03 0.37+ 0.10 0.19+ 0.13 0.08+ 0.08 0.13+ 0.17 0.05+ 0.08
163917 0.26: 0.06 0.03+0.07 -0.07+0.12 0.44+ 0.06 0.30+0.11 0.10+ 0.10 0.20+ 0.21+0.11
170693 -0.13: 0.09 -0.57+0.07 -0.69+0.08 -0.36+0.07 -0.26+0.11 -0.47+0.08 -0.39+0.17 -0.52+0.14
180902 0.2G: 0.11  -0.04+0.09 -0.06+0.04 0.27+ 0.10 0.11+ 0.08 0.04+ 0.07 0.14+ 0.09 0.11+ 0.10
181342 0.5G: 0.11 0.21+ 0.08 0.28+ 0.15 0.59+ 0.11 0.51+ 0.10 0.29+ 0.08 0.45+ 0.12 0.10+ 0.04
188310 0.2%0.06 -0.29+0.10 -0.22+0.13 -0.07+0.26 0.12+0.05 -0.22+0.08 0.10+0.10 -0.16+0.17
192699 -0.14- 0.06 -0.19+0.11 -0.37+0.15 -0.19+0.12 -0.26+0.10 -0.31+0.09 0.20+ 0.10 -0.43+0.15
199665 0.22:0.08 0.11+0.08 0.04+0.08 0.23+0.08 0.14+0.11 0.05£0.07 0.08:0.09  0.44+0.12
200964 0.06: 0.05 -0.15+0.06 -0.17+0.03 -0.03+0.07 -0.05+0.09 -0.15+0.05 0.06+0.08 0.08:0.14
203949 0.7G: 0.07 0.27+0.11 0.28+ 0.13 0.61+ 0.08 0.58+0.11 0.35+ 0.09 0.50+ 0.15 0.77+ 0.13
206610 0.380.11  0.09+0.07 0.17+0.02 0.49+0.17 0.36+0.13 0.18:0.08 0.37£0.18 0.10+0.06
210702 0.1%0.09 -0.25+0.14 -0.17+0.16 0.41+ 0.05 0.16+ 0.14 -0.07+0.11 — -0.11+0.08
212771 0.05: 0.06 -0.12+0.07 -0.17+0.08 0.03+0.10 -0.02£0.09 -0.12+0.06 0.16+ 0.12 0.10+ 0.06
219449 0.3k 0.10 -0.02+0.10 -0.23+0.18 -0.07+0.01 0.08+0.11 -0.07+0.09 -0.24+0.16 -0.22+0.04
221345 0.06: 0.09 -0.38+0.08 -0.52+0.04 -0.30+0.04 -0.18+0.12 -0.25+0.07 -0.15+0.01 -0.34+0.14
222404 0.34: 0.12 -0.08+0.10 -0.24+0.05 0.35+ 0.10 0.24+ 0.08 0.04+ 0.09 -0.06+0.15 -0.21+0.09

BD +48 738 0.12:0.10 -0.26+0.15 -0.24+0.18 -0.13:+0.19 -0.09+0.13 -0.21+0.10 -0.55+0.03  0.00+ 0.07

NGC 2423-3 0.2% 0.10 0.00+ 0.07 -0.09+0.11 0.11+ 0.03 0.08+0.12 -0.02+0.07 -0.32+0.04 0.13+ 0.08

NGC 4349-127 -0.040.11 -0.30+0.11 -0.40+0.17 -0.33+0.11 -0.31+0.10 -0.33+0.08 -0.63+0.14 -0.10+0.11
Giant stars without planets

2114 0.04+0.04 -0.02+£0.07 -0.07+0.07 -0.03+0.07 -0.04+0.05 -0.05+0.06 -0.07+0.24  0.36+0.11
3546 -0.36+0.05 -0.58+0.10 -0.69+0.03 -0.71+0.10 -0.44+0.10 -0.52+0.08 -0.33+0.02 -0.51+0.09
5395 -0.17+ 0.05 -0.44+0.07 -0.49+0.01 -0.39+0.06 -0.32+0.09 -0.36+0.05 -0.13+0.09 -0.33+0.07
5722 -0.12+ 0.06 -0.18+0.08 -0.12+0.16 -0.06+0.13 -0.08+0.12 -0.18:0.05 0.00+0.13  0.27+0.13
9408 -0.11+ 0.06  -0.34+0.07 -0.42+0.12 -0.20+0.07 -0.22+0.09 -0.27+£0.07 -0.13+0.16 -0.21+0.09
10761 0.1#0.10 0.02+0.10 -0.07+0.18 0.29+ 0.07 0.12+0.13  0.13£0.09 0.42+0.21  0.66+0.09
10975 0.1+ 0.07 -0.11+0.07 -0.15+0.09 0.09+0.08 -0.03:+0.11 -0.08+0.08 0.03+0.02  0.35+0.13
11949 0.05:0.11 -0.17+0.09 -0.24+0.04 0.07+0.10 0.03£0.11 -0.14+0.06  0.00+0.13  0.13+0.08
12438 -0.49: 0.02 -0.61+0.07 -0.59+0.01 -0.69+0.06 -0.49+0.08 -0.58+0.05 -0.58+0.01 -0.57+0.10
13468 -0.02: 0.08 -0.11+0.09 0.01+0.20 0.03+0.12 -0.01+0.14 -0.10+0.08 0.00+0.08 0.37+0.13
17824 0.10+ 0.07 0.07+ 0.08 0.11+0.04  0.21+0.06 0.01+£0.09 0.02£0.06  0.23+0.12 0.61+0.13
18322 0.33:0.10 -0.02+0.05 -0.07+0.06 0.29+ 0.11 0.13:0.09 -0.04+0.07 -0.13+0.10 0.10+0.08
18885 0.30: 0.17 0.10+ 0.09 0.04+ 0.09 0.37+0.12 0.20+0.08  0.09+0.08 -0.17+0.08 0.16+0.14
19845 0474 0.10 0.22+0.11 0.33+ 0.43 0.50+ 0.03 0.28+£0.14  0.23:0.09 0.43+£0.23  0.44+0.12
20791 0.16+ 0.07 0.07+ 0.07 0.16+0.17 0.33+0.09 0.12+0.13  0.12£0.07 0.21+0.07  0.44+0.10
20894 -0.04: 0.03 -0.04+0.05 -0.06+ 0.03 0.01+0.11 -0.05£0.08 -0.10+0.06 0.27+0.13  0.27+0.03
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Table 7.continued.

A&A proofs:manuscript no. jofre

HDJother M/H] [Cri/H] [Cru/H] [Mn/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H] [Zn/H] Ban/H]
22409 017005 -024:005 -0.24:003 -027/£005 -0.23t008 -028:005 -0.35:0.01 0.10£0.07
22663 0.20:0.13 -0.14:0.10 -0.26:0.16 0.01+0.01 0.04:0.12 -0.09:0.08 -0.50:0.02 -0.03:0.08
22675 0.19:0.11 0.11+0.11 0.31+020 0.39:0.07 0.29:014 012:008 0.70:0.16  0.680.10
23319 0.4%0.04 009:0.07 0.06:0.11 027:0.01 042+012 0.17:0.08 -0.22:0.14 -0.08:0.11
23940 -0.15:0.05 -0.47+0.09 -0.35:0.11 -0.37+0.12 -0.26+0.12 -0.40:+0.07 -0.13:0.12 -0.16:+0.08
27256 0.20:0.03 0.04:0.09 0.11+0.18 0.20:0.11 0.06:0.11 0.05:0.07 0.11+0.13  0.30+0.11
27348 0.22: 0.08  0.04:0.08 -0.01+0.15 0.33:0.06 0.06:0.15 0.07:0.08 0.07:0.01  0.46x 0.09
27371 0.22:0.06 0.08:0.07 -0.08:0.12 010:0.07 0.12+008 0.03:0.09 -0.14:0.31 -0.17+0.06
27697 0.17:0.07 0.02:0.09 -0.02:0.10 0.18:0.09 0.11+0.08  0.04:0.08 0.80:0.01  0.04= 0.08
28307 0.39:0.10  0.14:0.07 0.12:0.17 0.48:0.05 0.31+0.11 0.19:0.09 0.16:0.01  0.41+0.14
30557 0.04:0.07 -0.12:0.08 -0.25:0.05 0.09:0.06 -0.05:0.10 -0.12:0.08 0.06:0.06  0.03+ 0.07
32887 0.75:0.13  0.04:0.10 -0.17+0.02 0.36:0.13 0.20:+0.07 -0.18:0.09 -0.45:0.06  0.21+ 0.05
34538 -0.09:0.08 -0.36:0.07 -0.35:0.01 -0.28:0.10 -0.24:0.09 -0.33:0.06 -0.07+0.13 -0.36+0.04
34559 0.16: 0.06  0.06:0.07 0.06:0.14 040:0.12 0.10:010 0.11+008 0.20:0.16  0.50+0.10
34642 0.35:0.13 -0.02:0.06 -0.03:0.06 0.16:0.09 0.21+0.10  0.00:+0.08 0.02:0.16  0.08:0.11
35369 -0.06:0.03 -0.24:0.09 -0.21+0.11 -0.06+0.08 -0.13:0.06 -0.18:0.07 -0.12:0.13  0.15:0.06
36189 0.00: 0.03 -0.14:0.10 -0.24+0.18 0.02:0.07 -0.08:0.08 -0.12+0.07 -0.10:+0.09  0.12+0.05
36848 0.20:0.15 0.20:0.09  0.04:0.13 0.31:0.11 0.18:0.10 0.20:0.09 -0.06+0.08 -0.13:0.12
37160 -0.20:0.04 -057+0.08 -0.60+0.07 -0.61+0.08 -0.42:0.09 -0.52+0.06 -0.16:0.14 -0.63:0.07
43023 0.1k 0.07 0.07:0.08 0.030.07 0.25:0.06 0.06:0.08 0.04:0.07 0.30:0.11  0.46x0.10
45415 0.20:0.12 -0.09:0.07 -0.02:0.20 0.18:0.08 0.07+0.13  0.00:+0.07 0.12:0.09  0.30:0.10
48432 0.06: 0.08 -0.09:0.05 -0.05:0.10 0.14:0.12 -0.01+0.11 -0.06+0.07 -0.09+0.05  0.32+0.08
50778 0.16: 0.07 -0.3740.09 -0.50+0.17 -0.45:0.10 -0.19+0.08 -0.47+0.09 -0.65:0.01 -0.33:0.10
54810 -0.11:0.06 -0.28:0.06 -0.24:0.01 -0.16+0.05 -0.04-0.08 -0.28:0.05 -0.38:0.11 -0.12:0.06
60986 0.28:0.07 0.07£0.06 -0.020.19 033:0.06 0.15:014 0.10+0.07 0.04:0.01  0.38:0.12
61363 -0.03:0.05 -0.26:0.10 -0.19:+0.04 -0.03:0.09 -0.07+0.11 -0.16:0.07 -0.02:0.06  0.16+0.07
61935 0.24:0.08 -0.03:0.08 -0.09:0.07 0.15:0.11 0.09+0.11 -0.02:0.06 -0.23:0.12  0.08:0.11
62902 0.10:0.16 0.35:0.11 0.33:0.29 021+0.02 0.28:012 025:0.10 0.00:+0.09  0.30+ 0.08
65345 0.23:0.06 -0.03:0.06 -0.07+0.11 0.26:0.10 0.10:0.12 0.03:0.07 0.03:0.08  0.21+0.09
65695 0.00:0.15 -0.16:0.08 -0.26:0.12 0.00:0.13 -0.07+0.12 -0.21+0.08 -0.30+0.11  0.14+0.13
68375 0.08:0.05 -0.04:0.05 -0.05:0.15 0.10:0.06 -0.03:0.11 -0.03:t0.06 0.11+0.08  0.38 0.09
72650 0.05:0.12 0.04:0.09 -0.04:0.11 0.46:0.13 0.39:0.14 0.08:0.09 -0.24:+0.19  0.06x 0.05
73017 -0.26:0.10 -0.55:0.08 -0.57+0.07 -0.48:0.07 -0.36+0.08 -0.45:0.05 -0.13:0.09 -0.40:0.07
76813 0.1k 0.04 -0.06:0.08 -0.12:0.12 0.06:0.07 -0.02:0.09 -0.05:0.07 0.02:+0.10  0.23: 0.03
78235 0.07:0.03 -0.08:0.06 -0.18:0.08 0.11+0.04 -0.08:0.10 -0.10:+0.07 0.12:0.11  0.34x 0.07
81797 0.15:0.17 0.13:0.15 0.03:0.12 036:0.15 0.11+016 005:0.14 0.30:0.22  0.330.07
83441 0.40: 0.18  0.06:0.08 -0.03:0.09 0.31x0.11 0.33:0.10 0.06:0.08 -0.26:0.19  0.16+0.14
85444 0.27:0.05 0.15:0.06 0.11+0.06 0.16:0.05 0.24:0.07 0.08:0.05 0.11+0.08  0.59 0.12
95808 0.15:0.05 -0.08:0.05 0.08:0.10 0.10:+0.08 0.09+0.10 -0.02:0.07 0.16:0.01  0.09: 0.05
101484 0.25:0.11  0.04:0.07 -0.02:0.04 0.34:0.07 0.15:0.13 0.07+0.07 0.18:0.15 0.38:0.11
104979 -0.08:0.04 -0.34:0.08 -0.23:0.11 -0.29:0.10 -0.206+0.10 -0.30+0.08 0.00+0.09  0.52+0.12
106714 0.02:0.04 -0.11+0.05 -0.08:0.17 0.03:0.10 -0.07+0.10 -0.11+0.06 -0.02:0.09  0.33:0.13
107446 0.5%:0.06 -0.07+0.09 -0.30:0.10 0.15:0.03 0.07:0.16 -0.19+0.08 -0.27+0.10  0.25:0.12
109379 0.03:0.04 0.06:0.08 0.20:0.04 027008 004:0.06 0.01+006 0.37:0.02 0.54+0.12
113226 0.28:0.06  0.10:0.08 0.02:0.09 0.23:0.09 0.16:£0.07 0.11+0.07 -0.10:+0.03  0.14+0.07
115202 0.30:0.09 -0.02:0.06 -0.06:0.08 0.15:0.10 0.14:0.09  0.00+0.07 -0.15:0.10 -0.35:0.15
115659 0.15:0.06  0.15:0.07 0.16:0.02 0.30:0.07 0.09:0.06 0.16:0.08 0.38:0.11 0.76+0.02
116292 0.02:0.06 -0.13:0.08 -0.27:+0.05 0.13:0.10 -0.09:0.11 -0.07+0.07 -0.09:+0.04 0.22+0.15
119126 0.06:0.07 -0.10+0.07 -0.14:0.09 0.13:0.13 -0.02:0.10 -0.04:0.07 0.08:0.21  0.21+0.10
120420 0.00:0.09 -0.24+0.08 -0.21+0.15 0.04:0.08 -0.13:0.11 -0.18:0.07 -0.01+0.18 0.12+0.08
124882 0.05:0.15 -0.38:0.07 -0.46:0.14 -0.23:0.11 -0.38:0.11 -0.40:+0.08 -0.43:0.09 -0.25:0.05
125560 0.47:0.02 0.11+0.07 -0.01+0.10 0.21+002 0.19:0.04 0.08:0.08 0.23:0.06 -0.08:0.15
130952 011009 -0.40:0.08 -0.35:0.12 -0.41+0.08 -0.12+0.11 -0.32:0.07 0.08:0.13 -0.16+0.07
131109 0.65:0.13 -0.01+0.09 -0.19:0.01 -0.01+0.06 0.25:0.03 -0.14+0.08 -0.53:0.05 -0.04+0.08
133208 0.03:0.05 -0.11+0.09 0.01+0.12 -0.01+0.07 -0.02:0.07 -0.08:0.07 0.04:0.06 0.23:0.07
136014 -0.23:0.03 -0.50:0.05 -0.45:0.04 -0.61+0.10 -0.25:0.13 -0.41+0.06 -0.07:0.07 -0.51+0.10
138716 0.3%0.08 0.01+0.09 -0.02:0.02 0.37+0.12 031:0.11 0.07+0.08 0.30:0.13 0.16:0.12
138852 0.03:0.06 -0.17+0.08 -0.25:0.06 -0.01+0.09 -0.08:0.09 -0.12+0.06 0.13:0.06 0.19+0.12
138905 012006 -0.36:0.09 -0.23:0.15 -0.22:0.11 -0.25:0.10 -0.33:0.05 -0.14:+0.12  0.03:0.09
148760 0.42:0.05 0.08:0.08 0.03:0.11 0.18:0.01 0.30:0.13 0.11+0.08 -0.14:0.11 -0.04+0.13
150997 002003 -0.10:0.08 -0.18:0.13 0.03:0.08 -0.13:0.10 -0.15+0.06 0.05:0.12  0.30+ 0.09
151249 0.73:0.13 -0.08:0.11 -0.29:0.09 0.09:0.19 0.02:0.11 -0.30+0.11 -0.65:0.08  0.29: 0.01
152334 0.15:0.16  0.03:0.10 -0.04:0.15 0.2060.04 0.23:0.06 0.02:0.09 -0.35:0.16 0.11+0.12
152980 0.720.14 0.09:0.12 0.03:0.08 056002 0.10:0.10 0.05:009 058:0.14 0.51+0.07
159353 -0.13:0.07 -0.16:0.06 -0.04+0.15 -0.02:0.04 -0.15:0.11 -0.15:0.08 -0.13:0.26 -0.11+0.04
161178 0.06:0.08 -0.13:0.08 -0.274+0.07 0.09:0.05 005:0.13 -0.05:0.07 0.12:0.22 0.29:0.11
162076 0.22:0.08 0.0+ 0.06 -0.04:0.16 0.25:0.03 0.10:+0.10  0.04:0.09  0.14+0.05  0.19:0.04
165760 0.21:0.06  0.10£0.05 0.09:0.05 0.26:0.04 0.09:0.07 0.09+0.07 0.03:0.11  0.40+0.07
168723 0.0 0.07 -0.20:0.07 -0.2060.06 -0.14:0.04 -0.08:0.09 -0.19+0.05 -0.22+0.02 -0.12+0.07
171391 0.1 0.05 0.030.07 011+0.12 0.32:0.12 006:0.11 0.04:0.06 0.27+0.09  0.53+0.09
174295 -0.03:0.09 -0.23:0.05 -0.31+0.06 -0.24:0.07 -0.17:+0.07 -0.27+0.07 -0.11+0.14 -0.02+0.10
180711 0.01004 -0.18:0.07 -0.174+0.12 0.02:0.04 -0.07:0.10 -0.13:0.08 -0.02:0.17 0.22+0.14
185351 0.22:0.08  0.04:0.07 -0.02:0.11 0.33:0.11 0.10:0.12 0.06:0.05 0.16:0.08  0.27+0.03
192787 0.10:0.03 -0.10+0.07 -0.22:0.07 0.1060.09 -0.04:0.07 -0.07+0.06 0.01+0.07  0.25:0.08
192879 0.12:0.10 -0.04:0.09 0.02:0.08 0.24:0.13 0.10:0.12 0.00:0.07 0.27:0.06 0.41+0.11
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Table 7.continued.

HD/other V/H] [Cri/H] [Cru/H] [Mn/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H] [Zn/H] [Bau/H]
198232 0.2# 0.09 0.06+ 0.05 0.03+ 0.15 0.16+ 0.09 0.09+ 0.10 0.01+ 0.06 -0.17+0.18 0.50+ 0.11
203387 0.12#0.04 0.09+0.07 0.16+0.12 0.18:0.08 0.04+0.07 0.01+0.05 0.11+0.20 0.49+0.04
204771 0.25:0.08 0.04+0.07 0.03+0.21  0.40+0.07 0.18:0.10 0.08:0.07 0.12+0.10 0.28:0.06
205435 0.06: 0.03 -0.09+0.05 -0.17+0.11 0.03+0.05 -0.09+0.10 -0.13+0.07 0.06+ 0.04 0.39+ 0.10
212271 0.2%0.09 0.07+0.10 0.19+0.10 0.41+0.11 0.15+0.13 0.08:t0.08 0.29+0.08  0.28:0.07
212496 -0.09- 0.07 -0.37+=0.06 -0.42+0.04 -0.22+0.08 -0.22+0.09 -0.31+0.07 -0.07+0.08 -0.15+0.07
213986 0.2k 0.12 0.09+ 0.07 0.24+ 0.10 0.46+ 0.07 0.12+ 0.13 0.11+ 0.07 0.35+ 0.06 0.22+ 0.09
215030 -0.33: 0.04 -0.55+0.08 -0.51+0.04 -0.46+0.11 -0.37+0.11 -0.43:0.05 -0.29+0.05 -0.35+0.06
216131 0.12 0.06 -0.03+0.05 -0.05+0.08 0.21+ 0.08 0.04+ 0.07 -0.02+ 0.07 0.34+ 0.14 0.39+ 0.09
224533 0.05: 0.05 0.01+0.08 -0.03+0.08 0.25+ 0.12 0.00+ 0.12 0.00+ 0.06 0.20+ 0.13 0.41+ 0.13

Subgiant stars with planets

10697 0.12-0.03  0.14+0.04 0.24+0.15 0.26:£0.05 0.16+0.06 0.15+0.06 0.15+0.07 0.38+0.14
11964 0.18-0.04 0.06+0.05 0.05£0.07 0.15£+0.06 0.12+0.05 0.04+0.04 0.14+0.03  0.02+0.02
16141 0.13+ 0.02 0.15+ 0.02 0.14+ 0.02 0.18+ 0.04 0.13+ 0.02 0.13+ 0.02 0.39+ 0.05 0.25+0.11
16175 0.3+ 0.08 0.25:0.08 0.23:0.24 0.28:0.03 0.29+0.09 0.32+0.08 0.29+0.18 0.20+0.04
27442 1.03:0.15 0.32£0.10 0.30+0.08 0.90+0.06 0.64+0.09 0.37+0.09 0.34+0.20 0.26+0.14
33283 0.44+ 0.05 0.33+ 0.08 0.45+ 0.08 0.51+ 0.06 0.47+ 0.08 0.46+ 0.05 0.53+ 0.08 0.35+ 0.01
33473 -0.06: 0.09 -0.11+0.03 -0.12+0.05 -0.16+0.05 -0.09+0.04 -0.12+0.03 -0.12+0.02  0.03+0.05
38529 0.46+ 0.05 0.29+ 0.09 0.31+ 0.08 0.70+ 0.04 0.45+ 0.12 0.40+ 0.07 0.63+ 0.04 0.44+ 0.03
38801 0.44+ 0.05 0.23+ 0.10 0.18+ 0.04 0.44+ 0.12 0.41+ 0.09 0.26+ 0.07 0.38+ 0.11 0.17+0.12
48265 0.55-0.02 0.41+0.06 0.36£0.04 0.60+£0.11 0.60+0.06 0.49+0.04 0.76:+0.06 0.24+0.10
60532 -0.30:0.19 -0.14+0.10 -0.16+0.04 -0.19+0.06 -0.13+0.10 -0.14+0.08 -0.17+-0.15 -0.04+0.07
73526 0.29+ 0.03 0.20+ 0.06 0.34+ 0.08 0.36+ 0.10 0.35+ 0.06 0.28+ 0.06 0.65+ 0.10 0.31+ 0.09
73534 0.56+ 0.11 0.17+ 0.10 0.21+ 0.01 0.62+ 0.17 0.49+ 0.13 0.24+ 0.08 0.43+ 0.22 0.17+ 0.02
88133 0.48: 0.05 0.30+ 0.06 0.26+ 0.07 0.49+ 0.13 0.46+ 0.08 0.35+ 0.05 0.41+ 0.21 0.21+ 0.07
96167 0.39:0.06 0.29+0.07 0.46£0.12 052:£0.09 0.47+0.06 0.42+0.06 0.56+0.05 0.28+0.04
117176 0.0: 0.06 -0.10+0.06 -0.14+0.08 -0.07+0.11 -0.06+0.05 -0.09+0.04 -0.03+0.02 -0.02+0.10
156411 -0.14- 0.09 -0.13+0.06 -0.11+0.06 -0.18+0.05 -0.13+0.06 -0.13+0.03 -0.15+0.09 -0.01+0.10
156846 0.24-0.07 0.18:0.04 0.27+0.09 0.23+0.03 0.19+0.04 0.21+0.03 0.25:0.03 0.24+0.14
158038 0.69 0.13 0.20+ 0.10 0.21+ 0.16 0.65+ 0.19 0.63+0.12 0.32+ 0.10 0.28+ 0.05 0.34+ 0.13
159868 0.06: 0.02 -0.02+ 0.05 0.03+ 0.08 0.01+ 0.05 0.02+ 0.06 -0.01+0.04 0.23+ 0.10 0.12+ 0.05
167042 0.28:0.08 -0.02+0.07 -0.04+0.08 0.15+0.13 0.14+0.09 0.01+0.07 -0.08:0.03 0.06+0.13
171028 -0.44: 0.08 -0.47+0.05 -0.46+0.02 -0.58+0.07 -0.45+0.04 -0.48+0.04 -0.48+0.04 -0.36+0.06
175541 0.04: 0.07 -0.12+0.04 -0.14+0.05 -0.05+0.05 -0.08+0.10 -0.14+0.07 -0.12+0.12 0.02+ 0.08
177830 0.8:0.11  0.28+0.11  0.10+0.10 0.49+0.19 0.56+0.12 0.30+0.10 0.03:0.06 -0.03:0.14
179079 0.42: 0.11 0.15+ 0.12 0.13+0.01 0.51+ 0.12 0.39+ 0.06 0.27+ 0.09 0.33+ 0.05 0.07+ 0.06
185269 0.09:0.15 0.09+0.06 0.10+0.09 0.12+0.04 0.13+0.09 0.15:+0.06 0.05£0.08 0.03:+0.10
190228 -0.15: 0.05 -0.29+0.09 -0.24+0.03 -0.15+0.10 -0.23+0.08 -0.23:t0.05 0.01+0.09 -0.11+0.02
190647 0.35: 0.09 0.22+ 0.04 0.18+ 0.07 0.33+ 0.04 0.36+ 0.03 0.24+ 0.04 0.39+ 0.10 0.17+ 0.04
219077 -0.02: 0.03 -0.10+0.04 -0.09+0.01 -0.12+0.05 -0.04+0.04 -0.14+0.03 0.16+0.07 -0.03:0.03
219828 0.20: 0.04 0.15+0.04 0.16+0.01 0.19+0.05 0.20+0.04 0.19+0.02 0.12+0.22  0.29+ 0.09

Subgiant stars without planets

2151 -0.02+ 0.12 -0.08:0.04 -0.07+0.04 -0.09+0.06 -0.08+0.05 -0.07+=0.03 0.01+ 0.02 0.01+ 0.08

3795 -0.39+ 0.03 -0.56+0.07 -0.52-0.06 -0.75+0.09 -0.46+0.04 -0.54+0.05 -0.34+0.11 -0.47+0.14

9562 0.14+ 0.07 0.08:0.07 0.22+0.17 0.31+0.12 0.14+0.05 0.18:0.05 0.34+0.12 0.13:0.07
16548 0.29+ 0.05 0.17+ 0.04 0.11+ 0.13 0.21+ 0.05 0.23+ 0.05 0.20+ 0.03 0.19+ 0.01 0.30+ 0.14
18907 -0.36:t0.05 -0.57+0.04 -0.56+0.04 -0.72+0.12 -0.44+0.05 -0.60+0.04 -0.43+0.01 -0.57+0.10
21019 -0.38:0.04 -0.46+0.03 -0.44+0.03 -0.57+0.04 -0.38:0.05 -0.46+0.02 -0.41+0.05 -0.53+0.10
22918 0.41+0.11 -0.02+-0.08 -0.14+0.03 0.12+ 0.13 0.15+0.10 -0.02+0.08 0.14+ 0.04 -0.05+0.02
23249 0.41+0.08 0.08:0.07 -0.01+0.13 0.16:£0.08 0.24+0.07 0.06+0.06 -0.04+0.12 -0.22+0.06
24341 -0.49: 0.07 -0.54+0.08 -0.60+0.08 -0.69+0.04 -0.47+0.06 -0.55+0.05 -0.46+0.10 -0.62+0.02
24365 -0.08:0.05 -0.15+0.10 -0.17+0.11 -0.10+0.06 -0.15+0.06 -0.23+0.08 -0.17+-0.08 -0.19+0.02
24892 -0.20: 0.03 -0.33+0.03 -0.33+0.04 -0.44+0.11 -0.27+£0.02 -0.36+0.03 -0.28+0.03 -0.40+0.01
30508 0.0+ 0.05 -0.13+0.05 -0.15+0.14 -0.07+0.06 -0.13:+0.09 -0.15+0.07 -0.07+0.05 0.18+0.07
39156 0.04-0.06 -0.10+0.06 -0.17+0.13 -0.06+0.06 -0.05+0.06 -0.11+0.06 -0.11+0.13 0.04+ 0.04
57006 0.03:0.02 -0.08+0.11 -0.05+0.08 -0.06+0.07 -0.07+0.03 -0.04+0.07 -0.14+0.02 0.12+0.07
67767 0.09: 0.03 -0.12+0.10 -0.16+0.09 0.09+0.11 -0.06+£0.08 -0.09+0.08 -0.07+0.08 -0.17+0.05
75782 0.12+ 0.06 0.18+ 0.09 0.07+ 0.05 0.30+ 0.05 0.25+ 0.06 0.22+ 0.07 0.14+ 0.02 -0.05+0.09
92588 0.1+ 0.06 0.00+0.05 0.01+0.06 0.15+0.06 0.13:+0.08 0.01+0.04 0.04+0.12  0.08+0.03
114613 0.2G: 0.02 0.19+ 0.03 0.11+0.11 0.31+ 0.07 0.25+ 0.07 0.21+ 0.02 0.33+ 0.05 0.14+ 0.08
121370 0.1A0.14 0.08+0.07 -0.07+0.16 0.40+ 0.17 0.17+0.13 0.18+ 0.08 0.31+0.17 -0.11+0.06
140785 -0.02: 0.11 -0.04+0.08 -0.04+0.05 -0.08+0.05 -0.03+0.12 -0.06+0.04 0.12+0.16  0.02+0.08
150474 0.1G: 0.02 -0.04+0.08 -0.14+0.05 -0.05+ 0.05 0.02+ 0.06 -0.07+0.05 -0.09+0.07 -0.24+0.03
156826 -0.16: 0.05 -0.28+0.07 -0.27+0.06 -0.24+0.07 -0.22+0.08 -0.27+0.05 -0.17+0.05 -0.03:0.10
164507 0.16:0.04 0.12+0.06 0.15+0.05 0.17+0.04 0.14+0.05 0.14+0.04 0.20+0.07 0.23:0.04
170829 0.1% 0.03 0.08+ 0.05 0.04+ 0.04 0.19+ 0.07 0.12+ 0.05 0.07+ 0.05 0.15+ 0.13 0.16+ 0.10
182572 0.4%0.09 0.31+0.11 0.44+0.12 0.66-0.04 0.38+0.05 0.40+0.08 0.80+0.17  0.47+0.09
188512 0.08 0.04 -0.11+0.06 -0.18+0.12 -0.09+0.04 -0.03+0.08 -0.13+0.04 0.15+ 0.18 -0.03+0.06
191026 0.1+ 0.06 -0.02+0.05 -0.04+0.06 0.13+ 0.12 0.04+ 0.06 -0.01+ 0.05 0.14+ 0.09 0.11+ 0.09
196378 -0.3%-0.00 -0.42+0.06 -0.38+0.07 -0.47+0.08 -0.40+0.08 -0.37+0.04 -0.47+0.01 -0.49:+0.06
198802 -0.0x0.11 -0.03+0.06 -0.15+0.08 -0.05+0.04 -0.06+0.08 -0.03+0.05 -0.06+0.07 0.04+ 0.01
205420 0.02: 0.08 -0.05+0.11 -0.05+0.09 0.02+0.09 -0.15+0.09 -0.08+0.08 -0.13+0.07 0.01+ 0.12
208801 0.5%0.11 0.03+0.09 -0.01+0.10 0.08+0.12 0.23+0.10 0.02+0.08 -0.08+0.03 -0.14+0.03
211038 0.0k 0.04 -0.28+0.06 -0.26+0.08 -0.30+0.05 -0.07+0.06 -0.26+0.05 -0.02+0.02 -0.28+0.09
218101 0.280.06  0.04+0.07 -0.02+0.11 0.17+0.11 0.18:0.06 0.05:+0.06 0.24+0.09  0.00+ 0.02
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HDJother M/H] [Cri/H] [Cru/H] [Mn/H] [Co/H] [Ni/H] [Zn/H] Ban/H]
221420 045:0.03 0.35:0.05 025:0.10 0.46:006 049:0.04 044:004 045:0.11 0.35:0.07
221585 0.31:0.05 0.16:0.09 0.28:0.04 050:009 031:0.09 0.29:007 067:0.12 0.37+0.09

161797A 0.26:0.06 0.19:0.07 0.40:0.16 046:0.12 0.33:007 0.28:006 0.64:0.13  0.26+0.06
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Table 9. Galaxy population membership, radial velocities and galapace-velocity components.

Star Classification VR Uisr Visr Wi sr
HD/other (kms™) (kms™) (kms™) (kms™)
Giant stars with planets
1502 Thin -9.94+ 0.06 30.36: 5.13  -36.68+ 4.28 -1.46+1.93
1690 Thin 18.49 0.05 10.31+ 8.65 6.12+2.88  -10.72- 0.54
4313 Thin 14.4Q- 0.08 -6.68+ 0.43 17.13: 0.59 -2.06+ 0.33
4732 Thin 26.18 0.15 -0.03+ 0.39 -18.67+0.93  -20.24-0.16
5608 Thin -23.24:0.15 -18.5% 0.13  -24.65:0.32 1.83£ 0.38
5891 Thick -96.8G: 0.09  -66.99-4.74  -83.02:9.29  35.98: 11.15
11977 Thin -16.2Q- 0.02 26.48+ 0.35 11.20+ 0.06 11.81+0.09
12929 Thin -14.64-0.02 -10.23:0.05 -21.78:0.10 10.30: 0.03
15779 Thin -6.510.06 -26.07 0.47 1.58+ 0.20 3.27+0.35
16400 Thin 8.98- 0.08 -3.12+ 0.21  -19.82+1.10 -1.17+ 0.16
18742 Thin -13.7& 0.07  -33.72: 1.90 6.32+ 0.49 10.68: 0.92
28305 Thin 38.5@ 0.05 31.140.08 -13.77%+0.24 5.46+ 0.15
28678 Thin 61.4Q@- 0.08 40.39+ 0.87 -14.84+2.46  -23.421.23
30856 Thin 35.5% 0.07 476+ 0.58 -26.85:1.07 -8.40+ 0.51
33142 Thin 33.5& 0.06 27.91+1.26 5.00+ 1.50 -5.32+ 0.45
47205 Thin 257 0.14 -14.28:0.10 -2.61+ 0.11 9.11+ 0.03
47536 Thick 78.8& 0.06 46.72: 0.57  -73.30: 0.37 54.48+ 1.98
59686 Thin -32.22 0.21  -54.12: 0.46  -19.23: 0.98 1.07+£ 0.15
62509 Thin 3.23 0.02 6.18+ 0.04 10.19+ 0.02 -18.83: 0.08
66141 Thin 71.5% 0.01 65.98: 0.45 -5.81+ 0.63 36.32: 0.20
73108 Thin 14.62- 0.19 10.21+ 0.25 22.16+ 0.25 -3.56+ 0.41
81688 Thin 38.5& 0.20 19.70:0.19 -44.41+1.76 37.08+ 0.18
89484 Thin -36.7: 0.90  -84.04: 1.26 2.15+ 0.46 3.06+ 0.91
90043 Thin 7.28 0.07 -33.84:0.78 -4.04+ 0.16 19.57+ 0.23
95089 Thin 8.16- 0.06 -3.34+ 0.78  -30.18t 3.57 -9.57+ 2.70
96063 Thin -1.3%20.09  -34.50: 3.26 3.02+ 0.65 7.98+ 0.53
98219 Thin -10.2% 0.10 58.13: 6.05 -20.43:3.06  -36.08: 3.37
107383 Thin 40.1% 0.20 49.39+ 1.15 6.77+0.21 47.19+ 0.20
108863 Thin -28.02 0.09 3287 11.99 -53.0Q-16.90 -29.18 2.34
110014 Thin -18.1% 0.07 17.82: 0.61 -10.35:0.65  -15.30+0.21
112410 Transition 72.330.03 -15.70:2.28  -78.62+ 1.57 25.71+1.42
120084 Thin -8.84- 0.28 21.53:0.86 -11.16+£0.33 -8.56+ 0.32
122430 Thin 0.0@- 0.15 4.23+ 0.67 -9.22+ 0.68 10.61+0.23
136512 Thin -54.15 0.20 21.26:0.42 -57.31+1.51 -14.33£ 0.89
137759 Thin -10.7% 0.20 -7.70+ 0.02 -1.76£ 0.13 -1.09+ 0.15
141680 Thin -3.1%0.08 -22.21+0.35 -1.46+£ 0.18  -10.24+ 0.37
142091 Thin -25.16 0.13  -43.35:0.27 -35.92:0.19 -11.94+ 0.10
148427 Thin -35.05 0.05 25.26+ 0.14 -2.44+ 0.28 0.99+ 0.33
163917 Thin 13.19 0.04 -31.46:0.12 -11.88+0.26 -1.64+ 0.14
170693 Thin 32.120.20 -11.5%40.15 56.87+0.48  -22.30+ 0.86
180902 Thin -4.0Q: 0.08 -1.80+ 0.46 0.00+ 0.51 -11.03: 1.86
181342 Thin -0.76:0.07 -20.14£0.75 -17.13:1.52 22.42+ 1.07
188310 Thin -41.0% 0.05 17.22: 0.06 -32.62-0.14  -19.66+ 0.56
192699 Thin 13.750.08  -34.20: 0.59 1.69+ 0.51 5.53+ 0.18
199665 Thin 3.8k 0.05 -30.39+ 0.44 0.06+ 0.20 12.26+0.18
200964 Thin -71.69 0.04 58.60+ 1.17  -33.15+ 0.48 24.90+ 0.61
203949 Thin -77.9@ 0.05 89.76+ 1.15 -6.72£ 0.18 18.47+1.12
206610 Thin -18.6@ 0.09 1.75+ 0.97 -3.89+ 0.53 18.73: 0.74
210702 Thin 16.96 0.07 -16.69: 0.11 16.82+ 0.09 -4.30+ 0.10
212771 Thin 149 0.03  -85.52-7.28 -34.60:4.81 8.24+1.43
219449 Thin -25.8& 0.07 62.72-0.91 -37.01x0.41 -0.44+ 0.41
221345 Thick -59.99 0.20 55.30+1.74  -96.67+1.05  -31.92+1.30
222404 Thin -42.820.30 -31.76:0.14 -32.63:0.25 456+ 0.10
BD +48 738 unclassified -6.08 0.04 -+ - -+ - -+ -
NGC 2423-3 Thin 18.23 0.17 -13.42: 434  -22.10:3.79 4,99+ 5.52
NGC 4349-127 Thick -11.42 0.20 96.79:43.91 -38.4% 25.07 107.6& 44.46
Giant stars without planets
2114 Thin -5.40: 0.06 -23.06:0.73 1.05+ 0.19 8.61+0.21
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Star Classification VR ULsr Visr Wisr
HD/other (kms™) (kms™) (kms™) (kms™)
3546 Thin -84.43:0.15 -110.75-0.63 -54.61+ 0.11 6.33+ 0.46
5395 Thin -47.73:0.12 -59.06+ 0.33 -20.40+ 0.22 -3.43+ 0.20
5722 Thin -19.24+ 0.07 -30.33: 0.90 4.28+ 0.26 23.12+ 0.15
9408 Thin 6.66+ 0.14 -15.4Q: 0.27 17.38: 0.21 -1.94+ 0.24
10761 Thin 12.16-0.03 25.18+ 1.68 241+ 0.47 13.174 0.90
10975 Thin 34.84 0.17 52.831.48 -12.48+1.48 -6.41+0.14
11949 Thin -0.6A0.17 -9.368+ 0.14 8.14+ 0.16 21.92+ 0.34
12438 Thin 24.4Q0.10 -70.35+ 1.70 -4.64+ 0.17 -27.86+ 0.32
13468 Thin 27.6% 0.05 -9.78: 0.78 -0.43: 0.58 -26.31+ 0.56
17824 Thin -5.9G: 0.04 -21.75:0.12 10.29+ 0.06 7.06+ 0.07
18322 Thin -20.32- 0.05 -37.76£ 0.14  -36.04+- 0.34 16.19+ 0.08
18885 Thin 14.33 0.06 8.92+ 0.58 -11.76:0.83 4.85+ 0.50
19845 Thin -11.0@- 0.21 -11.97% 0.37 -12.34+ 0.53 4.69+ 0.26
20791 Thin 7.44- 0.10 3.58: 0.30 -20.58:0.86 10.13: 0.30
20894 Thin 521 0.09 -21.60:1.24 6.60+ 0.46 -6.31+ 0.80
22409 Thin 35.28 0.07 45,54+ 1.58 21.02+1.12 3.09+ 1.06
22663 Thin 11.5@- 0.02 -10.28+ 0.21 -4.51+ 0.20 -0.78+0.11
22675 Thin -29.69 0.06 -49.7Q= 0.95 -13.72+ 1.17 14.82+ 0.68
23319 Thin 9.9Q: 0.07 -33.49: 0.34 5.96+ 0.09 -15.15+ 0.19
23940 Transition 52.68 0.08 -55.46+ 1.68 -79.51+ 1.50 -35.18+ 0.08
27256 Thin 35.5@- 0.06 2.91+ 0.07 -25.11+ 0.05 -12.92+ 0.05
27348 Thin -26.82- 0.13 -37.76: 0.13 1.66+0.10 5.16+ 0.14
27371 Thin 38.5& 0.09 32.57% 0.15 -15.75+ 0.35 7.31+x0.26
27697 Thin 37.9% 0.04 31.12- 0.18 -13.97+ 0.58 6.04+ 0.39
28307 Thin 38.7% 0.45 31.93+0.42 -12.42+ 0.23 7.62+ 0.26
30557 Thin 29.3% 0.28 17.45: 0.27 18.71+ 0.20 -16.470.77
32887 Thin 1.0G: 0.06 -25.78: 0.21 -12.23+ 0.22 5.43+ 0.06
34538 Thin 74.08 0.03 37.46+ 0.16 -38.13:0.14 -31.39+ 0.13
34559 Thin 19.030.21 590+ 0.22 -23.52:0.64 -6.51+ 0.28
34642 Thin 21.1@0.09 -44.22+ 0.29 -40.07+ 0.21 -2.76+ 0.05
35369 Thin -17.6& 0.17 -30.59+ 0.15 7.70+ 0.09 6.72+ 0.09
36189 Thin 10.0@- 0.07 11.49+ 0.55 2.74+0.17 -4.36+ 0.19
36848 Thin -0.6Q= 0.09 -12.24+ 0.07 -1.89+0.12 17.11+0.13
37160 Transition 98.96 0.09 66.11+ 0.19 -71.79 0.49 -25.45+ 0.13
43023 Thin 51.7& 0.10 39.72: 0.24  -10.19+0.41 -3.98+ 0.22
45415 Thin 52.94 0.12 42.44+ 0.21 -6.22+ 0.42 -11.02: 0.47
48432 Thin 18.29- 0.20 10.2Q= 0.20 -0.59+ 0.28 14.69+ 0.11
50778 Transition 96.2@ 0.10 71.01= 0.52 -43.26+ 0.81 -48.32+ 2.43
54810 Thin 77.74 0.09 85.19+ 0.50 2.01+ 0.65 40.00: 0.43
60986 Thin -36.33 0.15 -52.65+ 0.84 16.674 0.85 15.09+ 1.96
61363 Thin 39.32-0.18 49.60x 2.23 -39.70+ 4.46 -5.73+2.77
61935 Thin 11.66 0.06 2.31+ 0.06 -1.69+ 0.05 -7.35£ 0.13
62902 Thin -32.0@- 0.03 -61.18+ 0.90 -2.39+ 0.93 0.90+ 0.18
65345 Thin 42.6% 0.20 65.05+ 1.10 18.51+ 0.99 -13.90: 0.83
65695 Thin -28.02- 0.03 -19.90+ 0.24 27.60+ 0.11 -18.41+ 0.44
68375 Thin 4.330.16 -17.92+ 0.29 10.69: 0.14 19.21+ 0.27
72650 Thin -7.2G: 0.04 -43.12¢ 1.43 13.874 0.08 -0.70+ 0.43
73017 Thin -48.2@- 0.18 -27.92: 0.51 -7.19+0.12 -45.48+ 0.62
76813 Thin 20.82-0.21 16.51+ 0.33 -12.174 0.37 4.33+ 0.45
78235 Thin -13.9Q- 0.14 -11.13+ 0.33 9.43+0.12 -11.35 0.34
81797 Thin -4.2°# 0.05 -4.03+ 0.09 14.17 0.07 7.08+ 0.05
83441 Thin 20.1G- 0.08 1.66+ 0.46 -15.45+ 0.10 1.92+ 0.47
85444 Thin -14.34- 0.04 -24.52+ 0.23 12.92: 0.10 -0.48+ 0.08
95808 Thin -8.9G: 0.10 -2.83:0.64 -33.63:3.25 -47.21+ 3.46
101484 Thin 9.38 0.14 4,72+ 0.42 -22.56+ 0.82 7.57+0.30
104979 Thin -29.62 0.21 41.96+ 0.57 3.52+ 0.16 -25.30= 0.20
106714 Thin -27.89 0.13 -5.26+ 0.19 1.98+ 0.17 -21.85+0.13
107446 Thin -4.6G- 0.10 4539 0.64  -19.25+0.35 30.65+ 0.29
109379 Thin -7.34-0.08 -12.02: 0.06 4.14+ 0.08 -6.69+ 0.09
113226 Thin -14.29 0.02 30.43+0.18 -13.74+ 0.10 -3.86+ 0.02
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Table 9. continued.

Star Classification VR ULsr Visr Wisr
HD/other (kms™) (kms™) (kms™) (kms™)
115202 Thin 35.1% 0.07 -78.69-0.54 5.74+ 0.21 11.36+ 0.22
115659 Thin -4.740.08 -21.0%0.10 11.08+ 0.05 -3.43+ 0.07
116292 Thin -25.85 0.11 15.44+ 0.35 -2.91+ 055 -17.61+0.19
119126 Thin 41%0.16 -12.56:0.15 -9.35+ 0.53 11.62+ 0.16
120420 Thin 10.930.14 0.70+ 0.31 17.71+ 0.27 17.49: 0.14
124882 Thin 4.6@- 0.06 18.65:0.40 -25.11+0.35 14.65+ 0.13
125560 Thin -7.64 0.09 29.42+ 0.46 -7.80+0.17 16.40+ 0.22
130952 Thin 83.6@ 0.06 -99.91+0.96 -12.51+0.30 38.37+ 0.86
131109 Thin -31.2@ 0.08 36.08: 0.77 2.13+:0.75 24.81+ 0.30
133208 Thin -18.4@ 0.16 -6.57+0.05 -17.54:0.16 -1.17+0.16
136014 Transition 11.3@0.09 4.09+1.36 -80.15+4.58  -30.6% 2.36
138716 Thin 49.25 0.08 -81.28+0.21 7.14+ 0.04 -5.25+ 0.27
138852 Thin 4.7%0.20 44,94+ 1.24  -15.46+ 0.57 25.01+ 0.37
138905 Thin -26.7% 0.04 5.44+ 0.07 19.76:+ 0.10  -15.36: 0.08
148760 Thin 39.4@ 0.09 -45.88:0.12 -14.88:0.53 17.19: 0.16
150997 Thin 8.2 0.16 -26.42+0.08 8.62+ 0.11 7.54+ 0.11
151249 Thin 9.06-0.14 -16.66+0.13 4.66+£0.11  -14.09:0.37
152334 Thin -18.7@ 0.06 21.84-0.16  -37.15+ 0.52 -2.21+ 0.11
152980 Thin 23.850.03 -36.26+ 0.16 3.94+ 0.30 10.69+ 0.26
159353 Thin -24.6%0.21  -12.60:0.80 -27.3A0.74  -11.09+0.35
161178 Thin 6.32 0.27 -1.17+ 0.28 15.96+ 0.28 -1.14+ 0.37
162076 Thin -26.66 0.21 8.80+ 0.17 -6.49+0.26  -10.34+ 0.29
165760 Thin -3.0&: 0.09 -0.23: 0.19 12.90+ 0.24 8.61+ 0.10
168723 Thin 9.8%0.09 -54.02:0.14 -58.43:0.23 22.10:£ 0.05
171391 Thin 7.3 0.07 -13.10:0.12 16.14+0.23  -15.11+0.59
174295 Thin -44.3@ 0.06 47.45: 040 -11.35:0.63 -1.68+ 0.57
180711 Thin 24.7% 0.16 10.10= 0.06 28.89+ 0.15 8.23+ 0.07
185351 Thin -5.96: 0.07 -34.22+0.23 -7.40+ 0.09 12.85+ 0.07
192787 Thin -9.13 0.10 -57.59+153 -20.05:+0.51 -10.79:0.56
192879 Thin -18.5@ 0.05 11.18: 0.33 -9.16+ 0.42 -1.03+ 0.81
198232 Thin -14.5@ 0.09 0.42+ 0.28 -8.55+ 0.99 13.92+ 0.38
203387 Thin 12.3%0.13 -11.26+0.14 11.38:0.07 -6.53+ 0.14
204771 Thin -21.54 0.10 22.03: 0.59 -15.86+0.10 22.90: 0.27
205435 Thin 6.88 0.21 -24.43+0.09 11.53+ 0.21 -2.89+ 0.06
212271 Thin -12.9% 0.07 26.51+ 1.08 -6.62+ 0.32 -2.05+0.72
212496 Thin -11.42 0.22  -39.65-0.23 -3.31+0.22  -29.13:0.31
213986 Thin -2.4% 0.06 -0.82+ 0.38 -0.79+ 0.26 3.47+ 0.26
215030 Thin -14.29% 0.21 53.0%4 2.15 -19.92: 0.43 3.66+ 0.27
216131 Thin 13.54-0.20 572+ 0.14 8.01+ 0.19 -14.47 0.17
224533 Thin -0.2G: 0.07  -38.94+ 0.59 -4,98+ 0.22 0.81+ 0.15
Subgiant stars with planets

10697 Thin -4553 0.09 -46.40:0.17 -22.71+0.11 23.84+0.20
11964 Thin -9.34: 0.08 -76.47+ 1.24 11.36+ 0.16 -10.41+ 0.52
16141 Thin -50.5@- 0.15  -98.68+ 1.54  -40.28+ 1.07 2.32+1.19
16175 Thin 22.0% 0.04 0.47+ 0.28 19.63:0.15  -13.02:0.56
27442 Thin 29.3@ 0.07 -24.70:0.04 -16.90: 0.05 -12.28+0.05
33283 Thin 450-0.09 -20.73:0.82 -23.2A4 1.52 19.41+ 0.87
33473 Thin 44.1% 0.08 70.02: 2.30 10.15+1.32  -27.56:0.33
38529 Thin 30.21 0.09 451+ 0.21 -19.00: 0.21  -24.90+ 0.40
38801 Thin -25.3% 0.09  -49.40+ 1.42 9.03+0.73  -19.942.61
48265 Thin 23.74-0.13 4,74+ 0.53 -19.04+ 0.21 11.09+ 0.66
60532 Thin 61.09 0.09 29.18+ 0.07 -42.13+0.08 4.67+ 0.03
73526 Thin 26.3% 0.10 72.16+ 7.92 -7.62+ 1.34 31.55+ 2.52
73534 Thin 9.8Q: 0.06 11.90:0.92 -26.73:1.65  -35.83:2.89
88133 Transition -3.320.13  -43.21+2.28 -87.31+6.73  -21.03+1.85
96167 Thin 11.92 0.06 6.87+1.29 -11.61+0.69 5.57+ 0.81
117176 Thin 4.44-0.13 -22.85-0.06 -46.23-0.22 2.83:0.13
156411 Thin -38.46:0.13 44.28- 050 -28.98:1.25 -12.69+0.65
156846 Thin -67.85 0.10 53.54+ 0.12  -45.30+ 1.08 2.48+ 0.22
158038 Thin 19.98 0.01  -46.82- 2.00 17.55-0.24  -10.08:2.10
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Star Classification VR ULsr Visr Wisr
HD/other (kms™) (kms™) (kms™) (kms™)
159868 Transition -23.45 0.06 25.69: 0.58 -62.1% 3.24 39.45: 1.35
167042 Thin -17.88& 0.07 52.89: 0.80 482+ 0.21  -15.03:0.19
171028 Thin 13.7@¢ 0.07 -27.55:1.19 1.50+ 2.06 22.92+ 2.44
175541 Thin 20.02 0.02  -56.24+ 3.67 -21.93:4.76  -13.56:2.61
177830 Thin -71.8& 0.06 13.03: 0.57  -64.92+ 0.39 0.11+0.18
179079 Thin 19.48 0.17 -52.45-1.34  -19.13:1.79 29.46+ 1.23
185269 Thin 0.520.01 -28.72: 0.53 -3.40+ 0.26 4.38+£0.12
190228 Thin -50.1@ 0.30 10.03: 0.17  -41.64:0.28  -28.46t 1.46
190647 Thin -40.22 0.18 20.97+0.26  -55.58+ 2.63 21.26+ 0.36
219077 Transition -31.04 0.09 54.73: 0.54  -56.70: 0.80 36.05+ 0.09
219828 Thin -24.12 0.15 -11.93:0.28 -12.20:0.21 23.84: 0.23
Subgiant stars with planets

2151 Thin 23.1G: 0.03 50.62: 0.06  -41.28:0.03  -24.20:0.02
3795 Thick -45.7% 0.05 37.83: 0.62 -86.05:1.14 46.08: 0.10
9562 Thin -14.95- 0.09 -2.07+0.11  -21.35:0.19 20.83£ 0.08
16548 Thin 12.22- 0.04 31.25: 1.19 -48.29+ 1.81 19.174 0.77
18907 Thin 40.720.07 -20.23:0.30 -81.80:0.86  -11.91+0.20
21019 Thin 41.66 0.08 -3.82£ 041 -28.01+0.55  -38.470.29
22918 Transition 43.12 0.04 34.85: 0.39 -92.91+ 2.66 6.90+ 0.82
23249 Thin -6.28 0.09 2.60+ 0.07 32.20£ 0.06 20.81+ 0.07
24341 Thin 143.12 0.06 137.33x 1.29 37.67:2.16 -8.05+ 0.72
24365 Thin 19.56 0.05 26.59:+1.83 -24.35:3.36 26.36+ 2.53
24892 Thin 4542 0.15 -20.05:0.77 -61.28:1.09  -22.36:0.16
30508 Thin 39.45 0.03 32.95: 0.17 9.34+ 0.27 0.13:0.21
39156 Thin -3.96: 0.04  -12.74+ 0.07 10.04+ 0.21 7.67£0.21
57006 Thin 22.7& 0.10 -1.62+ 0.23  -22.89: 0.33 17.79: 0.16
67767 Transition -44.480.09 -49.05:0.09 -45.42:0.90 -45.14:0.46
75782 Thin 9.3 0.04 15.16:0.62 -37.03:1.41  -13.87+0.92
92588 Thin 42.76:0.11 10.30: 0.18  -43.02: 0.37 17.67 0.37
114613 Thin -13.0& 0.09 28.45+ 0.20 -5.21+ 0.14 8.39+ 0.06
121370 Thin 0.7 0.60 -19.48:0.22 -11.75:0.25 5.50+ 0.58
140785 Thin -55.34 0.07 45.47+ 0.22 4.14: 080  -31.14:0.94
150474 Thin -8.95 0.10 1.40+ 0.15 -9.44+ 0.65 -7.22£ 0.53
156826 Thin -32.32 0.05 -0.65£ 0.50 -33.43:0.74  -32.84:0.76
164507 Thin 5.6& 0.02 -29.3%0.31 -9.31+ 0.37 10.10+ 0.09
170829 Thin -65.0@ 0.02 -1.31+ 046  -64.00:0.30 -27.96+0.28
182572 Thin -100.25 0.09 106.48:0.20 -24.75:0.18  -13.08: 0.09
188512 Thin -40.0% 0.09 1.08+0.08 -43.45:0.09 -2.78+ 0.05
191026 Thin -32.98 0.09 -53.68:0.39 -42.51+0.15 0.30+ 0.05
196378 Thin -32.02 0.05 55.73: 0.28  -44.55+ 0.40 452+ 0.15
198802 Thin -2.6% 0.09 0.57+ 0.20 12.11+0.19 5.47£ 0.12
205420 Thin 17.16 0.04 -21.80:0.21 13.53:0.18  -11.64+0.33
208801 Thin -49.7@ 0.03 -9.67+£0.32  -59.48: 0.52 22.23:0.28
211038 Thin 10.3@ 0.10  -39.44-0.51 -47.721.16  -16.72:0.33
218101 Thin -28.3@ 0.03  -55.40: 0.93  -26.34:0.20 13.94+ 0.24
221420 Thin 26.48 0.02  -20.64:0.04 -11.26:+0.03  -10.75:0.03
221585 Thin 6.16 0.15 99.5% 3.69 -36.38:1.64  -20.60:0.97
161797A Thin -17.0£0.12 -25.38:0.07 -26.69+ 0.09 0.95+ 0.05

@

No galactic space-velocity components were derived dueedaick of astrometry and hence this star remains unclassifie
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