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AIM of the survey
* Check the internal consistency between UV and optical parameters.

* correlate the presence of planetary debris with WD mass and cooling age.
* detemine the relative abundances (Si,C, N, O, Fe etc.) of the debris.

In this work: UV Spectroscopy and Comparative analysis of 307 DA WDs.
(Sahu et al. 2022; in prep)
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Model fit to HST/COS spectra
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discovered by Gaia.

We report the first spectroscopic observations of 49 DA WDs
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Mass distribution
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