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X -ray P roperties of P re{M ain-Sequence Stars in the O rion N ebula C luster
w ith K nown R otation P eriods
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ABSTRACT

W e reanalyze all archival C handra/A C IS observations of the O rion N ebula C luster
ONC) to study the X ray properties of a large sam pl of pre{m ain-sequence PM S)
stars w ith optically determ ined rotation periods. O ur goal is to elucidate the origins of
X -raysin PM S starsby seeking out connectionsbetw een the X rays and them echanisn s
m ost lkely driving their production | rotation and accretion. Stars in our sam ple have
Ly =Ly near, but below , the \saturation" value of 10 3. In addition, in this ssm ple X —
ray lum nosity is signi cantly correlated w ith stellar rotation, In the sense of decreasing
Lyg =Ly, wih more rapid rotation. These ndings suggest that stars w ith optical ro—
tation periods are In the \super-saturated" regin e of the rotation-activity relationship,
consistent w ith their Rossy numbers. However, we also nd that stars w ith optical
rotation periods are signi cantly biased to high Ly . This isnot the resul ofm agniude
bias in the optical rotation-period sam ple but rather to the din Inishingly sn all am pli-
tude of optical variations In stars with low Ly . Evidently, there exists n the ONC a
population of stars whose rotation periods are unknown and that possess low er average
X —ray lum inosities than those of stars w ith known rotation periods. T hese starsm ay
sam ple the linear regim e of the rotation-activity relationship. A ccretion also m anifests
itself in X -rays, though In a som ew hat counterintuiive fashion: W hile stars w ith spec—
troscopic signatures of accretion show harder X ray spectra than non-accretors, they
show ower X -ray lum nosiies and no enhancem ent of X ray variability. W e interpret
these ndings in tem s of a comm on origin for the X —ray em ission observed from both
accreting and non-accreting stars, w ith the X rays from accreting stars sin ply being
attenuated by m agnetospheric accretion colum ns. T his suggests that X +ays from PM S
stars have their origins prim arily in chrom ospheres, not accretion.
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1. Introduction

X —rays serve as one of our prin ary probes ofm agnetic activity in solartype stars. Thus, much
of our understanding of key physical processes thought to be connected to m agnetic e]ds| stellar
w inds, for exam p]e| derives from the study of stellar X rays.

O ne of the m ost com pelling stories in stellar astrophysics told through X -rays is that of the
Intin ate relationship between stellar rotation and m agnetic eld generation. Indeed, am ong late—
type m aln-sequence stars, rotation is the strongest correlate of X ray lum inosity, and the observed
rotation/X way relationship (@Pallavicini et al. 1981; Caillaul 1996; Randich 1997; Je ries 1999;
R andich 2000) has becom e central to the current paradigm of dynam o-generated m agnetic elds,
ofm agnetically driven stellar w inds, and ulin ately of the evolution of stellar angularm om entum .

T he cbserved relationship betw een rotation and X ray em ission on them ain sequence is rem ark—
ably clean, and clearly separates stars into three regim es (cf. Randich (2000)) typically described
phenom enologically asthe linear, saturated, and super-saturated regin es, In order of increasing stel-
lar rotation Randich 1997). For slow Iy rotating stars the X -ray lum inosity, JogLy , scales lnearly
w ith the stellar angular velocity, log , consistent w ith the theoretical idea that m ore rapid stellar
rotation produces a strongerm agnetic eld through an -“type dynam o (for starsw ith radiative
cores and convective envelopes) or through a distributed turbulent dynam o (for fully convective
stars). For stars rotating m ore rapidly than a certain threshold, the X ray lum inosity is cbserved
to \saturate" at a xed value relative to the stellar bolom etric lum inosity: logLy =Lipo 3.
W hile the reasons for saturation have not been well understood, this observation has had im por-
tant ram i cations for e orts to m odel the angular m om entum evolution of young solartype stars
K rishnam urthiet al. 1997; Bouvier, Forestini, & A llain 1997). Them odels now routinely include
saturation as a key Ingredient in their param etrizations of angular m om entum evolution through
w inds. Finally, them ost rapidly rotating stars exhib i X ray em ission at levels roughly a factor of2
below the saturation value. T his \supersaturation" e ect (Jam es et al. 2000) has been poorly un-
derstood. Bames (2003a,b) has recently re-interpreted super-saturation in temm sofa new paradigm
for the angular m om entum evolution of solartype stars; whether this new paradigm w ill survive
detailed scrutiny is not yet clear.

W hat is clear is that the rotation/X ray relationship serves as a key cbservational touchstone
for developing and evaluating our theoretical understanding of the generation and evolution of
stellar m agnetic elds, the generation and evolution of stellar w inds, and the evolution of stellar
angular m om entum . Considerable observational e ort has been invested, therefore, In trying to
establish the presence of a rotation/X +ray relationship am ong pre{m ain-sequence @M S) stars,
w here the questions of m agnetic eld generation and evolution, w inds, and angular m om entum
evolution rem ain largely unanswered. Unfortunately, to date these e orts have not bome much
fruit. In one recent study of T Tauristars (TTS) In TaurusAuriga (Stelzer & Neuhauser 2001),
a rotation/X ray correlation has been reported, but the sample size isanall N = 39) and there
are lingering concems w ith respect to com pleteness/reliability of the rotation periods and biases
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In the sam ple both astrophysical and cbservational. In particular, as discussed by Feigelson et al.
(2003), the TaurusA uriga PM S population appears to be de cient in both high-m ass stars and
faint, Jow-m ass weak-lined TT S. In addition, rotation periods in this region were determ ined from

photom etric m onitoring cam paigns som e 10 years ago that were relatively sparsely sam pled and of
relatively short duration, and therefore potentially biased against both very fast and slow rotators.

Two new studies based on desp Chandra cbservations of the O rion Nebula C luster ONC)
provide the m ost com prehensive analyses yet of X -rays and rotation in a large, coeval ( 1 M yr)
sam ple of PM S stars. Neither the study of F laccom io and collaborators (' laccom o et al 2003;
Flaccom io, M iceln, & Sciortino 2003a,) with the High Resolution Camera (HRC), nor that of
Feigelson and collaborators (Feigelson et al. 2002, 2003) w ith the Advanced CCD Im aging Spec—
trom eter A C IS), found evidence for a rotation/X way relationshipp such as that cbserved on the
m ain sequence or that reported for Tau-Aur TT S by Stelzer & Neuhauser (2001). Indeed, these
studies nd that it is stellar m ass that is by far the dom inant correlate of PM S X xay lum inosity,
w ith log Ly =Ly, correlating w ith rotation either not at all, or perhaps slightly in the opposite sense
from the m ain-sequence rotation/X +ay relationship.

Both studies found that stars with known rotation periods have X -ray lum inosities near the
m ain-sequence saturation value of logLy =L 3. M oreover, both studies suggest that PM S
starsm ight in fact be expected to reside in the supersaturated regin e, considering that typicalPM S
Rossby numbers Kin & Deam arque 1996; Ventura et al. 1998) are an alldue to the long convective
tumover tines (. 800 days) of these very young and fully convective stars. T hus, while direct
observation of PM S stars In the linear regim e of the rotation/X ray relationship rem ains eluisive,
these studies seem to con mn , if ndirectly, the basic picture of the rotation/X —ray relationship by
suggesting that allONC stars are In the supersaturated regin e, and that this is w here they ought
to be.

But not allONC stars detected by Chandra have known rotation periods. To what extent is
the sam ple w ith periods representative of the entire ONC population In tem s of X ray properties?
If they are not representative, how does this group di er in other salient characteristics, such as
accretion, and how m ight these di erences a ect our Interpretation of the ordigin ofX rays in PM S
stars? In addition, whilk it is clear from previous analyses that X ray em ission from PM S stars is
not tem porally staUc| X-ray aring is ubiguitous in the ONC | it is not yet clear whether or to
w hat extent X —ray variability m ay be a ecting our ability to m easure reliable X ray lum nosiies.
M ight X ray aring be scram bling the signal of an underlying rotation/X way relationship? That
som e stars are w hile others do not is interesting in is own right: D o the aring characteristics of
stars w ith know n rotation periods represent those of all stars? A gain, how m ight di erences here
a ect our Interpretation of the origin ofPM S X rays?

M otivated by these questions, we have reanalyzed all archival C handra/A C IS observations of
the ONC that Inclide starsw ith know n rotation periods. O urain isto derive X ray lum inosities for
as lJarge a sam pk of know n rotators aspossible, em ploying a consistent analysis schem e throughout,
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Including ltering of ares in the hopes ofm inim izing the e ects of X —ray variability.

In x2 we describe the data used and our processing/analysis procedures. W e then present our
basic results in x3, st focusing on the X -ray nature ofthe rotator sam ple as com pared to the entire
ONC population. W e show that stars w th known rotation periods are signi cantly m ore X -ray
Jum inous, and m ore likely to be X ray variable, than stars for w hich rotation periodshave not been
m easured. W e then explore the relationship between X rays and rotation. W e nd that m ost stars
w ith know n rotation periods appear to be in the supersaturated regin ¢, having ogLyg =Ly - 3,
w ih a statistically signi cant correlation in which faster rotators have lower X -ray lum nosities.
Butwealso nd that starsw ithout rotation per:iods| being less X ray lum inous on average| show
a range of Ly =L, com parable to that cbserved on them aln sequence. T hese starsm ay represent
the beginnings of the lnear regin e of the rotation/X ray relationship. Finally, we explore the
relationship between X rays and accretion. W e nd that whilke stars w ith spectroscopic signatures
ofaccretion show harder X -ray soectra than non-accretors, they also show lower X ray lum inosities
and no enhancem ent of X -ray aring.

W e discussthe in plications ofour ndingsin x4, wherewe (@) em phasize that current rotation—
period m easurem ents In the ONC have not probed the fiill range of underlying stellar X -ray prop—
erties, (o) suggest that a m ain-sequence type relationship between X rays and rotation m ay In fact
bepresent in the ONC, and (c) argue that the data m ply a chrom ospher:ic| not accretion | origin
for X rays from PM S stars. W e sum m arize our conclisions in x5.

2. Data

O urprn ary goal is to study the relationship of stellar X -rays to stellar rotation am ong a large
sam ple ofPM S stars in the ONC .K ey param eters In our analysis are the stellar rotation period and
the ratio of the X ray lum inosity, Ly , to the bolom etric um inosity, Ly, W e restrict our analysis
to observations w ith AC IS because its energy resolution allow s Ly to be determ ined from tsto
the X ray spectral energy distrbution. W e also consider only reasonably long observations (100
ksec) so that we can attem pt to derive quiescent X ray lum inosities by Ilering out aring events.

T hus our study sam ple com prises ONC stars that: (1) have known rotation periods, (2) have
derived bolom etric um inosities, and (3) have been observed by the Chandra ACIS instrum ent.
W here possbl we would also lke to study the relationship of X rays to accretion, so we include
such m easurem ents w here available.

H ere we describe the data from the literature that we com pike to form our study sam ple ®x2.1).
W e also describe the data from the Chandra archive that we use ®22) as well as the procedures
em ployed in their reduction x22.1) and analysis X2 22). W e close w ith a brief discussion of our
assesan ent of the quality and reliability of the X —ray m easurem ents 22 3).
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2.1. Supporting data from the literature

R otation period m easurem ents are available from the optical studies of Stassun et al. (1999)
and Herbst et al. 2002) for 431 PM S stars In the ONC which were also included in the optical
photom etric/spectroscopic study of H illenbrand (1997). The latter study provides bolom etric u-
m inosities and other basic stellar param eters (ie.m asses, e ective tam peratures, extinctions, etc.)
form ost (358) of these stars. In addition, the study of H illenbrand et al. (1998) provides spectro—
scopic m easures of accretion in the form of Ca I equivalent w idths. In Tabl 1 we sum m arize our
study sam ple, com prising 220 unigque stars w ith rotation periods that we detect in the Chandma
observations described below . W e include relevant stellar properties taken from the sources above.

2.2. Chandm archival data

T here are three ONC cbservations in the Chandra archive relevant to this study, two ocbtained
by Gam ire Obs.ID ’s18 and 1522) and oneby T sujm oto Obs.ID 634). TheG am ire observations
are described by Feigelson et al. (2002) and include a 453 ksec exposure obtained on 1999 O ct 12
13 and a 375 ksec exposure obtained on 2000 Apr 1{2, both centered on the Trapezium . The
T suJim oto observation, described In T sujim oto et al. (2002), is a single 89 2 ksec exposure centered
on the OM C-2/3 region (just North of the Trapezium ) cbtained on 2000 Jan 1{2.

In all three exposures, the four AC IS-I chips were operational with a total eld of view of
17 17 aram in. In addition, all three exposures had the ACIS-82 chip In operation, which is
separated from ACIS-Iby 2.7 aram in and has a eld of view of 8.3 aran iIn. Finally, the second
G am ire exposure ncluded the AC IS-S3 chip, again wih a eld ofview of83 aran In. W e include
the AC IS-S data here for com pleteness, but note that this results in only a few additional sources
due to the highly degraded point spread function (P SF) of the instrum ent at large o -axis anglks.
The ACIS instrum ent m easures photon arrival tin es, positions, and energies (0.5{8 keV ), so that
for each detected source an X —ray light curve and spectral energy distribbution can be constructed.

2.2.1. Reduction

W e reprocessed all three exposures in the sam e m anner, starting from the _evtl event ls®,
using the standard C A0 7 procedure process_acis_events and updated calbration les cbtamned
from the Chandra X ray Center? (CXC) in Sept 2002. P hoton eventswere Iered according to their
grade and status ags, and the In ages destreaked, follow ing the standard CXC science threads. W e

fEvent les consist of arrival tin es, positions, energies, and other Inform ation for each detected X -ray photon.
’Chandra Interactive A nalysis of O bservations (CIAO ) version 2 2.

®See http://cxcharvard edu.
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also m anually updated the astrom etric header keyw ordsbased on the latest astrom etric calbration
available from the CXC.

The resulting event les (evt2 Iles) were then searched forpoint sourcesusing the CIAO task
celldetect. The task uses a spatially variabl P SF', and we kept only those sources w ith a signal-
tonoise ratio (SNR) of 5 or greater. W e set the celldetect task to retum source ellipses w ith a
size 0f 99% encircled energy, and de ned a badckground annulus whose inner and outer sam im a pr
axes were, regpectively, 1.5 and 1.7 tin es larger than the source ellipse.

To m ake the photon extraction com putationally feasible, at each source position we then
extracted a sub-region Jjust larger than the background ellipse, using a set of ID L.° scripts developed
by us. Thus for each of the three exposures, the result of the reduction step is a set of event Ies,
one for each of the detected sources.

222. Analysis

W ith a set ofevent Ies corresponding to each source detected w ith SNR > 5, we next applied
an autom ated tim e~ lftering of each source light curve in order to rem ove are events prior to
m odeling the X ray spectral energy distrdbution (SED ) to derive X ray lum nosities. The ain of
this proocedure is to determm Ine a quiescent Ly foreach source. Based on the docum ented sensitivity
Iim its of AC IS, In all that ollow swe use only X ray photons w ith energies in the range 0.5{8 keV .

T he tin e~ tering of the light curves was in plem ented in ID L using procedures developed by
us. For each source, the process involves the ollow Ing steps (sece example n Fig.1): (1) Construct
source and background light curves using the CIAO lightcurve script with a binning interval of
2 ksec; (2) subtract background light curve from source light curve; (3) exclude bins that are > 3
brighter than them edian, which is com puted from the lowest 15% ofthebins; (4) redeterm ine the
m edian and again exclude deviant bins, iterating untilno m ore bins are excluded; and (5) output
a new event I that includes only the tim e intervals of the surviving bins.

W ih tim e- ltered event Jes in hand for each of the detected sources, we detem ined the

Ly ofeach source via a standard spectral analysis using SHERPA. For each source In each of the
three exposures, the position-dependent auxiliary response e ARF) and redistribution m atrix
ke RMF)'? were com puted w ith the CIAO psextract comm and and a m odel spectrum was t.
The m odel used was a two-com ponent thin them al plasn a with absorption by an intervening
colum n ofhydrogen. T he free param eters of the m odel are the absorbing hydrogen colum n density
(logN y ), the tem peratures of the two plasn a com ponents kT;, kT,), the m etallicity (Z ), and a

° Interactive D ata Language

The ARF contains the combined telescope/  lMer/detector areasand e ciencies asa finction ofenergy. TheRM F
translates detector pulse heights into photon energies.



{74

2

nom alization (scaling) coe cient for each plagn a com ponent. A m Inin ization procedure was

used to teach source’s SED for these param eters, iterating until convergence w as achieved.

G wen the large num ber of free param eters, there is no guarantee that the best t adopted is
truly a globalbest t or even that there is only one possibl globalbest t. Thus we em phasize
that ourgoalin the spectral tting isnot the values ofthem odel param eters them selves; we sin ply
seek a reasonably good t from which we can determ ine the X —ray lum inosity ofthe source. The t
can thus be thought of as a (possbly overdeterm ined) spline t to the X-ray SED of the source,
w hich we then integrate to m easure the source ux,Fy . Adopting a distance 0£470 pcto theONC
we convert them easured Fy values into Ly .

In principle, we can correct each Ly for Intervening absorption using the value of logN g
determ ined from the spectral t. However, Feigelson et al. (2002) have dem onstrated that the
logN y valiesdeterm ined from gpectral tting do not correspoond very wellto Ay valiesdeterm ined
from optical photom etry/spectroscopy. W e thus follow Feigelson et al (2002) and choose not to
correct the m easured Ly for absorption.

W ih Ly values determ ined for each source from each of the three Chandra exposures, we
m atch the sourcesw ith know n rotation periodsby searching for a positionalm atch w ithin the error
ellipses of the detected X +ray sources. W e nd 220 stars wih rotation periods in the Chandra
In ages. In cases w here a given target is detected In m ore than one C handra exposure, we sekct for
our subsequent analysis the ower valie of Ly , assum ing that the source changed is Intrinsic Ly
between ocbservations, and that the lower valie represents the best estim ate of the quiescent Ly .

T he X -ray properties of these 220 sources (Tablk 1) are summ arized In Tabl 2, which includes
all Ly measuram ents of each source (@sm any as three di erent m easurem ents because there are
three separate exposures). In addiion, Tabl 2 provides the Ly m easurem ents from Feigelson et
al. (2002) fr com parisont!. T hose authors detected 253 stars'? w ith rotation periods, and here we
redetect 190 of them , presum ably due to our higher SNR criterion (> 5) for source detection (see
above). The 30 stars'® w ith rotation periods detected by us and not by Feigelson et al. (2002) (see
Tablk 2) derive from the T sujm oto et al. 2002) exposure.

Tabl 2 also includes a descriptor for the variability of each source’s light curve. These are
taken from Feigelson et al. (2002) when the source was included in that study; otherw ise, the
descriptor is assigned by us follow ing the procedure of Feigelson et al. (2002). A designation of
Const’ Indicates that the light curve shows an approxin ately constant ux wih tine; LTVar’

"W e do not include X —ray lum inosities derived by T sujm oto et al. (2002) for com parison as their tabulated valies
are corrected for extinction, while those reported here and by Feigelson et al. (2002) are not.

12T he Feigelson et al. (2002) study detected a totalof1075 stars. Included in the ACIS eld of view were 263 stars
w ith rotation periods; 10 stars w ith rotation periods were not detected by Feigelson et al. (2002).

B Inclided in the ACIS el of view were 35 stars w ith rotation periods; 5 stars w ith rotation periods were not
detected by us.
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Indicates statistically signi cant variability that occurs slow Iy In tin e, resulting in a di erent m ean

ux level in the di erent AC IS exposures; ¥ lare’ indicates a statistically signi cant variation on
short tin escales; and Pog'Y indicatesa arelke variation ofm argihal signi cance. Finally, Table
2 provides a sub Ective quality ag foreach Ly determm nation, which we now discuss.

2.2.3. Quality assesan ent

Since our rereduction of the archival Chandra data used updated calbrations, and because
our analysis procedures included tin e~ ltering of ares that other authors have not done, In this
section we assess the reliability of our reductions. W e begin by com paring the Ly values derived
by us to those derived by other authors for the sam e sources. W e then discuss som e speci ¢ cases
In detail n order to illistrate the vagaries Inherent to this type of analysis.

To start, we visually nspected the SHERPA t of each source and sub gctively agged those
sources whose Ly values we deam ed unreliable due either to an cbserved spectrum w ith few counts
or to an otherw ise poor t. The result of this procedure is 154 sources whose spectra and corre—
soonding spectral tswe felt were sub ectively reasonable. W e restrict all subsequent discussion to
these 154 sources, which are Indicated in Tabl 2 by a quality ag of 1’.

In Fig.2 we com pare the Ly values obtained by us to those obtained by Feigelson et al. (2002)
for the comm on sources. W e basically nd good agreem ent between the two sets ofm easurem ents.
A gaussian t to the di erences between the two m easuram ents results In a standard deviation of

= 0:14 dex, an o st of 015 dex (our m easuraem ents being system atically larger), and a sn all
num ber of outliers.

Approxin ately 0.04 dex of the system atic o set can be accounted for by the fact that we
assum e a distance to the ONC 0f470 pc while Feigelson et al. (2002) assum e a slightly lower value
0£450 pc. The ram aining di erence 0£ 0.1 dex rem ains unacocounted for, but is not surprising given
gn all di erences In the calbrations used in our data reprocessing. On the whole, then, we can
report reproduchbility of the derived Ly to a levelof 0: dex, despite di erences in calbration,
our tim e~ lftering of ares from the light curves, and so on.

N onetheless, a faw stars have very di erent Ly m easurem ents from the two analyses (up to
about 1 dex). As an exam ple, we consider star 116, which is the m ost discrepant between our
m easuram ents and that reported by Feigelson et al. (2002). From the two G am ire exposures we
measure Ly values for this source of 10°°7 erg/s and 10°°# erg/s, which encouragingly are sin ilar
to one another, but are very di erent from the Feigelson et al. (2002) valie 0of10%°% ery/s (see Tabk
2). This is a ram arkable di erence considering that these values derive from the sam e photons.

C lose Ingpection of our SHERPA ts to the two observations of this source Fig. 3) do not
Indicate any obviousproblem s. Perhaps the discrepancy isthe result ofour are Itering procedure.
However, the light curve of this source does not include any strong ares and so was not heavily
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Tered. In any case, we perform ed the SHERPA analysis once again but on the pre— ltered data from
the rstGam ire exposure. A s expected, the resulting Ly of 10°°® erg/s di ers only slightly from
the valuewe report n Tablk 2, and them odel t again doesnot present any obviousproblem s E ig.
4). Recalling that the Feigelson et al. (2002) analysis typically used single-com ponent ts to the
spectra as com pared to our two-com ponent ts, we attem pted to reproduce their value by again
running the SHERPA analysis on the pre— ltered data but this tin e using only one them alplagsn a
com ponent to them odel t. Thevalue ofLy thatwe derive here (103°* erg/s) stilldoes not resolve
the discrepancy, and m ay in fact be a low m easure as them odel t in this case underestin ates the

ux In the two highest energy bins that are not upper lm its F ig. 5).

Thus In this exam ple case, and In the other discrepant cases seen In Fig. 2, we are sinply
unable to detemm ine the cause of the discrepancy. W e provide this exercise as a cautionary lesson
about the lim its inherent in this type of analysis, but take com fort In the fact that for them a prity
ofthe sources used In our analysis the agreem ent betw een our values and those derived by Feigelson
et al. (2002) is In fact very good.

3. Resuls

The X ray lum Inosities foreach source in Tablk 1 resulting from our analysisare given in Table
2, representing 220 stars w ith known rotation periods that are lnclided in the optical database of
H illenbrand (1997). In this section we report the results for the 154 sources having a quality ag
of 1’. W e ram ind the reader that our valies of Ly are broadband lum inosities over the energy
range 0.5 keV to 8 keV, are not corrected for absorption, and do not include photon events that
occurduring a are (see x222). Feigelson et al. (2002) report Ly m easurem ents for an additional
63 stars w ith rotation periods detected at low er signalto-noise; w here appropriate we include these
m easuram ents in our analysis and discussion, but In all cases we m aintain a distinction between
this Jarger sam pl and the subset w hich we believe to be of highest quality.

W e begin by presenting the basic X ray properties of these sources, em phasizing two biases
that appear to be inherent to PM S stars having m easurabl rotation periods (x3.1), nam ely, a
tendency toward higher X -ray lum nosities (x3.1.1) and toward higher levels of X ray variabiliy
x312). W ih these biases In m Ind, we next exam Ine the X -ray data visa-vis rotation &32) and
accretion (x3.3) for clues Into the possible m echanian s for X -ray production in these stars.

3.1. Basic X —ray properties of stars w ith know n rotation periods

In this section we discuss the basic X ray propenjes| lum inosity and var:iaij:Lty| of stars
wih known rotation periods. By com paring these properties to those of other stars detected
In the Chandra observations, we nd two bjases| astrophysical in or:igjn| in the rotation-period
sam ple. Stars w ith m easured rotation periods are: (1) m ore X ray lum inous both absolutely (ie.
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Ly ) and relative to the stellar bolom etric um nosity (ie. Ly =Lo1); and 2) m ore lkely to be
X —ray variable than are stars in the overallPM S population ofthe ONC . These results are highly
statistically signi cant. W e em phasize that these biases are not due to observational bias (eg.,
optical m agnitude bias) in the rotation-period sam ple, and are therefore lkely to have a physical
basis aswe discuss in x4 .1. Here we present the evidence for these two biases in tum.

3.1.1. Bias: X-ray lum inosity

W e nd that ONC stars wih known rotation periods are signi cantly biased to high X ray
lum inosities. In Fig. 6 we plot both the distrbution of logLy for our study samplk (Tabl 2;
hatched histogram ) aswellas the lJarger sam ple of stars w ith rotation periods detected by Feigelson
et al. 2002) (dashed histogram ). For com parison, the solid histogram show s the distrbution of
logLy for all stars reported by Feigelson et al. (2002) included in the optical survey of H illenbrand
(1997). To dem onstrate that the bias to high Ly am ong stars w ith rotation periods is not due to
opticalbias in the rotation-period studies, we include here only those stars detected by Feigelson et
al. (2002) having optical m agnitudes bright enough (I . 17) to have been included in the optical
sam ples studied for rotation periods (Stassun et al. 1999; Herbst et al. 2002). W e further restrict
this com parison sam ple to only starsw ith m assesM < 3M , asthis represents the range of stellar
m asses am ong stars w ith rotation period m easurem ents.

W hilke the stars with known rotation periods (dashed histogram ) exhibit a range of Ly , this
range is 05 dex an aller than that spanned by the underlying O NC population (solid histogram ).
M oreover, the Ly distribution of these stars is skewed w ith respect to the overall distrioution,
such that stars w ith rotation periods exhibbit higher average Ly . To show this m ore clearly, the
distribbution ofLy for starsw ithout rotation periods (ie.the di erence between the solid and dashed
histogram s) is shown also (dot-dashed histogram ).

A two-sided K S test Indicates that the probability ofthe Ly distributions for stars w ith and
w ithout rotation periods (dashed and dot-dashed histogram s) being drawn from the sam e parent
population is 7 10 7. In addition, a Student’s t test gives a probability ofonly 2 10 0 that
the m eans of these two distributions (logLy = 29:75 erg/s for stars with rotation periods and
IogLyx = 29:339 ery/s for stars w ithout) are the sam e.

A sin ilar result is cbtained when we consider Ly =Ly Instead of Ly (Fig. 7). Here, a two—
sided K -5 test gives a probability of 2 10 8 that the Ly =L, distrbutions for stars w ith and
w ithout rotation periods are drawn from the sam e parent population. And a Student's t test gives
a probability of 6 10 0 that the m eans of these two distrbutions (logLy =Ly = 367 for stars
w ith rotation periods and logLyx =Ly, = 4:09 for stars w thout) are the sam e.
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3.12. Bias: X-ray variability

A sin ilar bias m anifests itself w ith respect to X —ray variability of the sources. T he subset of
stars in our sam ple whose X -ray light curves are variable (¥ lare’, Pos'Y, or LTVar in Tabl 2)
com prise 82% 3% ofour study sam plk (uncertainties determ ined from the binom ialdistrbution).
Sin ilarly, 70% 3% of stars w ith rotation periods In the larger sam ple of Feigelson et al. (2002)
show varability. In com parison, a an aller fraction, 57% 2% ,0fONC stars in the Feigelson et al.
(2002) study that lack rotation periods show such variability.

For the entire sam ple of stars with rotation periods, this di erence in X ray variability is
statistically signi cant. A 2 test gives a probability of 0.001 that stars w ith and w ithout rotation
periods have equal occurrences of variability. For our high-quality sam ple, where the signaltto—
noise is higher and variability in the light curves is therefore better detem ned, a 2 test gives a
probability of 2 10 ° that the occurrence of variability is the sam e as that found am ong stars
w ithout rotation periods.

T here thus appears to be signi cant evidence for an enhanocam ent of X ray variability am ong
stars n the ONC w ith rotation periods, particularly when we restrict our analysis to those stars
w ith the highest qualiy X -ray light curves.

3.2. Rotation

X -ray em ission on the m ain sequence among starswith M . 3 M is believed to be driven
by stellar rotation, and this resuls in a clkar, cbservable correlation between stellar rotation and
X -ray lum nosity. The relationship between X —ray lum inosity and stellar rotation period for our
study sam ple is shown in Fig. 8, where we plot logLyx =Ly VS. I0gP ot . For ease of com parison,
the vertical scale is set to the full range of log Ly =L Observed on the m ain sequence.

A s noted above and In the previous studies of Flaccom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a) and
Feigelson et al. (2003), these stars show a mean logLy =L, near the m ain sequence saturation
valueof 3,though som ewhat lower mean logLyx =L, = 367 forallstarsw ith rotation periods).
Taken at face value, these data present no clear evidence for an X +ay/rotation relationship of the
sort seen on the m ain sequence.

At a more detailked level, these data provide possble evidence for these stars being in the
super-saturated regin e of the rotation/X -ray relationship. In addition to having a mean Ly =Ly,
below the saturation value, the data in Fig. 8 also show a weak, but statistically signi cant, trend
of increasing Ly =L, W ith Increasing rotation period, asm ight be expected for stars in the super—
saturated regin e. Am ong all stars w ith rotation periods, a Speam an’s rank-correlation test gives
a probability of 9 10 ¢ that P, is uncorrelated w ith Ly =Lyo;. T he sam e trend is present am ong
the an aller set of stars detected in this study, though only at 95% signi cance.
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To e ect a better com parison w ith supersaturation on the m ain sequence, we transform the
abscissa from P .o+ to Rossoy number, Ry, de ned as the ratio between P .+ and the convective
tumover tin escale, **,which istypically used to show the X —ray/rotation relationship on them an
sequence. This is shown in Fig. 9, where the solid line represents the m ain-sequence relationship
as determm ined by P izzolato et al. (2003), and where the stars in our sam ple now appear explicitly
n the supersaturated regin e.

Fig. 9 also show s the logLyx =Ly, Por the rem ainder of the ONC sam ple from Feigelson et al.
2002) withM < 3M (crosses plotted arbitrarily at JogR o = 0; these are the sam e stars as in the
dot-dashed histogram In Fig.7). Aswehave seen x3.1.1, Figs. 6 and 7), these stars are on average
less X -ray lum Inous than are stars w ith know n rotation periods. M ight there also be di erences on
average In their rotational properties?

For 40 of these stars lacking optical rotation periods, v sin i m easurem ents are available from
the study of Rhode, Herbst, & M athisu (2001), allow ng us to infer their (profcted) rotational
characteristics. In Fig. 10 we show the Ly distrdbution for these stars segregated into two groups,
fast (11 stars) and slow rotators (29 stars), de ned on the basis of whether Rhode, Herbst, &
M athieu (001) report a vsin im easuram ent or a vsin i upper lim i (ie.whether the spectral lines
are broadened beyond the Instrum ental resolution or not). T he slow rotators indeed appear to be
skewed to Iower Ly , and both a two-sided K -8 test and a Student’s t test con m this at the 99%
con dence lkevel. Thedi erence between slow and rapid rotators is not statistically signi cant when
we consider Ly =Ly, Instead of Ly .

A sin ilar test ispossbl am ong stars w ith v sin i m easuram ents that do have rotation periods
(58 fast and 62 slow rotators). The Ly distributions of these two groups are statistically indistin—
guishabl. A pparently, the di erence in Ly between fast and slow rotators is only present am ong
stars Jacking optical rotation periods.

Thus, while there is not a oneto-one correlation between Ly and vsini for stars without
optical rotation periods, there is a m argihally signi cant tendency for the X ray faint stars in this
group to also have slower rotation gpeeds. T his is In the opposie sense to what we nd above for
stars that do have optical rotation periods, In which the X —ray lum nosiy increases w ith slower
rotation sin ilar to supersaturated starson them ain sequence (cf.Fig. 9 in P izzolato et al. (2003)),
abei w ith a large scatter.

MThe convective tumover tin escale, ., is typically determ ined from stellar interiors m odels for stars of the
appropriate m ass and age. A s discussed by F laccom o (2002), at the young age ofthe ONC the value of . is roughly
constant for these fully convective low -m ass stars. W e thus convert P.o: to Ro by scaling the form er by a constant
value of . = 800 days (Ventura et al. 1998).
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3.3. A ccretion

A ccretion isanotherm echanism possbly related to X —ray production in PM S stars, and indeed
accretion appears to m anifest itself strongly in the X ray properties of the stars in our study. W e
use the strength of em ission in the Ca II line asm easured by H illenbrand et al. (1998) to determ ine
which stars are actively accreting: Follow Ing F Jacoom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a) we take stars
with Ca Tequivalent widths EW ) of< 1A (ie.in en ission) to be those actively accreting, while
thosewih EW > 1A (ie.in absorption) to be non-accreting.

CaIIEW measurem ents are availabl for 117 stars in our sam plk and for 199 stars am ong all
stars w ith rotation periods. In light of the biases inherent to the rotation period sam ple noted in
%31, where appropriate we also explore accretion signatures In the full sam ple ofONC stars from
the study of Feigelson et al. (2002).

W e nd that starsw ith active accretion signatures in Ca II, w hile no m ore likely to show X -ray

ares than non-accreting stars, are system atically less X +ray lum Inous and exhibit system atically

harder X ray spectra. W e discuss in tum the relationship between accretion and X ray aring,
X —ray lum nosiy, and X -ray hardness.

33.1. Accretion and X-ray aring

W e begin by noting that spectroscopic signatures of active accretion are relatively rare am ong
the stars in our sam ple. Am ong the 117 stars from this study that have Ca II m easuram ents, only
10 stars show Ca IT clearly In em ission (ie.EW < 1 A), whereas 66 stars show Ca II clkarly in
absorption (ie.EW > 1 A).Among those few stars that do show evidence for active accretion, all
10 of them exhbit X ray aring in the Chandra data (Flare’ or PosF'Y in Tabl 2). Am ong the
non-accreting stars, 70% (46/66 stars) show such evidence for X +ay aring. Because of the an all
num ber of accreting sources in this sam ple, this di erence is not statistically signi cant.

Sim ilarly, am ong the larger sam ple of all stars w ith rotation periods only 28/199 stars show
Ca II clkarly in em ission, whereas 77 stars show Ca II in absorption. Am ong the 28 accreting stars,
15 (54% ) show evidence for X +ay aring, while am ong the non-accreting stars 47 stars (61% ) do.
T his an alldi erence is not statistically signi cant.

C onsidering the entire ONC sam ple included in the study ofFeigelson et al. (2002), there are
254 stars for which H illenbrand et al. (1998) report a Ca I EW ofeitther< 1 A (126 stars) or
> 1A (128 stars). In this lJarger sam ple, 41% ofthe accreting stars show X -ray aring, and 48% of
the non-accreting stars do, again indicating no relationship between accretion and X +ay aring.

W e thus nd that whik stars w ith optical rotation periods are predom inantly non-accreting
(see also Stassun et al. (1999); Herbst et al. (2002)), X ray aring is nonetheless ubiquitous am ong
them 3.1 2), and the presence of active accretion doesnot signi cantly enhance thisX +ay aring.
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3.32. Accretion and X -ray lum inosity

Am ong the stars w ith m easured rotation periods, we nd a hint that actively accreting stars
have lower X ray lum inosities than their non-accreting counterparts. A s above, there are only
28 stars w ith rotation periods that show clear signs of active accretion and 77 stars that clearly
do not. Com paring the Ly distribbutions of these two subsets, a Student’s t test reveals di erent
m eans| w ith accretors being less um jnous| at 98% con dence.

However, within the fullONC sampl we nd that this di erence in L x between accretors
and non-accretors is highly statistically signi cant. O fthe 529 stars from H illenbrand et al. (1998)
In the ACIS eld, Felgelson et al. (2003) detect 525 starswith M < 3 M . O fthese, 256 have
EW Ca II) < 1 A (126 detected In X-rays, 0 undetected) or EW Ca II) > 1 A (128 detected
In X-rays, 2 undetected). Here we ignore the two undetected stars. As Fig. 1la shows, the Ly
distribbutions of accretors and non-accretors are clearly di erent; a two-sided K -S test reveals that
the probability that the two are drawn from the sam e parent distrbution is3 10 °.

A sdem onstrated by Feigelson et al. (2002) and F lJaccom io et al. (2003), Ly ocorrelates strongly
w ih stellar m ass. Thus, the di erences In Ly am ong accretors and non-accretors m ight be the
result of a correlation between accretion and stellar m ass. Fig. 11b show s the Ly distrdbutions
for accretors and non-accretors as a function of m ass (stellar m asses taken from Feigelson et al
(2002)). The center of each box m arkes the position of the median Ly In that m ass bin. If the
ndented regions around the m edians (\notches") of two boxes do not overlap, the m edians are
di erent with > 95% oon dence (see Feigelson et al. (2003) for an explanation ofbox plots). W e
see that for stars below 05 M ,those with spectroscopic accretion indicators have signi cantly
lower Ly than stars that do not have spectroscopic accretion indicators. T he num ber of ob Ects
iIn the higher m ass bins, particularly those show Ing active accretion In Ca II, is su ciently small
that the uncertainties on the boxes in Fig. 11b are large and any di erences between accretors and
non-accretors m ay be di cul to detect.

33.3. Accretion and X —ray hardness

In addition to X +ay lum inosity, the Chandra/AC IS data allow us to com pare accretors and
non-accretors in term s of X ray spectral properties. F ig. 12a com pares the histogram s of hardness
ratios HR = (Ly Lg)=@Lnt+ Lg)] oraccretors and non-accretors, where L g is the X —ray lum inosity
from 05 to 2 kéV, and Ly, is the X +ay lum inosity from 2 to 8 keV . A s above, we include In our
analysisallONC stars from the study ofFeigelson et al. 2002) with M < 3 M

W e nd that accretors exhibi system atically harder X -ray spectra than non-accretors, and
the likelhood of both sam ples being drawn from the sam e parent distrdoution is 10 °. Fig. 12b
show s the m ass dependence of the HR . Sim ilar to Fig. 11b, a di erence between accretors and
non-accretors is clear for stars w ith m asses below 05 M
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4. D iscussion

From our analysis of all archival C handra/AC IS observations of a Jarge sam ple of PM S stars
In the ONC, we have identi ed in portant biases in the basic X -ray characteristics (lum inosity and
variability) of starsw ith optically determm Ined rotation periodsas com pared to the overallpopulation
of PM S stars detected by Chandra. In addition, we have explored possibl relationships between
the X rays observed from these stars and the two physicalm echanign sm ost likely responsible for
their production : rotation and accretion.

In this section we explore In greater depth the in plications of the ndings presented in x3
tow ard the goalof furtherelicidating the origin ofX raysin PM S stars. W e structure this discussion
again around the two central physicalm echanisn s of rotation and accretion. W e w ill argue that
the data hint at the presence of an underlying rotation/X -ray relationship qualitatively sim ilar
to that ocbserved on the m ain sequence, and we w ill show that the cbserved di erences in X —ray
characteristics between accretors and non-accretors are In fact consistent w ith a picture in which
all stars have intrinsically sin ilar X ray em ission properties. W e therefore posit that rotation and
not accretion is prim arily responsble for the production of X rays in PM S starsat 1M yr.

4.1. R otation

In seeking to nd a rotation/X —ray relationship am ong PM S stars analogous to that cbserved
on the main sequence, it is logical to focus on the X -ray properties of PM S stars with known
rotation periods. Unfortunately, the f1ll rotation/X ray relationship, if it exists am ong PM S stars
In the ONC, m ight not be discemable from those stars w ith optically determ ined rotation periods
alone. A swe have seen, these stars are signi cantly biased to higher values of Ly (@nd Ly =Lo1)
than are stars w ithout rotation periods. These stars m ay therefore only allow us to probe the
super-saturated regim e of any underlying rotation/X ay relationship.

W hy are PM S stars wih optically determ ined rotation periods biased in their basic X -ray
characteristics? It appears that this bias results from the fact that rotation periods can only be
m easured am ong starsw ith spotsthat are su ciently lJarge and long-lived to produce stable periodic
signals in the optical.

To show this, n Fig. 13a we plot the am plitude of optical variability, I, asreported by Herost
et al. 2002) forPM S stars in the O NC w ith rotation periods, against these stars’ X ray lum inosities
asdeterm ined in this study and in the study ofFeigelson et al. (2002). T he two quantities are highly
correlated. W hetherwe consider all starsw ith rotation periods, or only those detected in this study
( lled circles .n F ig. 13), a Speam an’s rank-correlation analysis yields a probability of 10 # that

I and L y areuncorrelated. T he sam e resul is obtained when we consider Ly =Ly,; Instead of Ly
Fig.13b). In this case, we nd a correlation at m arginal con dence (99% ) when we consider only
the stars from this study, but a probability of 1 10 © that the two quantities are uncorrelated
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when we include all stars w th rotation periods.

T he i plication is that we do not observe stars w ith rotation periods at very low Ly because
the am plitude of photom etric variability in the optical becom es dim lnishingly sm all, ultin ately
an aller than them ninum signaldetectable (I  0:03 m ag) by existing rotation-period studies
ofthe ONC (Stassun et al. 1999; Herbst et al. 2002).

In light of the fact that stars w ith rotation periods have high X +ay lum inosities, it is per—
haps not surprising that these stars appear to be In the supersaturated regim e. But if these stars
are Indeed supersaturated as Fig. 9 im plies, then the optical variability data would seem to in -
ply a qualitatively di erent picture for the surfaces of supersaturated stars than that comm only
assum ed. Them ental in age often invoked in the context of saturation is that of a star whose sur-
face has becom e com pletely threaded by m agnetic ux tubes, resulting in spot coverage fractions
approaching uniy. Yet in Fig. 13 there are stars at both low and high Ly =Ly, that show rel-
tively am all am plitudes of optical variability, suggesting that soot coverage am ong m any of these
\super-saturated" stars is relatively light.

O n theotherhand, Fig.13 m ay be telling us that these starsdo indeed have spots covering large
fractions of their surfaces, but that we are seeing changes In the m agnetic topologies of these stars
as a function of Ly =L,;. For exam ple, stars at Iower Ly =L, m ay represent stars w ith relatively
disorganized surface elds that produce relatively am all spots m ore-or-ess uniform ly distriouted
on the stellar surface. Such sn all, uniform ly distrdbuted spots would produce only low -am plitude
variability in the optical even if they cover a large fraction of the stellar surface. In contrast, stars
w ith larger Ly =L, could represent cases where the m agnetic eld has becom e m ore coherently
organized Into relatively large soots that are distrdbuted m ore asym m etrically on the stellar surface,
thereby giving rise to larger photom etric variability in the optical. That not all stars w ith large
Lk =Ly have correspondingly lJarge I is perhaps sin ply due to geom etrical e ects (varying soot
sizes/tem peratures, spot lJatitudes, nclination angles, etc.), or it m ay suggest that strong m agnetic

elds do not instantaneously arrange into organized con gurations.

T his interpretation is sin ilar to that proposed by Bames (2003b), who argues that stars in the
super-saturated regin e are cases in which the stellarm agnetic eld hasnot yet becom e su ciently
organized to couple the stellar interior to the surface, and therefore the star’s rotation is not
e ectively braked. Bames (2003b) further argues that as the stellar m agnetic eld becom es m ore
organized and achieves m axin um strength, it becom es m ore deeply rooted, the X +ay lum inosity
also reaches m axinum strength (saturation), and m agnetic braking begins to a ect the entire
star. In thisway, Bames (2003b) o ers a possblk explanation for the positive correlation observed
between P, and Ly =L, am ong stars in the supersaturated regin e. T hese are speculative ideas
to be sure; our ain here is to provide additional observational fodder to the question of what
super-saturation is really telling us about the m agnetic nature ofPM S stars.

At any rate, ifwe acoept the Inference that stars in the ONC w ith rotation periodsdo represent
the supersaturated regin e of the rotation/X way relationship, then the question arises whether
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there is evidence for an unseen linear regin e In the rotation/X ray relationship. Fig. 9 tells us that
there are indeed stars with su ciently low L yx =Ly, but do these stars also rotate m ore slow Iy?
W hike the availabl v sin 1 data do not show a one-to-one relationship between vsiniand Ly ,we do

nd evidence that slow er rotators do Indeed have ower Ly (X3 2), hinting at behavior qualitatively
consistent w ith the linear regin e of the rotation/X +ay relationship.

T hus, a picture begins to em erge from the data in which X -ray lum inosity does appear to be
related to stellar rotation am ong PM S stars in the ONC . Stars w ith rotation periods, biased as
they are in Ly , m ay represent the super-saturated and saturated regin es, and som e stars lJacking
rotation periodsm ay represent the saturated and (at least part of) the linear regin e, in plying a
population of very slow rotators am ong these stars.

An altemative to the slow rotator explanation for the lower Ly of stars w ithout rotation
periods is that stars w thout rotation periods are predom inantly active accretors, and that it is
accretion that is acting to suppress the Ly of these stars (see x3.32). Indeed, am ong the sam ple
of stars from Feigelson et al. (2002) that lack rotation periods, those w ith spectroscopic signatures
of active accretion (ie.EW (Ca II) 1 A) outnum ber those w thout such signatures by 2:1.
To exam ine this possbility m ore fiilly, we have com pared the hardness ratios (HR s) of stars w ith
and w ithout rotation periods, since HR is also correlated w ith accretion (accretors produce harder
HRs; see x333). We nd that the HR s of stars w ithout rotation periods are m arginally harder
than those w ith rotation periods; a K-S test yields a probability of 1% that the distrlbbutions of
HR s for the two groups are the sam e. C om pared to the resul in x3.3.3| where we found a highly
statistically signi cant di erence In HR for accretors vs. non—aocretors| this suggests that, for the
particular m ix of stellar m asses and accretion properties in the non {P .+ sam ple, accretion is only
weakly related to the Iower average Ly ofthese stars. The signi cance ofthe e ect is, nonetheless,
com parable to the vsin i e ect described above.

D isceming w hether, or to w hat extent, the lower average Ly of stars Jacking rotation periods
is due to accretion or slow er rotation ram ains an open observational question. Unfortunately, the
existing vsini study of Rhode, Herbst, & M athieu (2001) did not have su ciently high spectral
resolution to place stringent lower lim its on the rotation rates of these stars. It would thus be
valuable to have high-resolution v sin im easurem ents targeting starsw ith very low Ly and lacking
P .ot In order to better constrain the slow extrem es of rotation am ong stars that m ay represent the
saturated and linear regim es P+ & 20 days) of the rotation/X <ay relationship.

Finally, we call attention to the fact that stars w ith rotation periods, despite evincing stable
optical photom etric variability w ith low Jlevels of stochasticity (else their rotation periods would
be di cult to m easure), nonethelss show elevated levels of variabilty in Xrays ®312). This
m ay suggest that the m echanian (s) responsble for X ray variability are decoupled from them ech-
anism (s) often attributed to stochastic optical variability in PM S stars (ie. accretion), as we now
discuss.
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4.2. A ccretion

It isnow generally acospted thatm ost, ifnot all, PM S stars undergo a phase of active accretion

w hereby circum stellar m aterial, perhaps channeled by stellarm agnetic eld lnes, is deposited onto

the stellar surface. M odels of this accretion process (Calvet & Gulbring 1998; Gulbring et al
1998; Valenti, Basri, & Johns 1993) have had som e sucocess In explaining the continuum excesses
often observed in the UV am ong PM S stars as being due to the energetic shock that arises when
accreted m aterial in pacts the stellar surface. A ccretion is also typically in plicated as the source of
the stochastic, optical variability that is a de ning characteristic of classical T Tauristars CTTS)

(Herbst et al. 1994). It is approprate to ask, therefore, w hether X -rays from PM S starsm ay also
have their origins, at least partly, in accretion.

W e have already seen that X —ray variability is ubiquitous am ong the PM S stars In this study,
despite the fact that them a prity ofthese starsareweak-lined T Tauristars W TT S), asthey donot
show spectroscopic indicators of active accretion (x3.3.1). But perhaps accretion acts nonetheless
to noticeably a ect the X —ray am ission of these stars. Indeed, we have seen that accretors and
non-accretors do di er both in their X +ay lum inosities x3.32) and X ray hardness (x3.33). Here
we Investigate these di erences In greater detail.

W e begih by review ing the evidence, both from this study and from others in the literature,
for a di erence in the X +ray lum inosities between accretors and non-accretors. W e then present
a sin ple m odel that explains these di erences naturally In tem s of enhanced X ray absorption
am ong stars w ith active accretion, due to the presence of m agnetospheric accretion colum ns.

42.1. Di erences in X -ray lum inosities between accretors and non-accretors

Among PM S stars In a variety of star fom ation regions, there appears to be strong evidence
fora di erence in X —ray lum inosity betw een accretors and non-accretors, in the sense that accretors
tend to be underlum inous in X -rays relative to non-accretors. A sum m ary of the situation wih a
reanalysis of ROSAT data is presented in Flaccom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a) for the ONC,
NGC 2264, and Cham ekon I.Sin ibrresultsare found by N euhauseret al. (1995) in TaurusA uriga.

However, the m ost recent observations in O rion present two di erent resuls. Flaccom o et
al. (2003) nd that that the di erence In the median L ¢ between accreting and non-accreting
stars is about one order of m agniude in the 025{2 M range, In agreem ent with the earlier
ROSAT ndings. These authors use the EW of the Ca II lines, as reported by H illenbrand et al.
(1998), to distinguish accretors from non-accretors. T heir study isbased on a singlke exposure w ith
Chandra/HRC (30’ by 30’) centered on 10 riC .0 ptical cbservations catalog 696 clister m em bers
In the eld, 342 of which are detected In the HRC im age. O fthe 696 possible m em bers, a subset
(304 stars) have EW (Ca II) < 1 (108 X-ray detected, 58 undetected) or EW Ca II) > 1 (54
X —-ray detected, 84 undetected). A sthe HRC instrum ent does not provide spectral inform ation, the
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authors assum e a xed plasn a tem perature for all sources and gas colum n density proportional to
optical extinction In order to derive X ray lum inosities.

In contrast, Feigelson et al. (2002) nd no di erence In the distributionsof CTTS and W TTS
w ith respect to X ray um inosity. H ere, the distinction between CTTS and W TT S ism ade In term s
ofK -band excess, which is taken to Indicate the presence of an accretion disk. T heir study isbased
on the sam e Chandra/AC IS cbservations that we use in our own analysis. The ACIS inage (17’
by 17’) is centered 22" west of 'O riC . In that region there are 529 optically detected stars, 525
of which are detected in the AC IS exposure.

T he discrepancy between the ndings ofF lJaccom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a) and Feigelson
et al. (2002) can be resolved by noting that while Infrared indicators signal the presence of a
disk, this does not necessarily signal the presence of active accretion: the presence of a disk is
presum ably a prerequisite for accretion to occur, but not necessarily vicewversa. Indeed, using the
sam e gpectroscopic proxy for accretion as Flacocom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a), our analysis
above (x332) con m s the ndings of Flaccom io, M icela, & Sciortino (2003a) within the same
AC IS observations used by Feigelson et al. (2002).

W e thus take the nding of a di erence in X +ay lum nosity between accretors and non-—
accretors, as shown in Fig. 11, to be secure. In addition, we have found evidence for a di erence
between accretors and non-accretors in temm s of X ray hardness Fig. 12). W e now proceed to
exam Ine possible explanations for these di erences.

422. Explnation: Enhanced X -ray em ission or circum stellar absorption?

PM S starsundergoing active accretion show system atically lower X -ray um inosities and harder
X -ray hardness ratios HR) than their non-accreting counterparts. T his suggests that either: (@)
the X ray am ission from accretors is ntrinsically di erent In its spectral properties, nam ely, m ore
concentrated to higher X -ray energies (ie. harder); or (o) the X -ray am ission from the accretors
is Intrinsically sim ilar to that from non-accretors, but has been processed by circum stellar gas,
preferentially attenuating X —rays at softer energies.

In the m agnetospheric picture of accretion, CTTS are encaged In funnels of in ow ing gas
M uzerolle, Calvet, & Hartm ann 2001) w ith densities ranging from 102 to 10% am 3 (Calvet &
Gulbring 1998). These funnelsmay be 01 R thick, which in plies that hydrogen colum n densities
larger than 10°° an 2 are possible. T he exact am ount of gas colum n w ill depend on the accretion
rate and on the detailed geom etry of the accretion ow s but, as we show below, this am ount of
hydrogen ocolum n is potentially su cient to both attenuate and harden the X -rays observed from
CTTS.

To investigate this firther, we rst need to obtain the intrinsic (corrected for ISM absorption)
X ray characteristics of the Chandra sources. The X -ray lum Inosities and HR s that we have so
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far used in our analysis have not been corrected for the attenuation and hardening caused by
absorption due to Interstellar gas. In som e star form ation regions, this is an in portant issue.
For exam ple, Neuhauser et al. (1995) have shown that In Taurus the reddening toward CTTS is
signi cantly higher than toward W TT S, which could produce system atic di erencesin Ly and HR
sin ilar to what we have ocbserved. In the Feigelson et al. (2002) data there is no evidence for a
system atic di erence in extinction between accretors and non-accretors; the extinction properties
ofboth groups are the sam e to w ithin 20% . N onethelss, there m ay stillbe individualdi erences
In extinction that could act to alter the m edians In Figs. 11 and 12.

In order to correct for interstellar reddening we have perform ed the follow ng analysis. W e rst
calculate HR and Ly values for a grid ofhydrogen colum n densities and plagn a tem peratures F ig.
14). To generate these m odels, we used the X spec code @A maud 1996), version 112, assum ing a
uniform plasnawih 0:3 solarelem entalabundances. A s In Feigelson et al. (2002), continuum and
line em ission strengths were evaluated using theM EKAL code M ewe 1991), and X —ray absorption
was m odeled using the cross sections of M orrison & M cCammon (1983). For each star in the
Feigelson et al. (2002) database, we take the HR and Ly values reported by them and extinctions
@v ) from Hillenbrand (1997). W e then use the relation Ny = 2 10°'Ay to convert the cbserved
extinctions Into a m easure of the hydrogen colim n density toward each star. From Fig. 14, we
obtain the ratio between the cbserved lum inosity and the lum nosiy corrected for reddening. For
exam ple, if a star is observed to have HR = 00 and Ay = 135, Fig. 14 tells us that the cbserved
Ly = 0:6 (abitrary units) and that the intrinsic Ly = 09 (obtained by m oving in constant kT to
Ay = 0), In plying that the X -ray lum nosity has been extincted by a factor of 0:7 and that the
true HR is 03. In thisway we obtain corrected valuesofLy and HR foreach star. The resuls
are shown In Figs. 15 and 16. T he tem perature obtained by this procedure should be regarded as
an \e ective" plasm a tem perature, as ndividual ts suggest that in som e cases m ultiple plagm as,
each w ith a di erent tem perature, are necessary to reproduce the observations. T he procedure also
assum es that the plasn a is in ionization equilbrium @A rdila et al. 2003).

A fter correcting for reddening, the di erences in the histogram s persist F igs. 15a and 16a),
although when plotted as functionsofm ass  igs. 15b and 16b) the di erencesbetw een the accretors
and non-accretors becom e m ore subtle. It is therefore legitin ate to ask whether the di erences in
the histogram s are real, considering the dependence of Ly and HR on m ass. For exam pl, the
presence of proportionately m ore non-accretors than accretors at higher m asses could potentially
explain the di erences In the histogram s. A two-way analysis of variance indicates that the Ly
averages of accretors and non-accretors, after elin nating the e ect ofthem ass, have a probability
of1 10 3 ofbeing the same. For HR, the probability s 1 10 *. In other words, there is a
statistically signi cant di erence betw een accretors and non-accretors, both n HR and in L x , even
after controlling for the m ass dependence. Interestingly, HR appears to increase (@beit weakly)
w ith m ass| the analysis of variance indicates that the probability of allthem eans in them assbins
being the sam e is 10 3 | perhaps In plying that m ore m assive stars have hotter chrom ospheres.
T his is not due to the fact that higher m ass stars have higher Ly ; HR is scale-independent, so
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overall Increases In Ly do not a ect it.

Dierences n HR valuesbetween CTTS and W TT S have been reported in the literature for
Taurus, Lupus, Cham eleon, ScoCen, and the TW Hya association (Neuhauser, Sterzik, & Schm it
1994; K rautter et al. 1994; Neuhauser et al. 1995; K astner et al. 2002). A 1l these are based on
RO SAT data, for which two di erent hardness ratios are traditionally de ned in the literature:
HR1 = @n1+ Zpny Zg)=@p1 + Zpo + ZS)| where Zy; is the count rate from 0.5 to 09 kev,
Zyny is from 0.9 to 2 keV, and Zg is from 01 to 04 keV | and HR2 = (Zp1 Zn2)=@n1 + Zn2)-
N ote that the two \hard" RO SAT bands are equivalent to the \soft" Chandra band so the resuls
from Chandra and RO SAT are not directly com parable. In the RO SAT observations, and for these
star form ation regions, the W TT S are as a group signi cantly softer than the CTTS In the HR1
ratio, whilke the two populations have sim ilar HR 2 ratios. O ur analysis show s that the di erence
reappears in the higher energy Chandra HR ratio, which sam ples energies up to 8 keV . N euhauser
et al. (1995), nding no di erence In am ission tem peraturesbetween CTTS and W TT S in Taurus,
and considering di erent star-form ing regions w ith di erent extinction characteristics, argue that
thisdi erence in HR is due to absorption in the circum stellar environs ofthe CTT S (circum stellar
disks, rem nant nebulae and envelopes, out ow s, etc.).

For the ocbservations presented here, the di erences in Ly and HR between accretors and non—
accretors are consistent with a picture n which CTT S have intrinsically sin ilar X ray em ission
propertiesasW TT S, with X rays from the form er being extincted by circum stellar gas in am ounts
consistent w ith that predicted for m agnetospheric accretion colum ns. Them edian HR (corrected
for absorption) of the non-accretors In our samplk is 040 wih = 0:3. For the accretors, the
valuieis 023 wih = 0:3. A ssum Ing that the di erence is due to gas absorption, we can use F ig.
14 to obtain the gas colum n densiy. Ifthe mean HR of the non-accretors n our sam ple ( 0:40)
represents the ntrinsic HR ofa T Tauristar, this In plies (follow ing the Ay = 00 curve) a plasna
tem perature of kT 1:7 keV . The curves are m arked in dust extinction m agnitudes, but in this
excercise we are using them to correct for gas absorption only. If we ollow the line of constant kT
to higher hardness ratios, we reach HR 02 atAy 10, which nplies2 10°' an 2. In this
case, the ratio n Ly between accretors and non-accretors would be  0:7. G iven the w idth ofthe
HR histogram s, colum n densities as large as 10°> an 2 of gas m ay be necessary. These produce
ratios In Ly as large as 0.8 dex, which is consistent w ith Fig. 15 and w ith the resuls of F Jacoom io,
M icela, & Sciortino (2003a).

O n the other hand, K astner et al. (2002) argue, on the basis of Chandra X ray spectroscopy,
that the X -ray an ission from TW Hya is due to the accretion shock at the base of the accretion
colum n, and not sim ply to attenuated W TT S an ission. The di erential em ission m eassure is quite
unlke that of other active evolved stars (even though it is not clear what one should expect for a
PM S star). TW Hya isa l0Myrold, 07M PMS starwih Ly 10°° ery/sec, and o it has
a very average position In our Ly vs.m ass diagram . T his star poses a puzzlk for the argum ents
presented here in favor ofa comm on origin for X ay em ission in CTTS and W T T S. Its accretion
rate hasbeen reported asbeing 5{100 10 °M /yr M uzerolk, Calvet, & Hartm ann 2001;A lencar
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& Bataha 2001), and if the Iower 1im it is right, one would expect essentially no gas attenuation.
In addition, coronal activiy decreases w ith age, and so perhaps the cbservations of TW Hya are
not applicabl to younger sam ples. Certainly, X -ray spectroscopic cbservations of young W TT S
and CTT S are needed before this issue can be fully resolved.

5. Summ ary and C onclusions

W e have reanalyzed all archival Chandra/ACIS cbservations of pre{m ain-sequence ®M S)
stars w ith optically determ ined rotation periods in the O rion Nebula C luster ONC).Ouraim is
to investigate the relationship between X —rays and the physicalm echanisn sm ost lkely related to
their production in PM S stars: rotation and accretion. O ur analysis procedures include Ytering of

are events In the X ray data In an attem pt to determ ine X -ray lum inosities that are free of the
stochasticity introduced by such events.

The prim ary ndings of this study are as follow s:

1. Starsw ith optically determm ined rotation periodsarem ore X —ray lum inous, and arem ore likely
to be X ray variable, than are stars w ithout optical rotation periods. W e show that the bias
to high Ly is not due to a m agnitude bias In optical rotation-period studies of the ONC;
rather, it is due to the dim inishingly sm all am plitude of optical variability am ong stars w ith
an aller Ly , precluding detection of their rotation periods.

2. Stars w ith optically determ ined rotation periods have a m ean Ly =Ly, near, but lower than,
the \saturation" value of 10 3, inplying that these stars are in the saturated or super—
saturated regim es of the X way/rotation relationship, consistent w ith their R ossoy num bers.
There isam arginally signi cant ( 3 ) correlation between Ly =L, and Py, w th the m ore
rapidly rotating stars show Ing lower Lk =L, @S IS seen am ong super-saturated stars on the
m ain sequence.

3. Com pared to these stars, stars without rotation periods show a larger range of Ly =Lbol|
com parable, In fact, to that found am ong m ain sequence stars. W e consider the possibility
that, am ong these, som e stars m ay lie at the beginnings of the \lnear" regin e of the X —
ray/rotation relationship. Using vsinidata from the literature we nd that, am ong these
stars lacking know n rotation periods, slow er rotators do indeed show lower X -ray lum inosities
than do rapid rotators. T his relationship isnot one-to-one, however. It isalso possble that the
lower Ly am ong stars lacking rotation periods is Instead due to the higher incidence of active
accretion am ong these stars, a possbility forwhich we also nd weak evidence. T he statistical
signi cance of these two e ects| vsini and accretion| are com parable. M easurem ents of
v sin i sensitive to very slow rotators (. 5 km /s) would be of great valie In furthering our
understanding of X -ray production at the slow extrem es of PM S rotation. PM S stars in the
Iinear regin e should have P+ & 100 days, assum Ing a typical convective tumover tin escale
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of . 800 days. Such long rotation periods have yet to be observed am ong PM S stars.

4. Stars in the ONC w ith spoectroscopic signatures of active accretion show signi cantly harder
X -ray spectra and lower X ray lum inosities than their non-accreting counterparts. These
observations can be explained quantitatively by a m odel in w hich accretors and non-accretors
have intrinsically sin ilar X ray em ission properties, w ith the di erences In Ly and hardness
ratio being due to absorption of soft X rays by m agnetospheric accretion colum ns.

Taken together, these ndings hint that there in fact exists a rotation-activity relationship
am ong PM S stars in the ONC, and suggest that rotatjon| not aocretjon| is the prin ary driver
of Xray emission In ow-mass M . 3 M ) PMS starsat 1 M yr. Indeed, our nding that stars
w ith rotation periods show elevated levels of X —ray variability, despite show ing little stochastic
variability in the optical, further im plies that X ray variability has its origins in processes that are
m ore or less ndependent of the processes responsible for stochastic variability in the optical (ie.
accretion) .

Fially, our ndings raise questions about the true physicalm eaning of \saturation" in PM S
stars. It is intriguing that stars w ith optically determm ined rotation periods all appear to lie in
the supersaturated regin e yet show dim inishingly sm all am plitudes of optical variability at low
Ly . It is possible that soots on the surfaces of these stars becom e non-existent below a certain
Ly threshold. On the other hand, we soeculate that the low am plitude of optical variability m ay
be due to m agnetic topologies n which the stellar surface is indeed largely covered by spots, but
spots that are m ore-orJdess random ly distrbuted over the stellar surface, thereby producing only
very am all photom etric signals in the optical. M ore organized m agnetic topologies m ay be present
In stars with higher Ly , such that larger soots asym m etrically distribbuted on the stellar surface
are possble. In this picture, these latter stars m ight be those whose global elds have becom e
su ciently organized and deeply rooted so as to begin e ecting m agnetic braking of the stellar
rotation, a picture sim ilar to that recently put forward by Bames (2003ab).

W e acknow kedge fuinding under Chandra Award Number AR 2-3001X issued by the Chandra
X Ray Observatory Center, which is operated by the Sm ithsonian A strophysical O bservatory on
behalfofNA SA under contract NA S8-390073. W e also gratefully acknow ledge the usefiilcom m ents
of the anonym ous referee.
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Fig.1 | E xam plk oflight curve Itering for areevents fora source in the observation ofT sujm oto.
The thin solid line represents the cbserved light curve, and dashed lines represent 1  errors based
on sin pl counting statistics. The thick solid line represents the light curve after are Xtering.
T he horizontal solid and dotted lines ndicate the quiescent count rate determ ined from the ltering
procedure (solid line) and 1 errors (dotted).
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et al (2002) (histogram ). The gaussian t shown has

D i erences between the Ly values m easured by us and those reported by Feigelson

0:14 dex and an o set of 0.15 dex.

Approxin ately 0.04 dex of this o set is due to the di erent distances assum ed to the ONC by us

(470 pc) and by Feigelson et al. (2002) (450 pc).
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Fig. 6.| D istribution of logLy for all ONC stars with optically determ ined rotation periods
detected by Feigelson et al. (2002) (dashed) and the distrbution for those starsw ith high signalto—
noise detected In this study (hatched). For com parison, the solid histogram show s the distrioution
for all ONC stars detected by Feigelson et al. (2002) having optical m agnitudes bright enough
(I . 17) to have been included in the optical rotation-period surveys of the ONC (Stassun et
al. 1999; Herbst et al. 2002). The distrbbution for stars lacking rotation period m easurem ents
are indicated by the dot-dashed histogram . Stars w ith optically determ ined rotation periods are
system atically biased to higher Ly as com pared to the underlying population.
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Tablke l. Study sampl

D Pyot M, IlogLpe=L I K) EW Call
days M m ag A

106 170 o021 029 0.10 1.5
111 494 042 0.15 0.24 22
116 234 0.9 0.20 0.09 1.6
118 1.07 013 0.61 0.32 0.0
122 0.98 0.14 0.54 0.17 0.0
123 6.63 1.37 0.28 1.28 0.0
128 8.83 0.15 0.28 0.32 0.0
133 203 029 025 0.26 1.6
136 8.65 028 0.06

140 458 0.17 0.19 0.29 3.8

2D esignation from H illenbrand (1997).

Note. | Table 1 is avaible in its entirety in the electronic
edition ofthe A stronom ical Journal. A portion is shown here for
guidance regarding its form and content.
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Tabl 2. X-ray properties of study sam ple

D2 Exposur® IlogLy ¢ logLy )p ¢ Varability® Flagt

erg/s erg/s
174 G2 29.8 294 Const 0
175 G1 294 29.8 LTVar 0
175 G2 303 29.8 LTVar 1
177 G2 30.0 302 Flare 0
177 G1 30.3 302 Flare 1
178 T 301 PosF1l 1
187 G2 30.5 30.3 Flare 1
187 G1 30.4 30.3 Flare 0
188 G2 295 29.7 PosF1l 0
188 G1l 30.6 29.7 PosFl 1

@D esignation from H illenbrand (1997).

PSource of m easurem ent. G 1: First G am ire exposure; G2:
Second G am ire exposure; T : T sujm oto exposure.

X —ray lum inosity from this study.
dX —ray lum inosity from Feigelson et al. (2002).

©X —ray variability, from Feigelson et al. (2002) or from this
study if source not included in Feigelson et al. (2002) study.
Const’ indicates a non-variable light curve, ¥ lare’ indicates a
light curve w ith a clear are, and 'PosF I’ indicates a light curve
that possibbly includesa are.

fo uality ag (see text). M easurem ents with a 1’ are those
used in our analysis.

Note. | Tabl 2 is avaible in its entirety in the electronic
edition of the A stronom ical Journal. A portion is shown here
for guidance regarding its form and content.



