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ABSTRACT

Context. T Tau stars display flierent X-ray properties depending on whether they are angrétlassical T Tau stars; CTTS) or not (weak-line
T Tau stars; WTTS). X-ray properties may provide insightitite accretion process between disk and stellar surface.

Aims. We use data from th¥MM-Newton Extended Survey of the Taurus Molecular CIX{EIST) to study diferences in X-ray properties
between CTTS and WTTS.

Methods. XEST data are used to perform correlation and regressidgsaasdetween X-ray parameters and stellar properties.

Results. We confirm the existence of a X-ray luminositlyy() vs. mass 1) relation, Ly o« M16%011 put this relation is a consequence of
X-ray saturation and a mass vs. bolometric luminosity) ¢elation for the TTS with an average age of 2.4 Myr. X-rayusation indicates
Lx = const,, although the constant isftirent for the two subsamples: conrstl0-37300 for CTTS and const 10733%:006 for WTTS.
Given a similarL, distribution of both samples, the X-ray luminosity functialso reflects a real X-ray deficiency in CTTS, by a factor &

o compared to WTTS. The average electron temperafligeare correlated withLy in WTTS but not in CTTS; CTTS sources are on average
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hotter than WTTS sources. At best marginal dependencie®and between X-ray properties and mass accretion rategeor a

Conclusions. The most fundamental properties are the two saturation, ledgating suppresseldy for CTTS. We speculate that some of
the accreting material in CTTS is cooling active regionseimperatures that may not significantly emit in the X-ray bad if they do,
high-resolution spectroscopy may be required to identifgd formed in such plasma, while CCD cameras do not detesetbomponents.
The similarity of theLyx vs. T,, dependencies in WTTS and main-sequence stars as well asith#ar X-ray saturation laws suggests similar
physical processes for the hot plasma, i.e., heating anati@u of a magnetic corona.

Key words. Stars: coronae — Stars: formation — Stars: pre-main sequeierays: stars

1. Introduction their envelope are “Class I” objects, stars with a circuinste
lar disk that show IR excess are “Class II” objects, and stars
with no IR excess are “Class IlI” objects. While thexidlas-
sification is based on accretion, the IR excess is a measure of
Yircumstellar material. The Class |1 objects are domindtged
CTTS, while the Class Il stars are dominated by WTTS.

Optically revealed low mass pre-main-sequence stars déne
class of T Tauri Stars (TTS). TTS are divided into two fansjie
the Classical T Tauri Stars (CTTS) and the Weak-line T Ta
Stars (WTTS). CTTS display strongaHines, a sign that the
stars are accreting material from the circumstellar dishijev
in WTTS the Ry line fluxes are suppressed, a sign that accre-
tion has ceased. Based on infrared observations, YouniguStel

Objects (YSO) have instead been ordered in classes accs! itters. First X-ray detections of individual TTS were raad

ing to their infrared (IR) excess. Following this classifioa, with the Einstein observatory (e.g.._Feigelson & DeCarmnpli,

7 . 1981) and revealed very strong X-ray activity, exceedin
deeply embedded stars at the start of their accretion pfnasetﬁ\e s)olar level by severgl orderg of m)égnitudé/. Many sta?—

Class 0" objects, more evolved protostars still embeded f'orming regions have subsequently been observed with the

Send gprint requests toA. Telleschi ROSAT satellite (e.g.,. _Feigelson etlal., 1993; Gagnéetal.,
* New address (since September 200Bjtegral Science Data 1995; [Neuhauser etiall, 1995; Stelzer & Neuhauser, 12001),
Centre, Ch. d’Ecogia 16, CH-1290 Versoix, Switzerland & ©en largely increasing the number of X-ray detected TTS. Studie
Observatory, University of Geneva, Ch. des Maillettes 5 2901 based on l emission may in fact fail to detect part of the
Sauverny, Switzerland WTTS population, which can easily be identified in X-rays.

Both types of TTS have been found to be strong X-ray
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The origin of the strong X-ray activity in TTS is not endevel as during the pre-outburst phase, while the spectreim b
tirely clear. The observed emission in the soft X-ray baral/ab came softer.

1 keV is consistent with emission from a scaled-up version pqggsiple signs of accretion-induced X-ray emission are
of the solar corona. In main-sequence stars X-ray actigity dayealed in a few high-resolution spectra of CTTS. High
mainly determined by the stellar rotation rate. The actiit gjectron densities were measured in the spectra of TW
rotation relation is given by /L. oc P3° (Gudel et al., 1997), Hya (Kastner et al., 2002; Stelzer & Schimitt, 2004), BP Tau
whereLy is the X-ray luminosityl.. is the stellar photospheric(SChmm etal.] 2005; Robrade & Schmitt, 2006), and V4046
bolometric luminosity, and,; is the rotation period of the Sgr (Gunther et all, 2006), and were interpreted as indicat
star. This is consistent with the dynamo mechanism thatd?x-ray production in accretion shocks. Other spectrozop
present in our Sun, where the magnetic fields are generagggtyres that also suggested an accretion shock scenatioear
through ane-Q dynamo (Parker, 1955). At rotation periodsoy electron temperature dominating the plasma in TW Hya (a
shorter than 2-3 days for G-K stars, the X-ray activity saiies fe\ MK, as expected from shock-induced heating) and abun-
atlog(x/L.) ~ -3 (Vilhu & Rucinski, 1983). dance anomalies. Stelzer & Schmitt (2004) interpreteditie h

As for pre-main sequence stars, early surveys of tig/Fe abundance ratio as being due to Fe depletion by conden-
Taurus Molecular Cloud (TMC;l_Neuhauser et al. _199%ation into grain in the accretion disk. Drake et al. (20@5) r
Stelzer & Neuhauser 2001) claimed a rotation-activityarel ported a substantially larger M& ratio in the spectrum of TW
tion somewhat similar to the relation for main-sequencesstaHya than in the spectra of the other studied stars, and they pr
but the recent COUP survey of the Orion Nebula Clustgosed to use this ratio as a diagnostic for metal depletitinein
(ONC) found absence of such a relatian_(Preibisch let atircumstellar disk of accreting stars.

2005), suggesting that all stars are in a saturation regime, Work on high-resolution X-ray spectroscopy was subse-
even for long rotation periods. Young stellar objects, espguently extended by Telleschi et al. (2006a) to a sample of
cially in their early evolutionary stage, are thought to bg pre-main sequence stars withfdrent accretion properties.
fully convective, and the generation of magnetic fieldstigto The main result of that work is the identification of an excess
the @-Q dynamo should not be possible. This suggests th§ftcool plasma measured in the accreting stars, when comhpare
X-rays in low-mass pre-main sequence stars are generag@vTTS. The origin of this soft excess is unclear. Further ev
through processes fiérent than in the Sun. New models fofdence for a strong soft excess in the CTTS is revealed in the
X-ray generation through other dynamo concepts have beggraordinary X-ray spectrum of T Tau (Gudel et al., 2006c)
developed | (Kuker & Rudiger, 1999; Giampapa etal.. 1996 this case, however, the electron density (derived froetsp
Alternatively, in CTTS, X-rays could in principle be prodet tra| lines formed at low temperatures) is low, < 10% cm3.

by magnetic_star-disk interactions (e.g.. Montmerle &t affhe density, in case of accretion shocks, can be estimated us
2000;11sobe et all, 2003), in accretion shocks (€.9.. LémzjAg the strong shock condition, = 4n;, wheren; and n,
1999; | Kastner et all, 2002; Stelzer & Schimitt, 2004), or ifre the pre-shock and post-shock densities, respectiiedy.
shocks at the base of outflows and jets (Gudelet al..|20@finsityn; can be derived from the accretion mass rate and
Kastner et al., 2005). the accreting area on the stellar surfallex 47R2 fvinemy,

The influence of a circumstellar disk, and particularly th&here f is the surface filling factor of the accretion flow, and
influence of accretion on X-ray activity is therefore of inVer = (2GM/R)¥?is the free-fall velocity. Using the accretion
terest. Former X-ray studies of star forming regions hayateM ~ (3 - 6) x 10°® Mg yr* for T Tau (White & Ghez,
led to discrepant results. In the Taurus-Auriga comple2001; Calvet et all, 2004) we obtaip = (1.1 - 2.2) x 10'*/f
Stelzer & Neuhauser (2001) reported higher X-ray luminodiGudel et al.. 2006¢). Even in the extreme case that10%,
ties for the non-accreting WTTS stars than for CTTS. In thie expect a densitg 10" cm®, i.e. orders of magnitude
ONC, |Feigelson et al. (2002) concluded fr@@handraobser- higher than the measured value.
vations that the presence of circumstellar disks has no-influ The aim of the present paper is to study the role of accre-
ence on the X-ray emission, whereas Flaccomio et al. (2003#&n in the overall X-ray properties of pre-main sequenegsst
in anotherChandrastudy of the ONC, foundlx andLx/L. to in the Taurus-Auriga Molecular Cloud, by coherently compar
be enhanced in WTTS when compared to CTTS. From the ieg samples of CTTS and WTTS. Our analysis is complemen-
centChandraOrion Ultradeep Project (COUR), Preibisch et atary to the COUP survey work, and we will present our re-
(2005) reported the X-ray emission of WTTS to be consistesiilts along largely similar lines (see Preibisch et al. 2f05
with the X-ray emission of active Main Sequence (MS) star§OUP). Indeed one of the main purposes of the present work
while it is suppressed in CTTS. However, in all these studigsa qualitative comparison of the Taurus results with thaise
the X-ray emission mechanism is consistent with a scaled4gined from the Orion sample. We do not, however, present is-
version of a solar corona. sues related to rotation; rotation-activity relations wé sepa-

X-ray emission during accretion outbursts has been digtely discussed in a dedicated paper (Briggs €t al..|2006).
served in V1647 Ori(Kastner etlal., 2004; Grosso et al., 2005 The paper is structured as follows. In Sédt. 2 we describe
Kastner et al., 2006) and in V1118 Ori_(Audard et al., 2005he stellar sample used in this work, anlin 3 we summarize the
The X-ray luminosity increased by a factor of 50 during theelevant steps of the data reduction. We present our regults
outburstin V1647 Ori, and the spectrum hardened. On the otlsect[4, and discuss them in S&¢t. 5. We summarize our results
hand, the X-ray luminosity of V1118 Ori remained at the san@nd conclude in Sedil 6.
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2. Studying X-rays in the Taurus Molecular Cloud stars with EW(H¥) > 5 A are defined as CTTS, while other
stars are defined as WTTS. For early-M spectral types, the
2.1. The Taurus Molecular Cloud boundary between CTTS and WTTS was set at EW(H

We will address questions on X-ray production in accret9 A and for mid-M spectral types at EWgHi = 20 A. Stars

ing and non-accreting T Tauri stars using data from tp{gth late-M spectral type are mainly Brown Dwarfs (BDs), and

XMM-Newton Extended Survey of the Taurus Molecular Clo@en their low optical continuum, a clear accretion ciagar
(XEST,Gudel et dl. 2006a). is difficult to provide. For this reason, BDs were treated as a

The Taurus Molecular Cloud (TMC) varies in significan?lass of their own and are not used in our comparison s‘tud|es
gl;laccretors vs. non-accretors (but were included in th&al'to

ways from the Orion Nebula Cluster and makes our study . . :
important complement to the COUP survey. The TMC hagamples when appropriate). For further details| see Gitdg!

as the nearest large, star-forming region (distaac®0 pc, (?00§;a)bang GFOSSO etlal %006)' YSO IR types were used to
Loinard et al! 2005), played a fundamental role in our undei?g\/seslb)éezrclgrsls?ﬁe%azist ane (? E)?t;)s(tcali:s'slnosgrrr(;r?arre}gﬂea;;sivel

standing of low-mass star formation. It features seveiasddy CTTS are tvoe 2 obiect X/?/TTS tvpe 3 obi t’ EBD y
associated but otherwise rather isolated molecular cesed are type = objects, are type  objects, an sare

of which produces one or only a few low-mass stargedént classified as type 4. Type 5 is assigned to HerbigB&estars,
from the much denser coresgrOph or in Orion. TMC shows while stars with uncertain classification are assignedpe §.

alow stellar density of only 1-10 stars Bde.g.| Gomez et Al. We will use these designations in our illustrations below.
3 . : . We emphasize the near-completeness of XEST with re-
1993). In contrast to the very dense environment in the Orion

Nebula Cluster, strong mutual influence due to outflows, fets gard to X-ray detections of TTS. Gudel et al. (2006a) previd

gravitational &ects is therefore minimized. Also, strong wind he fgtge_f_tl\'/(l)g stat|stt)|cs (their Ta(lrj)le u%ti/l)MAl\lt otatl of 126 doth
and UV radiation fields of OB stars are present in Orion b € MEemDbErs surveyed w “ewtonwere de-

. ected in X-rays. Among these are 55 detected CTTS and 49
absentin the TMC. detected WTTS (out of the 65 and 50 surveyed targets), corre-

The TMC has provided the best-characterized sample . : . ;
. . - sponding to a detection fraction of 85% and 98%, respegtivel
CTTS and WTTS, many of which have been subject to detallg\ ost all objects have been found comfortably above the ap-

StUd'ES; see, e.g., the seminal work by Kenyon & Hartmanh, . ate detection limit ofx ~ 10?8 erg s, indicating that
(199%) that concerns, among other things, the evolution ¥s generally emit at levels between?16- 10°! erg s2, ex-

history of T Tau sta_rs and the" dlstenvelope_enwronment, ceptions being lowest-mass stars and brown dwarfs. Most of
mostly.based on opt|cf’:\l and |nfra.re.d observations. . the non-detected objects have been recognized as staes¢hat
It is therefore little surprising that comprehensivgyongly absorbed (e.g., by their own disks) or as stars of ve
X-ray studies of selected objects as well as surveys, mass|(Gidel et al., 2006a). XEST is the first X-ray sur-
have been performed with several previous X-ray salglsy of TMC that reaches completeness fractions near unity,
lites; for X-ray survey work see, e.g., the papers by, inerefore minimizes detection bias and unknofiects of
Feigelson etal. (1987). Walter et al. (1988), Bouvier (199Q,,hqr jimits to correlation studies as performed here. ¢ pr
Strom et al.|(1990), Strom & Strom (1994), Damiani & M'Cel"i‘/ides, in this regard, an ideal comparison with the COUP re-
(1995), | Damiani et al.| (1995), Neuhauser et al. (1995), anfs (Preibisch et al.. 2005).
Stelzer & Neuhauser (2001). Issues we are studying in our a fey sources were excluded from consideration in the

paper have variously been StUdiE{d in these surveys befQfgssent work. These are the four stars that show composite X-
although, as argued by Gudel et al. (2006a) and below, the spectra possibly originating from twofiéirent sources (DG
present XEST project is more sensitive and provides us Wi, A GV Tau. DP Tau. and CW Tali; Gudel etlal. 2006b)
a near-complete sample of X-ray detected TTS in the surveygg yree stars which show a decreasing light curve thrastgho

area, thus minimizing selection and detection bias. the observation (DH Tau, FS Tau AC, and V830 Tau); these
light curves probably describe the late phases of largesflare
2.2. The XEST sample of T Tau stars Further, the deeply embedded protostar L1551 IRS5, which

shows lightly absorbed X-ray emission that may be attridute

The XEST project is an X-ray study of the most populated reo the jets|(Favata et al., 2002; Bally et al., 2003), was aiso
gions (comprising an area of5 square degrees) of the Taurugluded, and so were the two Herbig stars (AB Aur, V892 Tau).
Molecular Cloud. The survey consists of X8IM-Newtorex- |In some correlation studies, we do consider objects for whic
posures. The 19 initial observations of the project (of agpr upper limits toLyx have been estimated|in Giidel et al. (2006a),
mately 30 ks duration each, see Table 1 of Gudellet al. 200&a} will not consider non-detections without such estinfass
were complemented by 9 exposures from other projects or fréon example, if the absorption is unknown).
the archive. Also, 8Chandraobservations have been used in  Qur final, basic sample of TTS then consists of 56 CTTS
XEST, to add information on a few sources not detected wigihd 49 WTTS. Among the X-ray detections, there are also 8
XMM-Newton or binary information (see Gudel et al. 2006a)protostars, 8 BDs, 2 Herbig stars and 4 stars with uncertain

To distinguish between CTTS and WTTS we use the cladassification. Smaller subsamples may be used if parameter
sification given in col. 10 of Table 11 of Gudel et al. (20Q6apf interest were not available.
This classification is substantially based on the equitalen When L. is involved in a correlation, we excluded
width of the Hx line (EW[Ha]). For spectral types G and K,all stars that are apparently located below the Zero-Age
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Main Sequence (ZAMS) in the Hertzsprung-Russel diagra@arcia-Alvarez et al., 200%; Scelsi et al., 2005). The rhode

(Fig. 10 of Gudel et al. 2006a). These stars are HH 30, IRABnNsists of a grid of 20 thermal components binned to intsrva

S0430%261, Haro 6-5 B, HBC 353, and HBC 352. Their loof dlogT = 0.1 from logT = 6 to logT = 7.9, arranged such

cation in the HRD is likely to be due to inaccurate photometrthat they form an EMD with a peak at a temperattgand two
Many of the stellar counterparts to our X-ray sourcgmower-laws toward lower and higher temperatures with pewer

are unresolved binaries or multiples. In total, 45 out of tHaw indicesa andg, respectively. Given the poor sensitivity of

159 stellar systems surveyed BMM-Newtonare multiple CCD spectra at low temperatureswas kept fixed at 2, con-

(Gudel et al., 20064a). If - as we will find below in generaldansistent with values found in previous studies (Tellesclailigt

as has been reported in earlier studies of T Tauri stars, (€2005;| Argirdfi et al.,| 2004), while we leB free to vary (be-

Preibisch et all, 2005)-x scales withL., then this also holds tween-3 < 8 < 1). The absorbing hydrogen column density

for the sum of thd_x with respect to the sum of the componenily was also fitted to the data. The abundances were fixed at

L... Binarity does therefore not influence comparisons betweealues typical for pre-main sequence stars or very active-ze

Lx andL.. When correlatind.x with stellar mass, we will find age main-sequence stars (Telleschi et al., 2005; Affgebal.,

that more massive stars are in general brighter. In the das004; Garcia-Alvarez et al., 2005; Scelsi €t al., :ZE(]E()rfur-

binaries, the more massive component (usually the more lutthier details, see Giidel et al. (2006a).

nous “primary” star).will thus dominate the X-ray emis:sion.. For each star and each model we computed the average

We have used the primary mass for the stellar systems 'f'av?élmperature'l(a\,) as the logarithmic average of all temperatures

able; we therefore expect the influence of the companions bd in the fit applying the emission measures as weighés. Th
our correlations to be small. We will also present tests with '

. X-ray luminosity Lx) was computed in the energy range 0.3-
subsample of single stars below. 10 keV from the best-fit model assuming a distance of 140 pc.

Of the 126 members detected in XEST, 22 were detected
in two different exposures. In those cases, two separate spectral
The XEST survey is principally based on CCD camera explits were made. For correlations of X-ray parameters with ste
sures, but is complemented with high resolution gratingspe lar properties, we used logarithmic averages of the refoits
for a few bright starg (Telleschi etlal., 2006a), and withiegt the two fits. On the other hand, if we correlate X-ray projstti
Monitor observations (Audard etlal., 2006). The three EPI@4th each other, we treat the two spectral fit results from the
onboardXMM-Newtorare CCD-based X-ray cameras that cosame source asftierent entries.
lect photons from the three telescopes. Two EPIC detecters a Regyits from the spectral fits are given in Table 5 (for the

of the MOS typel(Turner et al.. 2001) and one is of the PN tygp fits) and Table 6 (for the T-and 27T fits) oflGudel et al.
(Strider et all, 2001). They are sensitive in the energgeai  (30064). We use the results from the EMD interpretation te pe
0.15-15 keV with a spectral resolving power ¢NE = 20-50. oy statistical correlations below.
The data were reduced using the Science Analysis System
(SAS) version 6.1. A detailed description of all data redrct
procedures is given in Sect. 4|of Giidel etlal. (2006a).
Source and background spectra have been obtained for each
instrument using data during the Good Time Intervals (GTI4, Results
i.e., intervals that do not include flaring background).tker,
time intervals with obvious stronstellar flares were also ex- Motivated by results from previous X-ray studies and inisart
cluded from the spectra in order to avoid bias of our resuyjts blar guided by the COUP work (Preibisch et al., 2005), we now
episodically heated very hot plasma. seek systematics in the X-ray emission by correlating X-ray
One PN spectrum usually provides more counts than tharameters first with fundamental stellar parameters, lagal t
two MOS spectra together. We therefore only used the PN datao seeking correlations among the X-ray parameters them-
for the spectral analysis, except for the sources for whigh Belves. We will consider the fundamental stellar propsitie
data were not available (e.g., because the PN was not op#nass and bolometric luminosity, accretion rate, and age, bu
tional, or the sources fell into a PN CCD gap). we will not discuss rotation properties here (see Briggdlet a
The spectral fits were performed using twdfelient ap- (2006 for a detailed study). The basic X-ray properties used f
proaches in the full energy band. First, we have fitted the-speur correlations are the X-ray luminosity in the 0.3-10 keV
tra using a conventional one- or two-component spectralahodand and the average electron temperafygeOne of the main
(1-T and 2T), both components being subject to a commaypals of this section is to seekfidirences between CTTS and
photoelectric absorption. In this approach, the hydrogan cWTTS. We will compare our findings with those of COUP and
umn density,Ny, two temperaturesT(,) and two emission Some other previous work in Segt. 5.
measures (EM) are fitted in XSPEC| (Arnaud, 1996) using
thevapecthermal collisional-ionization equilibrium model.

In the second approach, the spectra were fitted With the apundance values used are, with respect to the solar
a model consisting of a continuous emission measure difotospheric abundances of Anders & Grevedse [1989)0.45,
tribution (EMD) as found for pre-main sequence and aet=0.788, G-0.426, Ne-0.832, Mg=0.263, Ak0.5, Si=0.309,
tive ZAMS stars |(Telleschi et al., 2005; Argitoet al.,| 2004; S=0.417, A=0.55, Ca-0.195, Fe-0.195, Ni=0.195

3. Data reduction and analysis
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Fig. 1. X-ray luminosity as a function of mass. From left to right) teor all stars. (b) For CTTS. (c) For WTTS. The straight
lines indicate the regression curves (from the EM algorjttand the dashed lines illustrate the errors in the slopes.
4.1. Correlations between X-rays and stellar
parameters

4.1.1. Correlation with mass

the independent variabbe (M). When using this method, we
assume that y is functionally dependent on the given mass
(Isobe et al., 1990). However, ti values are also uncertain,
and assuming a functional dependence a priori may not be cor-
Table 10 in_Giidel et al. 2006a). In the left panel we show t
relation for all types of objects in our sample.fierent sym-

rect. We therefore also computed the linear regressiorgusin
the bisector OLS method after Isobe et lal. (1990), whicttdrea
fE
bols are used to mark filerent object types (see panel in fig

In Fig.[1 we plot the X-ray luminosity,x (inergs?), as a func-
tion of the stellar massa\M, in units of the solar mas#/, from

ure). Upper limits for non-detections are marked with agow.

he variables symmetrically. In this case, we find lgg =
£o1 = 0.11) logM + (30.44 + 0.05) for all stars together,
ogLx = (1.98+0.20) logM +(30.24+0.06) for the CTTS, and
I
; ) T Ta
In the middle and right panels the same relation is shown SER
arately for CTTS and WTTS, respectively. A clear correlati

ogLx = (2.08+0.17) logM +(30.69+0.07) for the WTTS (see
is found between the two parameters in all three plots, in tn

ble[1). The slopes for the bisector OLS are slightly steepe
an in the EM algorithm. However, the values for CTTS and
TTS agree within one sigma, and we caution that the upper
. . : . fhits for non-detections are not taken into account in the b
sense thatx increases with mass. The correlation fméents
X . . ctor linear regression method.
are 0.79 for the whole sample (99 entries), 0.74 for the CT'P§ ! . g _ !
(45 entries), and 0.84 for the WTTS (43 entries). We com- We verified this trend for the subsample of stars that have
puted the significance of the correlation using correlatists not been recognized as multiples. We find the r.egressioa line
in ASURV (LaValley et al| 1992; specifically, the Cox hazar9Lx = (172 0.12)logM + (30.39+ 0.07) using the EM
model, Kendall's tau, and Spearman’s rho have been used) &i#Prthm. and log.x = (1.85+ 0.11)logM + (30.48 + 0.07)
found a probability o 0.01% that the the parameters are urSind the bisector algorithm. These results are fully csiest
correlated in each of the three cases. As for all subseqteent with t_he results for the total sample.
tistical correlation studies, we summarize these paraméie  Differences are present between the CTTS and WTTS stel-
Tabld1. lar samples. While the slopes found in the correlations for
We computed linear regression functions for the log& ] 1S and WTTS are consistent withinrlthe intercept of
rithms of the two parameters, of the form fpg a+ blogx, WTTS at Mo(logM/Mo = 0) is ~ 0.45 dex larger than the
using the parametric estimation maximization (EM) algd0tércept for CTTS. This lets us anticipate a larger average
rithm in ASURV, which implements the methods presented 6}’( in WTTS. The correlation is better determined for WTTS,
Isobe et al.|[(1986). We find the regression functionspg=

WTTS. The regression parameters are also listed in Table(qu%)'
as for all subsequent regression analyses. In the ONC sam-

ple, Preibisch et all (2005) found the similar linear regi@s

(1.69+ 0.11) logM + (30.33+ 0.06) for the full stellar sample, smaller error in the slope. Furthermore, the standard tewia
and logly = (178 + 0.17)logM + (30.57 + 0.09) for the EM algorithm is slightly larger for CTTS (0.45) than for WTTS
logLx = (1.44+ 0.10) logM + (30.37 + 0.06) for all stars with
masses< 2Mg, using the same algorithm.

as judged from a slightly higher correlation ¢beent and a
logLx = (1.70+ 0.20)logM + (30.13 + 0.09) for the CTTS, 7 of the points with respect to the regression function frobe t

4.1.2. Evolution of X-ray emission

Here, we discuss the evolution of the X-ray emission with age
The EM algorithm is an ordinary least-square (OLS) rédmong main-sequence (MS) stats; is correlated with rota-

gression of the dependent varialyléLx in this case) against tion and anti-correlated with age. The common explanaton i
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Table 1. Summary of results found for theftirent correlations. In the third column, n is the numberafsstised in the statistic.
P is the probability that the parameters are uncorrelatechfeded with ASURV)C is the correlation cd&cient ando is the
standard deviation from the EM algorithm. The intercepthef linear regression & andb is the slope. Errors are 1-sigma rms

values for the respective variables.

Correlation stellar n EM algorithm bisector algorithm P C o
sample
a b a b
Lx vs M all 99 3033+ 0.06 169+ 0.11 3044+ 0.05 191+0.11 < 0.01% 0.79 0.45
Lx vs M CTTS 45 3013+0.09 170+ 0.20 3024 + 0.06 198+ 0.20 < 0.01% 0.74 0.45
Lx vs M WTTS 43 3057+ 0.09 178+ 0.17 3069+ 0.07 208+ 0.17 < 0.01% 0.84 0.38
Tayv VS Lx CTTS 19 645+ 2.31 001+0.08 -17.95+1325 085+ 0.45 43-80% 0.06 0.22
Tav VS Lx WTTS 29 253+ 0.81 015+ 0.03 013+ 0.93 023+ 0.03 < 0.01% 0.69 0.12
Tav VS Fx CTTS 18 677+0.76 005+ 0.12 167+111 086+ 0.18 62-42% 0.11 0.22
Tav VS Fx WTTS 32 575+ 0.20 018+ 0.03 521+ 0.24 026+ 0.03 < 0.01% 0.72 0.11
Lx vsL./Le all 108 3000+ 0.05 105+ 0.06 3007 + 0.04 111+ 0.05 < 0.01% 0.83 0.44
Lx vsL./Le CTTS 48 2983+0.06 116+ 0.09 2989+ 0.05 120+ 0.10 < 0.01% 0.84 0.39
Lx vsL./Ly WTTS 44 3022+ 0.08 106+ 0.10 3031+ 0.06 125+ 0.09 < 0.01% 0.85 041
Lx/Lx(M)vsM CTTS 37 -405+119 -048+0.15 -832+111 -102+014 014-052% -0.47 0.57
Lx(M = 1M,) vs age all 93 3@5+006 -0.36+0.11 3069+ 0.06 -1.02+007 010-038% -0.31 0.44
L./LovsM all 113 023+ 0.04 149+ 0.07 093+ 0.04 165+ 0.06 < 0.01% 0.90 0.31
Lx (M) predicted by the correlation with mastx(M) =
10%933M189 erg s1) and multiply with theLyx expected for
o a 1 M, star (16°% erg s'). We designate this quantity by
o, ° Lx(M = 1M,). In Fig.[2 we plotLx(M = 1M) as a function
T AN S ° o o i of age. A slight decline ik is found between 0.1 and 10 Myr.
0 E o e O{SO . The correlation coficient isC = —0.31 for 93 entries. The
o o f\%fe‘?;,&o O%@ : O ° tests in ASURV give probabilities between 0.1% and 0.38%
= . ° m% O?%g%:\ O 5 that age and.x(M = 1M;) are uncorrelated. We have com-
= -0 o 9000 e puted a linear regression with the EM algorithm in ASURV and
% 1077 ¢ b0t @ — find log(Lx /Lx(M)) = (-0.36+0.11) log (age) (30.45+0.06)
B ey o® o . (where age is in Myr). Further, we have tested the lineamesgr
L o2 O o v ! sion and the correlation probability when we neglect the two
el o) younge_st stars (V410_X4 and. LIQ—B58) and fou_nd the linear
1029L e9 (onrs) | O‘ J regression to be con_s_|stent within error bars W|t_h the albeve
‘o‘ w ‘ ‘w‘ 5 wo 5 lation, with a probability o < 1% fpr no correlatl_on. Fgrther, _
' Agé (Myr) ' as a test, we have computed the linear regression using-the bi

Fig. 2. Evolution of the normalized X-ray emissiohyx has
been normalized with the predicted values from themass
relation (see text for details). The linear regression cotegh
with the EM algorithm is plotted (solid line) together with-e
rors in the slopes (dashed line). Symbols mafkedent types

of stars.

that magnetic activity is directly related to the stellatatmon,

sector algorithm. We find a much steeper slope b2+ 0.07
(Table[1), indicating that the linear regression is ne\aets
only marginal, and the scatter is dominated by other camtrib
tions.

Preibisch & Feigelson (2005) reported correlations censis
tent with ours, applying the EM algorithm to the ONC data.
They correlated.x with age in mass-stratified subsamples of
the surveyed stars and foung to decrease with age with
slopes ranging from -0.2 to -0.5, i.e. fully consistent wiitle
slope found in Figl2 (mass-stratified analysis for our sampl

and the latter decays with age because of magnetic brakiat§o indicates decreasitig in some mass bins but not in oth-
However, TMC PMS stars do not show the relation betwe®fis; our statistics are too poor for this purpose).
Lx and rotation observed for MS stars (Briggs et al., 2006). On

the other hand,x decreases during the evolution of pre-mai

2.1.3. Mass accretion rates

sequence stars, provided that a common X-ray saturation law
applies (see below), becauke decreases along the HayashiVe now directly compare the X-ray parameters derived from

track.

our spectral fitsi(x, Lx /L., andTay) with the previously deter-

We have found (see SeEf. 4]1.1) thatshows a strong cor- mined mass accretion rated (in M, yr~1). We useM listed in
relation with mass. In order to avoid an interrelationshép bthe XEST catalog (Gidel etlgl., 2006a, and referencesitt)ere
tween the correlations, we normalize the measurgdvith  Accretion rates may be variable, and various methods far the
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Fig. 3. Residual X-ray luminosity for CTTS (after normaliza-
tion with theM — Lx andM — M relation) as a function of the 8.0,
mass accretion rate. Regression lines obtained using thelEM o2 5
gorithm (red) and the bisector algorithm (blue) are plotttti [ o3 o) e 5
their respective errors in the slope (dashed lines). Theeseg 7.5 © 9 (others) © -
sion lines are computed only using the stars plotted withkbla I =
circles, while the two stars witM smaller than 16*°M,, yr—! < i . ot Te o
were ignored (see text for more details). V 7ok < 0 o i
; L 5 te 9@9 S 4
L : ) © i < —— O O
determination may produce somewhatatient results. If dif- I - O e 1
ferent values were found for a given star in the literatune, t 6.5F -
range ofM is marked by a horizontal line in our figures. i 1
When comparind.x with M, some caution is in order. In -
Sect[4.T.11 we have shown that a tight relation exists betwee 60l ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Lx and the stellar mass. Further, a clear relation betwéand 1071290710710 1979 1078 1077 1076 107°
the stellar mass has been found for class Il objects in tee lit Mgor (Mo yr™)

ature (e.g.. Muzerolle et al., 2003, 2005; Calvet et al..4300

Combining thelx-mass andV-mass relations, we expeck Fig. 4. Upper panel: Fractional X-ray luminosity visl. Lower

to correlate withM as well. However, here we are interesteganel:T,, vs. M. Different symbol sizes represenffdient ob-

in testing if an intrinsic relation between the latter twograe- ject types as defined in the figures. Arrows represent upper i

ters exists that is not a consequence of the two formeroelgti its for the accretion rates.

Calvet et al.|(2004) have used evolutionary tracks of Sieak e

(2000) (consistent with the XEST survey) to find a relation

M o« M9%in the mass range between 0.02 ard3 Similarly,

Muzerolle et al.|(2003) and Muzerolle et al. (2005) fouvidx . ]

M2 and M o« M?2! respectively, using dierent evolutionary Neve_rtheless, the probabl_hty,_computed in ASURYV for the EM

tracks. We therefore adopt the relation Mg~ 2logM — 7.5, algorithm, thaino correlation is present is only = 0.1% —

Further, we use lobx = 1.69 logM + 30.33 (Sect{Z.1]1), and 0.5%. We have_ computed the _Ilnear regression usitigpreli

we then compute the expecteg for eachM value, namely €nt methods. With the EM algorithm we find lag/Lx(M) =

log Ly (M) = 0.85logM + 36.67. (-0.48+ Q.15) logM - (4.05+1.19) (_TabIeD.). Using the bisec-
In Fig.[3 we plot the ratio oLy /Lx(M) as a function of _tor algorithm, howe_ver, the slope is found to b£02 + 0.14_,

M for class Il objects. We will expect that the values scattéf- More than 3 sigma steeper than the slope found with the

around a constant if this ratio were determined only by tfeV @lgorithm. The entries for two stars with law (plotted in

M — Lx andM — M relations. We find a very large scatter foplue) are consistent with the linear regression found with t

any givenM (2-3 orders of magnitude) but, using a regreE-M algo_nth_m. We conclude that the two p_arameters_are not

sion analysis, a tendency for weak accretors to show higif¥enly distributed, but that a linear regression of the litiga

Lx, compared to strong accretors. However, if we exclude tAYC values cannot clearly be claimed.

two stars with the smallest accretion rates (plotted withebl  In Fig.[4 we plotLx /L. andT,, as a function of the accre-

symbols in Fig[B), the correlation is less clear. In thisegagtion rate. Arrows represent upper limits fit. In both cases no

the correlation coficient isC = -0.47 for 37 data points. correlation is evident.
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4.1.4. Correlation with bolometric luminosity givenL,, a constant between 1band 10° regardless of.,.
This is reminiscent of the situation among very active, dpi
In Fig.[d we plotLyx as a function of the stellar bolometric |U'rotating main-sequence or evolved subgiant starssiatrate
minosity L. (from|Gudel et al. 2006a and references thereirg; fractional X-ray luminosities of the same order, prodde
The lines corresponding tox /L. = 107%,10™*, and 10° are  they rotate sfiiciently rapidly. We thus find that the majority of
also shown. In the left panel, all stars are plotted, witffieti  oyr TTS are in a saturated state. A consequence of this would
ent symbols for each stellar class as described in the figlere. pe that rotation no longer controls the X-ray output, as sug-
again excluded from the plot the stars mentioned in $ect.dsted by Preibisch etlal. (2005) for the Orion sample. This i
Upper limits for non-detections are marked with arrows. Byiscussed for the XEST sampleby Briggs étal. (2006). Below,
far most of the stars are located betwdsfL. = 10~ and e will specifically study whether thiex /L. relation is difer-
Lx/L. = 107*. In the middle and right panels, we present CTT&nt for CTTS and for WTTS.
and WTTS separately. The correlation found for the full stellar sample is com-
The correlation coiicients are 0.83 for the full stellar sam-patible with the relation found in Orion: Idgx = (1.04 +
ple (108 entries), and 0.84 (48 entries) and 0.85 (44 eltri@06) log(L./Ls) + (30.00+ 0.04) (Preibisch et al., 2005). The
for CTTS and WTTS, respectively. Probabilities for the alslope found for the WTTS in the ONC is also consistent with
sence of a correlation are very sméll< 0.01%. We computed our results within the error bars. For CTTS, on the other hand
linear regression lines with the EM algorithm in ASURV. FaPreibisch et dl. (2005) found a very large scatter in thestasr
the full sample, we find logx = (1.05+ 0.06)logL./Lo + tion. This is not observed in our XEST sample; we rather see
(30.00 + 0.05), whereas for CTTS and WTTS, lbg = similar scatter for CTTS and WTTS, as demonstrated by the
(1.16+0.09) logL./Ls + (29.83+ 0.06) and log-x = (1.06+ similar correlation cofiicients, the similar errors in the slope,
0.10) logL../Lo+(30.22+0.08), respectively. Fid.l5¢c shows oneand the similar standard deviations. Preibisch et al. (P60§-
WTTS atL./Le ~ 0.01 with arather higi.x ~ 5x10%°ergs? gested that strong accretion could lead to larger errorkén t
(KPNO-Tau 8= XEST-09-022). Not considering this objectdetermination of stellar luminosity and théextive tempera-
the slope of the regression slightly steepens 7% 0.09, ture.
which is only marginally dierent from the slope based on all

WTTS. The standard deviation at the same time marginally de- ] o
creases from 0.41 to 0.36. 4.1.5. Fractional X-ray luminosity Lx /L.

Again, we also computed a linear regression using the Fig. [ we plot the histogram for the distribution of
bisector OLS algorithm that treats both and Lx as inde- log(Lx/L.) for CTTS (grey) and WTTS (white). The two
pendent variables. The slopes are very similar to the thgsgpulations are dlierent, with WTTS having a larger mean
reported above (Tablé 1). The important distinction betwegg(Lx/L,). We fitted each of the two histograms with a
CTTS and WTTS is that the latter clearly tend to be located @aussian function and computed the mean and its errors. For
higherLx/L. (see also below): dt./L, = 1the CTTS show CTTS, we findlog(Lx/L.)) = —3.73+ 0.05, while for WTTS,
an average lox = 29.83 [erg s!], while for the WTTS, (log(Lx/L.)) = —3.39+ 0.06.
logLx = 30.22 [erg s']. A more rigorous test is based on the Kaplan-Meier estima-

The regressions are thus compatible with a linear relatitors as computed in ASURV, which implements the methods
betweenLy andL., and thereford.x /L. is, on average for a presented by Feigelson & Nelsan (1985). This method also ac-
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Fig. 6. Distributions of log(x/L.) for CTTS (grey histogram) Fig. 7. Cumulative distribution of lod(x /L.) for CTTS (solid)
and WTTS (white histogram). Gaussians that fit the distriband for WTTS (dotted).
tions are also plotted and their peaks are marked with artic
lines.
and{log(Lx/L.))ctts = —3.83+ 0.06 and(log(Lx /L.))wtTs =
—3.40+0.08. These results are consistent with the results found
counts for the upper limits il for the non-detections. Thein the full sample. We can therefore conclude that multiplic
results are plotted in Fig] 7. The solid line represents thieE;, does not influence our results.
the dotted line the WTTS. The WTTS distribution is shifted to  In Fig.[8 we plot the Kaplan-Meier estimator for the dis-
ward larger logx /L.) compared to the CTTS distribution by aribution of log(Lx /L.) in three diferent mass ranges: for stars
factor of approximately 2. We findog(Lx /L.)) = =3.72+0.06 with masses smaller than OM,, between 0.3 and 0 M, and
and(log(Lx/L.)) = —3.36+ 0.07 for CTTS and WTTS, re- larger than 0.™,,. For the latter two mass bins, the distribu-
spectively, in full agreement with the Gaussian fit. Judgedhf tions belong to two dierent parent populations at tbe94%
a two-sample test based on the Wilcoxon test and logrank tiestel. For lower massesM < 0.3M;), we find the CTTS
in ASURV, the probability that the two distributions are oband WTTS distributions to be similar, but we still find larger
tained from the same parent population is very low, namdlyg(Lx/L.) for WTTS than than for CTTS. The fierence be-
P = 0.01%-0.03%. tween the two populations is not significant at th&0% level
Again, we test this result using the subsample of stars thmtssibly because of the small size of the stellar sampleisn th
have not been recognized as multiples. The subsample tonsigass range.
on 29 CTTS (4 of which have upper limits) and 33 WTTS (with  Our results can be compared with the distributions found in
no upper limits). We find a probability d® = 0.05%-0.07% the COUP survey, shown in Fig. 16 |of Preibisch etlal. (2005).
that the distributions arise from the same parent populatidn the latter figure, the stars are classified according t@542
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and WTTS (dotted). (solid) and WTTS (dotted).

A Ca Il line, which is an indicator of disk accretion, simikar 0 the WTTS total distribution, but the opposite trend isrsee
the EW(Hr) used in our work. In Orion, a substantiafférence Ve conclude that the trends are grossly the same for the total
has been found between the distributions of accreting and n§2mple and the single-star subsamples, the larger prapabil
accreting stars in the mass ranges 0.2-M,3and 0.3—0.5,. being due to significantly smaller samples that are compared
However, for 0.5—-1M,, the two distributions appeared to pdverall, thus, CTTS are recognized as being X-ray deficient

compatible, in contrast to our findings that show fainter GTTWhen compared to WTTS. o _
consistently in all mass ranges. Fig.[@ shows the X-ray luminosity function for the same

three mass ranges as used in Ject. U.M5< 0.3M,, in the

left panel, 03M; < M < 0.7Mg in the middle panel, and
4.2. Correlations between X-ray parameters M > 0.7, in the right panel). Again, we find the largesffdi-
ence between CTTS and WTTS for the two higher-mass bins,
with probabilities of only 2% 4% that the distributions belong
In Fig.[I0 we display the X-ray luminosity function (XLF) forto the same parent population. The probability is subsityti
WTTS and CTTS for our Taurus sample. The XLF has agdiarger forM < 0.3M, (29%-32%), but the statistics are also
been calculated using the Kaplan-Meier estimator in ASUREbnsiderably poorer.
so that the few upper limits have also been considered. The Considering the dierence inthe XLFs of CTTS and WTTS
total number of sources used was 105, 56 of them being CTal®ne, a possible cause could be that the bolometric luminos
(including 6 upper limits) and 49 WTTS (including 1 uppeity function of CTTS would indicate lower luminositiels,
limit). The WTTS are again more luminous than CTTS by #han for WTTS, which would result in lower averagg pro-
factor of about 2 (with mean valugfogLyx)c = 2951 and vided thatLx /L. ~ constant, i.e., that saturation applies for all
{logLx)w = 29.80). The probability that the two distributionsstars. In Fig[IlL, we plot the distributions lof for WTTS and
arise from the same parent population is-70%, computed CTTS. In fact, the CTTS are found to be slighttyore lumi-
using ASURV as described in Selct. 4]1.5. nousthan the WTTS. We findlogL.)c = 3335+ 0.08 and

If we restrict the stellar sample to stars with no recoglogL.)w = 3319+ 0.09. The probability that the distribu-

nized multiplicity, we obtain average X-ray luminositie§ otions arise from the same parent population is 1246, i.e.
(logLx)c = 29.38 and(logLx)w = 29.65, for samples con- making the diference marginal. We conclude that becalise
sisting of 32 CTTS (5 upper limits) and 36 WTTS (1 uppés linearly correlated with.. (Fig.[S), the diference inLx for
limit). The difference between the two stellar samples is Ote two samples is intrinsic, which is of course a reconfirma-
dex (i.e., a factor of two), similar to what we found for thédl fu tion of our previous finding that the distributionslof/L. also
sample. However, the two-sample tests give a larger prbbalidicate lower activity for CTTS compared to WTTS.
ity (P = 12%—-33%) that the two stellar groups arise from the
same parent population. Among the multiple sources, 24 :
CTTS (with 1 upper limit), but only 13 are WTTS (with no up?{%'z' Absorption
per limit). By adding the multiples to the sample of singlerst In Fig.[12 we plot the distribution oNy for accreting (solid
we expect that the distributions slightly shift toward kargx, line) and non-accreting stars (dotted line) calculatedgighe
and because there are significantly more multiple CTTS, tKaplan-Meier estimator in ASURV. The logarithmic average
CTTS distribution of the total sample should be more similaf Ny for CTTS is(Ny)c = 4.2 x 10% cm2 and is more than

4.2.1. The X-ray luminosity function
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Fig. 12. Cumulative distribution ofNy for CTTS (solid line) Fig.13.T,, as a function ofNy for our sample.

and WTTS (dotted line).

a factor of two larger than the average for WTTSL{)w

1.8x 10%1 cm2).

tions A; if we assume a standard gas-to dust rahig (Ay
2 x 10?* cm? mag?, Ny/A; = 7.1 x 10?* cm™2 mag;
Vuong et al. 2003). For a detailed discussion on the gas-toward highefT,, for higherNy.
dust ratio in TMC, we refer the reader to Glauser et al. (2007,

in preparation). High photoelectric absorption might iefice
the spectral fits to low-resolution spectra, because théesbo

as derived by Gudel et al. (2006a). Similarly, if we cortelg,
with Ny (Fig.[13), we find a larger range @, (symmetrically
around lodl,y = 7.0 [K]) for highly absorbed sources, while
TheNy values found from our spectral fits are roughly coriFay is found to be similar for all the sources with low absorp-
sistent with the visual extinctiond, and the infrared extinc- tion (Ny < 10?2 cm?), log Toy ~ 7.0+0.2 [K]. The larger range
of Ty at highemy is likely to be the result of larger scatter due
to less reliable spectral fitting. In any case, there is nodre

4.2.3. Correlation of Ly with electron temperature

plasma components, morffected by absorption, cannot be reln Fig.[14 we plotT,, as a function ofLx and as a function
of the X-ray surface fluxKx) for CTTS and WTTS, respec-
We studied possible biases introduced by high absorptitively. The surface fluxes have been calculated using thie rad
by correlatingNy with T,y andLy. We have found.x to range reported in Table 10 of Gudel etlzl. (2006a). In the plotdtier
between approximately #®erg s* and 1§* erg s, indepen- WTTS we also show values for six main-sequence G-type so-
lar analog stars (Telleschi et/al., 2005), for 5 K-type s{a3
termination ofLx, on the other hand, does increase with irDor from/Sanz-Forcada etlal. 2003, anfdri, 70 Oph A&B, 36
creasing\y (and decreasing number of counts in the spectru®ph A&B fromWood & Linsky 2006), and for 6 M-type main-

liably quantified.

dent of the photoelectric absorption. The uncertainty efdb-
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sequence stars (EQ Peg, AT Mic, AD Leo and EV Lac froiound in Fig[I5 and the probability for the CTTS and WTTS
Robrade & Schmitt 2005, AU Mic from Magee etlal. 2003, andistributions to originate from the same parent populat®on
Proxima Cen from Gidel et al. 2004). again only 07%-2%.

Spectral fits to low-resolution spectra that are subject to We have checked if the filerence found in the plasma tem-
photoelectric absorption tend to ignore the coolest plastna peratures of WTTS and CTTS could be attributed to abundance
ponents, as the soft part of the spectrum is most severely afiomalies that may not have correctly been accounted fhein t
fected by the absorption. CTTS are on average more absorbpdctral fits| Kastner etlal. (2002), Stelzer & Schmitt (2004
than WTTS. Given the larger absorptions, there could bes band Drake et all (2005) found large /e and NgO abundance
toward higher average temperatures in CTTS, although suctatos in the spectrum of TW Hya. We have therefore fitted the
trend is not visible in Fig_13. We nevertheless countergoisa  spectra of the 19 CTTS witNy < 3x10? cm~2 and more than
sible residual bias by restricting the stellar sample usethe 100 counts in the combined EPIC spectra (filled black bullets
correlation to stars wittNy < 3 x 1071 cm™2. The logarithmic in Fig.[I4) adopting abundances as found in TW Hya=O
means of\Ny for CTTS and WTTS after these restrictions ar8.2, Ne= 2.0, Fe= 0.2, with respect to the solar photospheric
1.2 x 10 cm2 and 8x 10°° cm 2, respectively, making theseabundances of Anders & Grevesse 1989, all other abundances
samples very similar with regard to absorption properties. as given in Secf.]3). The average temperatures obtained with

Further, we exclude the very faint sources (with less thaimis model are generally consistent within 0.1 dex with #ra-+t
100 counts collectively in the three detectors) that coldd a peratures found based on our standard abundances. Only for
produce unreliabléx andT,, results. In FiglZI¥ the filled cir- one star, HO Tau AB, did we find an average temperature sig-
cles represent the stars used for the linear regressioriig w nificantly lower, while the general trend toward higfigy, for
the stars excluded from the fit are plotted with small crass&€3TTS remains unchanged. We can therefore exclude that the
Overall, the absorbed and faint sources fit well to the trendsference in temperatures is induced by abundance anomalies
found from less absorbed and more luminous sources, but thes those observed in TW Hya.
scatter tends to be larger. Telleschi et al.[(2006a) derived the thermal structure wéni

For CTTS, we find almost no correlation betwekg and pre-main sequence stars from XEST based on high-resolution
Lx or Fx (the correlation coficients are 0.06 and 0.11, re-Reflection Grating Spectrometer data, using variable abun-
spectively). On the contrary, for WTTS$,, is clearly corre- dances. They found,, to be compatible with values used here,
lated with bothLyx and Fx. The correlation ca@icients are which were derived from EPIC CCD spectra (an exception is
0.69 and 0.72 forLx and Fx, with 33 and 32 data points,the CTTS SU Aur, for which the temperature found with RGS
respectively (Tabl€]1l). The probability that no correlatis is even higher than that derived from the EPIC spectra).én th
present is< 1% in either case. We computed the linear rdatter work, however, a ffierence in the abundances has been
gression using the bisector OLS algorithm (no a priori réeund between stars of spectral type K and stars of spegfral t
lation between the two measured variables assumed) to fladThe abundances found for the K-type stars reflect approxi-
logTay = (0.23+ 0.03)logLx + (0.13+ 0.93) and logl,y = mately the abundances used for the XEST EPIC fits (following
(0.26+0.03) logFx + (5.21+0.24). WTTS follow a trend sim- an inverse FIP f@ect), while G-type stars show lower e
ilar to that shown by MS stars in thig, vs. Lx relation. In the and QFe abundance ratios. We therefore fitted the four G-type
Tav VS. Fx relation, on the other hand, we find that WTTS arstars in our stellar sample with an abundance pattern asifoun
in general hotter than MS stars for a giviEg. for this spectral class by Telleschi et al. (2006a). Agaie did

We have checked these results using the EM algorithngt find a significant change in temperatures. In summary, we
finding slightly shallower slopes (see Talilé 1). Shallowelo not find any appreciableffect that abundance anomalies
slopes are expected in the EM algorithm when compared to thteer than those adopted in our study might have on the tem-
bisector OLS algorithm_(Isobe et/al., 1990). For CTTS, wheperature determination. We also note that Scelsi et al.§200
no correlation is found, the two algorithms result in contglie  in preparation) studied the abundances derived from th€ EPI
different slopes (Tablg 1), an indication of absence of a linegrectra of the brightest sources in the XEST sample and found
regression (Isobe etlal. 1990; théfdient slopes in the absenceverage abundances very similar to the standard abundances
of a correlation are a consequence of the defining minintratiused in our CCD fits.
of the algorithm. The EM algorithm returns a slope~f0, The diterence in the coronal temperatures of CTTS and
whereas the bisector algorithm yields a slope around unity) WTTS is in particular due to the larg&g, found in the CTTS

We use the Kaplan-Meier estimator in ASURV to compamith low Lx. We therefore calculated the mean of &g} values
the distributions ofra, for CTTS and WTTS. The two distribu- for CTTS and WTTS with_x < 3 x 10?° erg s, low absorp-
tions are shown in Fig._15 for the case where we do not appign (Ny < 3 x 10°* cm2), and more than 100 counts in the
a restriction toNy: the solid line represents CTTS, while theéhree detectors. For these stars, we computed the errdkg in
dotted line represents WTTS. Only stars with more than 188 follows: We determined the 68% confidence contour on the
counts in the three EPIC detectors are used. The probabiBty Ty plane for these two “parameters of interest”, i.e. the loci
that the two distributions arise from the same parent pepufar which a fit can be achieved whogeéis larger byAy? = 2.3
tion is 07%-2%. If we restrict the sample to stars with low(1 o) than they? of the best fit. We then found the minimum
Ny (< 3 x 107t cm2), we find the mean value of 166, [MK]  and the maximunT ,, for this subset of models, and thus de-
= 7.10 [MK] with o = 0.22 for CTTS and lo§ o [MK] = 6.88 fined the error range for,,. Using these errors, we computed
with o = 0.17 for WTTS. The distribution is similar to the onethe weighted mean of |0G,,. For CTTS, we neglected DD Tau
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Fig. 14.Left pannelT,, as a function ot.x for CTTS (top) and WTTS (bottom). Right panél, as a function ofx for CTTS

(top) and WTTS (bottom). The low-absorption TTS samplesaaeked by filled black bullets, while small crosses give lofci
high-absorption objects or sources with few counts (sedaexlietails). Black diamonds mark solar analog stars €Behi et al.,
2005) and blue and green diamonds mark K- and M-type mainesexg stars, respectively (see text for references). Thigist

lines in the WTTS plots are linear regression fits (based sadbor regression, the dashed lines illustrating the eamges in
the slopes).

AB, which shows extraordinarily high temperatures in twh di
ferent observations (two bullets at the hottest tempegaitur 120
Fig.[14). For CTTS, we findlog T,,) = 6.97+0.06 (698+0.06 i
if DD Tau AB is also considered) while for WTTS we find
(log T4y = 6.81+ 0.05. We therefore conclude that the CTTS
and WTTS withLyx < 3x10?° erg s* are diferentat a 3 level,
fully supporting the significant fierences in the regression fits
that are based on the entitg range.

In conclusion, we find the CTTS X-ray sources to be hotter
than WTTS at a confidence level 5f 98%, and this result is
partly due to the presence oflx — T,y relation for WTTS
but its absence in CTTS. Further, the WTTS relation coirgide
with relations valid for main-sequence stars dfelient spectral
types, including saturated and non-saturated starsfiatret

Kaplan—Meier Estimator

ool o o | R

evolutionary stages. . o5 ‘ . ‘ o= — 20
log T,
5. Discussion Fig. 15. Kaplan-Meier estimator fof,, for CTTS (solid) and
WTTS (dotted). Only sources with more than 100 counts in the
5.1. Summary of trends three EPIC detectors are used.

We now discuss the trends and correlations described in the
previous section and will also put them into a context witk-pr ~ The most significant correlations that we reported above are
vious reports, in particular from the COUP project. those between stellar mass dnd(slope~ 1.7), between stel-
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lar bolometric luminosityL. andLyx (slope~ 1), and between [Preibisch et al.| (2005) find a well-defined linear correlatio
Lx and average electron temperatligg (slope 0.15-0.23), the for WTTS (standard deviation around best-fit regression of
latter applying only to WTTS. 0.52 dex), while for CTTS the scatter dominates (standafd de

Further, we have found that andLy/L. are both lower, Viation= 0.72 dex) and the relation is significantly flatter. The
on average, for CTTS than for WTTS, each by a factoe @ CTTS data points span a range of 3 orders of magnitude at
compatible with the finding that the distributionslofare sim- @ givenL.. In XEST, the standard deviation of the scattered
ilar for the two samples. In contradt,, is, on average, higher points is only~ 0.4 dex for CTTS, WTTS, and the entire sam-
by a factor of~ 1.7 for CTTS than for WTTS. ple, with a range ofx values at a giveh, of about 1.5 dex. We

Finally, we have studied possible correlations betwe&€ again not in a situation to explain the much tightgr darre
Lx. Taw, OF Ly /L, and the accretion rate but found at best urtions for the XEST survey, but note that our spectral-fit rodth

convincing correlations. The same is true for a trend bewe8/09Y May suppress numerical uncertainty introduced by pho
Lx and age. toelectric absorption that suppresses evidence of plasma ¢

ponents at lower temperatures. Because we used an emission-
measure distribution with a prescribed low-temperatuegpsh
5.2. Comparison with previous studies as usually found in magnetically active stars, the presence

of the coolest components is interpreted based on the pres-

The Lx — mass correlation. This relation has been reportedyce of well-detected hotter plasma. An error analysid for
prior to XMM-Newtonand Chandrastudies of star-forming paseq in particular oty shows that for 76% of the sources

regions, but with largely varying regressions. Feigelstaie i, xesT, the intrinsic error range iby due toNy is smaller
_(1993) found a slope of.8+ 0.6 for a sample of low-mass Sta_rsthan a factor of 3 (0.5 dex, in fact mostly much smaller),
in the Chamaeleon | dark cloud based on ROSAT observatioggy the |argest errors are obtained for faint sources suttiec
There may be problems with more numerous upper limits ,th > (2 - 3) x 10%* e 3 (Gudel et al.[ 2006a). We note that
the low-mass (and low-luminosity) end of the distribution il eipisch et 21/ (2005) used an X-ray luminosity averagest ov
this study, as noticed by Preibisch et al. (2005). On therothge 10 days of exposure I§handra while in the XEST sam-
hand, the COUP sample reveals a very similar correlation i, \ve have neglected time intervals containing obvioussiar
ours, with a slope only marginally smaller4#+0.10) thanfor yovever| Preibisch et Al. (2005) found that the avelagand
XEST (169+0.11). The TMC sample thus essentially confirmg,e quiescent (“characteristict differ by a median factor of
the COUP results, and the residuafelience might be due tog 7g, \which would not be shicient to explain the large scatter
a somewhat dierent distribution of stars in the HRD, perhapg, nd in theirLy — L, correlation for CTTS.

indicating a diferent age distribution, as suggested from our Comparison with main-sequence starsPreibisch et &l.

discussion of this relation below. (2005) also compare thélis, — L, correlation with field main-

A clear diference between the two studies is seen in tRgquence stars, and find a much shallower slope for the, latter
scatter around the regression curves. While Preibisch etiflt also a very large scatter. They similarly comparelthe
(2005) report a standard deviation of 0.65 dex (factor of 4.mass relations with field stars, but there, they find a similar
around the best-fitline, we find for the XEST sample values b§lope in the regression. We will not perform this comparison
tween 0.38 (factor of 2.4, for WTTS) and 0.45 (factor of 28, f here, for the following reason. Field stars are found atousi
CTTS). We do not have a clear explanation for the smaller scayolutionary stages, and as a consequence of stellar spin-d
ter in XEST, but note that i) similar findings apply to other-co with age, the X-ray activity is subject to an evolutionargag
relations discussed below, and ii) the scatter found in 88K Solar analogs decreaselip by three orders of magnitude from
results is close to the intrinsic uncertaintiesal/ Lx measure- the zero-age main sequence to the end of the main-sequence
ment of magnetically active stars as these commonly vary [ (Giidel et al., 1997; Telleschi etlal., 2005). Furthiee, evo-
such factors on various time scales; Preibisch et al. (2008) |utionary speed is dierent for G stars and low-mass M dwarfs,
a factor of 2 variation on long (yearly) time scales for thé@r the latter remaining at relatively high activity levels folonger
sample. We are thus confident that the quality of our massime (see Figs. 40 and 41 in Giidel 2004). Much of the scat-
Lx correlation corresponds to the minimum scatter that mugt in Ly for a given mass or a given, is thus due to mass-
be expected from snapshot observations of magneticallyeacidependent evolutionary decay, and any trentljrvs. L, de-
stars. pends on the stellar age distribution. In contrast, botlctiva

The Lx — L. correlation. The linear correlation betweenmain-sequence stars and TTS, no evolutiondiigots are ex-
these variables expresses the classical resif-afy satura- pected for theLy — L. relation if the stars are in a saturated
tion that has been found empirically for main-sequence staegime, and thereforey o< L..

(Vilhu & Rucinskl, 11983). A similar law applies to very ac- For theLx — mass relation, the scatter irx for a given

tive main-sequence and subgiant stars (see review by Gumelss is only about one order of magnitude; this scatter is in-
2004 and references therein), and certainly also to preregai directly due to the scatter ib, in the sample, due to fiierent
guence stars at various evolutionary stages (Flaccomiq etages of stars of similar mass that contract vertically alibveg
2003b). Again, the COUP study is in complete agreement wittayashi track, provided that the X-ray emission remains in a
our results, its regression slope bein@4l+ 0.06. There is, saturated state (see HRD in Fig. 11 in Gudel €t al. 2006a. Th
however, a significant ffierence between the XEST and thecatter inLx due to evolution on the main sequence is much
COUP studies once CTTS and WTTS are treated separatiyger (3 orders of magnitude) and is due to intrinsic deday o
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the dynamo due to stellar spin down when the X-ray emission
is no longer in a saturated state. 10.000F

The Lx — T,y correlation. A dependence between coro-
nal electron temperature and emission measutecqor nor- -
malized quantities such as the specific emission measure or 1.000F
surface X-ray flux) has first been noted by Valaha (1983) i
and| Schrijver et al.| (1984). Quantitatively, for solar ams,
Lx o T4503 (Giidel etal. 1997, see Giidel 2004 for a re<<. 0.100¢
view). For the pre-main sequence sample in the COUP sur- -
vey, Preibisch et al. (2005) report a steep increase of thayX- i
surface flux with the hotter temperature of their 2-compénen g.o10
spectra, namel¥yx « Tg. On the other hand, they find a rela-
tively constant lower temperature, namély~ 10 MK. In our

study, we apply a more physically appropriate continuousem 0.001 7,“/ o o A
sion measure distribution that does not distinguish betvixee 0.01 0.10 100
isothermal components but that shows two power-law slopes Mass (Mg)

on either side of the peak. The distribution of the logarithm

cally averaged temperatures (Fig] 15) does not show a prgy. 16. Stellar bolometric luminosity as a function of mass.

ferred value but a smooth distribution in the range 4-30 Mihe straight line is a ¥X OLS regression fit; dashed lines il-
around a mean of 7.6 MK for WTTS and 12.6 MK for CTTSustrate the 1_Sigma errors in the S|ope_

(Sect[4.2.B). Our regression curve for the — T,y indicates
Lx o T357 andFy o T38-56, compatible with the solar-
analog relation as well as with the COUP relation Tor We

note, however, that we find this trend only for WTTS (no sepg/x OLS regression gives lag,/L, = (1.49 + 0.07) logM +
rate analysis was provided for COUP). (0.23+ 0.04), with a standard deviation of 0.31. This relation
log(Lx/L.) distributions. Our distributions show the frac-can be compared with the theoretical prediction for an aver-
tional X-ray luminosity of CTTS to be suppressed by a fa@ge isochrone appropriate for the XEST sample. We found
tor of ~ 2 compared to WTTS, with a mean lag(/L.) ~ that the logarithmically averaged age of our targets is 2y4 M
-3.39+ 0.06 and-3.73 + 0.05 for WTTS and CTTS, respec-Adopting the Siess et al. (2000) isochrones, we find, from a
tively. These values agree excellently with those of COURnear regression fit, a dependericecc M*?4, i.e., similar to
log(Lx/L.) ~ —3.31 and-3.73 for WTTS and CTTS, re- the observed dependence and thus supporting our interpreta
spectively|(Preibisch et al., 2005). XEST contrasts witH{FO tion. We note that the XEST sample is of course not located
in that CTTS are less X-rayflgcient for all considered masson an isochrone (see Fig. 11lin Gudel et al. 2006a), and that
bins, whereas Preibisch et al. (2005) found nfedence in the other evolutionary calculations may lead to somewhgiedént
ranges 0.1-0.%; and 0.5-1Mg,. slopes of the isochrones.

Adopting loglLx/L.) = —3.5 for our entire TTS sample
(see Fig[h), we infer a relation ldgy = 1.49logM + 30.31,
similar to the correlation found in Se¢t. 4.11.1. In Hig] 17 we

Among the clearest correlations we have identified islthe plot Lx as a function of mass after normalizing the observed

mass relation that closely corresponds to the finding in thé with Lx predicted from the above formula. The correla-

COUP study. We now test the following: If we assume thdPn found in Fig.[1 now disappears completely. The scatter
TTS are in a saturated state (il « L., Fig.[5) and a re- Fig.[117 is due to the scatter in F[g. 5 and in Figl 16, i.e-, in

lation betweerL, and stellar mass exists (related to the ad@nSiC scatter not due tb. or M, but for example due to the

distribution of the stars and details of the evolution aldme evqlutionary decrease f andLx along the Hayashi track for
pre-main-sequence tracks), then the relation betwseand agiven mass.

mass could simply be a consequence of these two relations. e therefore conclude that the-mass relation is not an
Main-sequence stars follow the well-known mass-boloroetintrinsic relation but a consequence of an approximate mass
luminosity relation, which for stars in the mass range of-0.1uminosity relation for stars with similar ages, combineithw
1.5M,, readsL, o« M3° (from a regression analysis using thé saturation law.

Siess et al. 2000 ZAMS data). For pre-main sequence stars, aComparing the stars in the HRD of the TMC (Fig. 11 in
mass-bolometric luminosity relation is not obvious; dgrthe |Giudel et all 2006a) with the HRD of the ONC sample (Fig.
contraction phase, a star ofgiven massiecreases itk. by 1 in|Preibisch et al. 2005), we note that the ONC sample is
up to 2 orders of magnitude. However, if most stars in a sasemewhat younger, although it is not tightly arranged along
ple show similar ages, then an approximate nigsselation one isochrone, but tends to show a somewhat flatter slope than
may apply to the respective isochrone. gl 16 illustralbes tthe TMC sample. The slightly shallowés-mass relation in
measuredelation betweem., and mass. The relation is rathelPreibisch et all (2005) may therefore be a straightforward c
tight, with a correlation ca@icient of 0.90 for 113 sources. Thesequence of the younger average age of the ONC sample.

5.3. The Lx — mass relation
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deed the one betweéry andL.,, which indicates that the PMS

100.00ET &7 E stars in Taurus are saturated at log(L.) ~ —3.5, in analogy
P92 1 to main-sequence stars. This result suggests that the bk o
S 1 ray emission in PMS stars by CCD detectors used in XEST and
10.00 F ° w5 E in COUP arises from a magnetic corona, and we therefore sug-
F ° —o 4 1 gest that similar processes as in MS stars should be regponsi
= I o® O Og & . @%9 1 for the dominant energy output from the hot plasma (we will
< ook e Do%(#o @%g@wﬂ 4 rediscuss emission from the softest X-ray emitting plasieas
< i Lo v, L P BE 0 9 low).
= o (}g a2
O g o0
0.10F v 100 © E .
o 5.4.2. Is a lower Ly intrinsic to CTTS coronae?
001 i We have tested (Sedi__4.R2.1) whether the lowgrseen in
: o“ow A ‘6“10 B ‘w“go CTTS compared to WTTS could be a consequence of gener-

Mass (M) ally lower L, of CTTS, provided that all stars are in a similar
saturation regime. This can be explicitly rejected because
found theL. distributions for the two samples to be similar,
Mvith a trend that it is rather the CTTS sample that is slightly
more luminous. Also, they /L. distributions are explicitly dif-
ferent, dfset by about the same factor as thedistributions
themselves.

Fig.17.Lx as a function of mass after renormalizihg with
the expected x based on mass-bolometric luminosity relatio
and the saturation law (see text for details)f&ent symbols
mark diferent types of stars.

o o In previous works the lower X-ray activity of CTTS com-
5.4. Origin of the X-ray emission: CTTS vs WTTS pared to WTTS in Taurus-Auriga has been attributed to the

The question that we address in this section is on the origin¥°Wer rotation of CTTS and an anticorrelation of activiyda
the X-ray emission. How do CTTS and WTTSféf, and what rotation period as exhibited by active solar-like stargy.(e.
may be the causes? Where and how are the X-rays formed#Neuhauser et al. 1995). However, the lower X-ray activity o
The relevant relations we have identified in this paper afel 1> has been observed in other star-forming regions where
the following: i) CTTS show, on average, a smaller X-ray IL&" anticorrelation of activity and rotation period is clgarot
minosity in the EPIC band: ii) CTTS also reveal a significantS€en (€.9._Preibisch etal. 2005). Briggs etlal. (2006) demon
lower fractional X-ray luminosityl.x /L., than WTTS. iii) The Strate that an apparent activity-rotation relation in Tesur
average electron temperature in WTTS correlates with the f8H1ga naturally results from the dependences of activity o
tal Ly for WTTS, but this is not the case for CTTS; the CTT§'aSS and accretion status reported here and in other star-

temperatures are on average significantly higher than tibsd®Ming regions because the fast rotators in Taurus-Auarga
WTTS. mainly higher-mass and non-accreting while the slow rogato

are mainly lower-mass and accreting. There is no convincing
_ o evidence for an anticorrelation of X-ray activity and ragat
5.4.1. Evidence for coronal emission period in T Tauri stars, and therefore no evidence that thero

The bulk of the X-ray emission described in this paper and "f}?t'v'ty of CTTS is due to their slower rotation.

the COUP survey is consistent with an origin in a magnetic Indeed, even if a solar-like dynamo operates in T Tauri
corona. The overall temperatures measured in TTS and thestars, their long convective turnover timescales lead ® th
ray luminosities are similar to values also found in extrBmeexpectation that all stars with measured rotation periods
active main-sequence and subgiant stars (e.g., review dhould have saturated (or supersaturated) emission (e.g.,
Gudel 2004). Also, frequent flaring in TTS (Wolk et al., 200%Preibisch et &l. 2005) and show no anticorrelation of ativi
Stelzer et al., 2006; Franciosini el al., 2006) clearly poito and rotation period.

a coronal (or magnetospheric) origin of the X-ray emission. _. . . .
Although many of the T Tauri stars in the XEST sample a Different internal structure in WTTS and CTTS (unless in-

r . . . . ;
thought to be fully convective and hence unable to supporpegced by accretion processes} is not a likely explanatiiweei

solar-like o-Q dynamo, fully-convective main-sequence stafaS was recognized in early infrared and optical surveys ef th

do show magnetic activity, and dynamo mechanisms have bjé\ﬂc stellar population, WTTS and CTTS occupy the same

i i [¢ i -
proposed that may operate in such stars (e.g., Doblef ed@. eretgmn in the HRP (K(_ané/_ont& H?r:tT?r?n,t 1“'9'.53' W'ft%%?rgvo
and references therein; Kilker & Rudiger 1999). A disaussi utionary separation, indicating that the fransition Ir

of what XEST can tell us about the dynamos actingin T Tautﬁ WTTS occurs at very ffierent ages for dierent stars.

stars in Taurus-Auriga is given by Briggs et al. (2006). This suggests that the lowédx, of CTTS is an intrinsic

We have found in the previous section that the- mass property of a corona that is heated in the presence of an ac-
relation is due to saturation and a mass-bolometric lunifynoscretion disk and active accretion onto the star. We now lyriefl
relation for TMC stars. The most fundamental relation is irconsider the influence of accretion on coronal heating.
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5.4.3. The role of active accretion the accreting material is cold, lowering the resultant terap

) ) ture on the loops when mixing with the hot plasma; and iii) the
Accretion has variously been suggested to enhance Ora[ﬂ:reting material itself adds to the coronal density, aialg

suppress plasma heating. Firgt, accretion ot spots MaPger radiative losses and more rapid cooling. These tresul
heat plasma to temperatures in excess of one million iK'sq X _rays from cool material can be detected by the RGS
as_gas shocks el the surface in nearly free fall (€.ggryments that are sensitive at low energies and protiee t
Calvet & Gullbrlng 199_8)._H|gh—re_solut|on X-ray spectropy _spectral resolution to record flux from lines formed at terape
has provided some indirect evidence that such accretiQf:oq hejow 3 MK. such as @ and Nvi. but the same emission
induced X-rays might constitute an |mportanF part of the megy ot e separately identified by the EPIC detectors that a
surable spectra. Kastner et al. (2002) have interpreteepexGatively insensitive at the relevant temperature, aravige
tionally high-densities and very cooll(~ 3 MK) X-ray o0y very low energy resolutioh. Gudel ef 4l. (2006¢) estied
emitting material in the CTTS TW Hya as being the réq, T 1 that only of order 1% of the accreting material would

sult of accretior_1 shocks. This idea was further elaborated g needed to penetrate active regions on the star and belheate
Stelzer & Schmitt (2004) who also suggested that anomafougl 5 pk

high Ne and N abundance in this X-ray source indicates thatre ¢ 4a total coronal energy release rate (averaged over time

fractory elements such as Fe condense onto dust grains indigies |onger than energy release events such as flares) is de
disks, and that this material is eventually not accretednalk termined by the stellar dynamo that forms a magnetic corona

n_umb_er O_f additional X-ray spectr«_’;\ hayg been _StUd'ed' .t t@md by convective properties near the stellar surfaceip te
situation is complex and contradictoty. Schmitt &t al. 00,y expect similar coronal radiative losses for CTTS and

and Robrade & Schmiitt (2006) report intermediately high-deyr15 could it be that the radiative output from the corona

itac i ~ 1 o3 T L ) ec
sities in BP Taute ~ 3 x 10" cnr®), andiGinther etal. i jyqeed equivalent but that part of the coronal emissia ha
(2006) find similarly hlgh densities in V4046 Sgr. On the mth%hiﬂed to the softest part of the spectrum, remaining ewet!
hand, very low densities and no strong abundance anomaliegp|c ccp spectroscopy while detected as a soft excess by
hav_e been fpund in T Tal (Gudel ef al..2006c) and the 3¢r599 At least in the case of T Tau, the 0.3-10 keV X-ray lumi-
creting Herblg star AF’ Aur (Telle§Ch| etial., 2006b). Howevenosity has been severely underestimated by EPIC CCD agalysi
Telleschi et al.|(2006a) found evidence that CTTS in geneg}bne' as these instruments missed the softest compotsent, a

maintain an excess of cool (1-4 MK) plasma compared {o,,.act 1o considerable photoelectric absorption, andestgd
WTTS. This expresses itself in @ line fluxes that are sim- Ly to be only~ 60% of Ly determined from the combined
ilar to the flux in the G/m Ly line, a condition very dferent psq Epic spectrd (Gudel etldl.. 2006c).

from WTTS where the Qu lines are very faint (similartomag- ~\y, systematically studied our RGS spectra (from

netlca!ly active ZAMS stars). _ Telleschi et all 2006a) to find out whether the soft excess in
This soft excess seems - as far as the still small statiyyr cTTS sample provides the “missing luminosity”. We have
tical sample of stars suggests - to be related to accretiongigrefore compared the unabsorbed 0.1-0.5 keV X-ray lumi-
CTTS. But where are the X-rays produced? For T Tau and ARsjty from the EPIC spectral fit5 (Giidel ef al., 2006a) with
Aur, a production in accretion shocks is unlikely (Gludehkt Ly in the same range from the combined ERRISS fits
2006¢; | Telleschi et al.,_2006b) while accretion shocks me|ieschi et dll, 2006a). The comparison is useful onlytdor
be responsible for the softest emission in TW Hya, BP Tagets that do not ster from strong absorption; this is the case
and V4046 Sgr.(Kastner etlal., 2002; Stelzer & Schmitt, 200g5, the CTTS BP Tau and DN Tau and the WTTS HD 283572,
Schmitt et al., 2005; Gunther et al., 2006). V773 Tau, and V410 Tau. We found no systematigetence
to explain the factor of 2 underluminosity of CTTS. It apyear
that the EPICs record the soft emission from the coolestdas
suficiently well to register similalLx as the RGS detectors,
An alternative possibility is that accretion influences thag- but the temperature discrimination is clearly inferior ight
netic field structure of the stars, or that the accreting nedtis  resolution spectroscopy. Also, the softest range is stithd
changing the heating behavior in the coronal magnetic fieladmted by continuum emission from hotter plasma, and the soft
Preibisch et al. (2005) proposed that the mass-loaded lobpexcess in these stars provides relatively little spectal fl
accreting stars are denser than the loops of WTTS, so that whe We have found, on the other hand, that CTTS show, on av-
a magnetic reconnection event occurs, the plasma woulddrage, higher electron temperatures (averaged over theazom
heated to much lower temperatures outside the X-ray detectnents detected by the EPIC cameras) than WTTS. This could
limit. This could account for the deficiency of X-ray luminrosbe an &ect of depletion of the intermediate and cooler tem-
ity in CTTS compared to WTTS. A similar scenario has begrerature ranges by the accretion process, as suggesteg, abov
proposed by Gudel et al. (2006c) to specifically explairsitie  thus moving the average temperature of tie¢ectedcoronal
excess observed in T Tau. In this scenario, the magnetaspheomponents to higher temperatures. We have thereforalteste
geometry is influenced by the accretion stream. A fraction whether the harder portion of the EPIC spectra which is ra-
the cool accreting material enters the coronal active reggmd diated by the hottest coronal plasma components also shows
cools the magnetic loops there for three reasons: i) theeaca statistical dierence between CTTS and WTTS. We chose
tion flow may reorganize magnetic fields, stretching them otlte 1.5-10 keV range for this test. We found, however, the
and making them less susceptible to magnetic reconned)ionsame discrepancy between the two stellar groups, suggestin

5.4.4. Coronal modification by accretion streams?
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that the emission measures of the hottest plasma componéntie two types of stars, in finding correlations between X-
themselves are also suppressed in CTTS compared to WTTi@y parameters and fundamental stellar properties and @mon

We extended our comparison to the XEST results obtaingetmselves, and most importantly in comparing our findings
from EPIC only, but again found CTTS to be underluminousetween accretors and non-accretors. This study has been mo
by similar factors indifferentX-ray energy bands. To explaintivated by numerous previous reports on correlations afid di
the deficit of X-ray emission in CTTS, it could thus be that thierences between CTTS and WTTS in nearby star-forming re-
accretion process is cooling active-region plasma to aanextgions, and in particular by the COUP study of the Orion Nebula
that it is also no longer detected in the RGS band. Cluster. The XEST project has provided the deepest and, for
the surveyed area, most complete X-ray sample in the Taurus
region to date. We have used a CTTS and a WTTS sample of
comparable size.

We have correlatetly and the average coronal tempera-
This brings us to the correlation between average coronal teture, Tay, with various stellar parameters, and conclude the fol-
perature andlx which is presentin WTTS but absent in CTTSlowing from our study:

WTTS show a trend in whicfl,, increases withLyx, and this

trend is the same as previously found for main-sequence so-The X-ray luminosity is well correlated with the stellar
lar analogs! (Giidel et al., 1997; Telleschi etlal., 2005) ndke mass, with a dependentg o M*’, similar to what has
that this relation remains valid even for stars witffetient X- been shown in COUP and previous TTS studies, but we
ray saturation limits and fferentL, (see FigCI¥). M dwarfs at ~ find that this correlation is only an expression of satura-
the saturation limit reveal lower coronal temperaturesitdka  tion and a mass-(bolometric) luminosity relation for our

5.4.5. Coronal heating in WTTS and CTTS due to
flares?

or G dwarfs at their saturation limit. The cause for thistiela ~ pre-main sequence sample. As long as the stellar sample is
is not clear. Gudzl (2004) pointed out that the slope of the r  saturatedi.x is a function ofi.., and the latter is correlated
gression function (using emission measure instedgdfs the with stellar mass for a given isochrone. From stellar evolu-

same as the slope of the regression between peak temperaturéon calculations (e.g.. Siess et al. 2000), the functityal
and peak emission measure in stellar fldres. Glidel (2004) hy between mass anid. can be derived. This is fully analo-
pothesized that coronal emission is formed by a superpasiti ~ gous to main-sequence stars where approximatedy M3
of continuously occurring “stochastic flares”, with the sen holds. For a typical isochrone of TMC stars with ages of
quence that larger, hotter flares that occur more frequémtly ~ 2-3 Myr, the exponent is smaller as can be seen on a pre-
more active stars not only produce the dominant portionef th main sequence HRD (Fig. 11 in Gidel etial. 2006a). For
observed emission measure, but also heat the observedsplasmour samplel. o« M*®,
to higher temperatures than in lower-activity stars. Thgda — A saturation relation holds for both CTTS and WTTS, al-
rate of large flares would be a consequence of denser packingthoughLx/L. is, on average, smaller by a factor of 2 for
of magnetic fields in more active stars, inducing more freque  CTTS compared to WTTS.
explosive magnetic reconnection, including larger flatent — We find that the distributions &f. are similar for CTTS and
in low-activity stars [((Gudel et all, 1997). A similar trefor WTTS. As a consequence, we find a significarfitestence
WTTS as for main-sequence stars is therefore perhaps not sur in the X-ray luminosity functions for CTTS and WTTS,
prising: X-ray production in both types of stars is thought t  the former being fainter by about a factor of two. The sup-
be entirely based on the magnetic field production by the in- pressed X-ray production in CTTS is thus intrinsic to the
ternal dynamo. This analogy fully supports solar-like ¢cwo ~ source and not due to selection bias.
processes in WTTS. — We emphasize that the lower X-ray production in CTTS
ThelLx—Taycorrelation is absentin CTTS. The distinguish-  refers to the range of plasma temperatures accessible by
ing property of CTTS is active accretion, which thus is most CCD cameras such as those used here and in COUB
likely the determining factor for the predominantly hotaoal possible that some of the energy release is shifted to lower
plasma. Temperatures like those determinebias the XEST temperatures outside the range easily accessible to CCD de-
survey cannot be produced in accretion shocks, again pginti  tectors. Those soft regions of the X-ray spectrum are also
to a predominantly coronal origin of the hot, dominant plasm  subject to increased photoelectric absorption, which make
component. If the flare-heating concept has merit in CTTS as detection of cool plasma morefficult. CTTS are indeed
well, then it seems that flares in CTTS are predominantly hot, more absorbed than WTTS, namely by a factox&5.
even if Lx is low. We can only speculate about the origin of— We investigated whether all X-ray spectral ranges show X-
this feature. A possibility are star-disk magnetic fieldst i ray suppressionin CTTS. The hardest portion (1.5-10 keV)

is unclear why flares occuring in such loop systems should be shows the X-ray deficiency in CTTS vs. WTTS indepen-
hotter. dently, even though CTTS reveal higher average tempera-

tures. We hypothesized that a fraction of the emission mea-
sure has been cooled to poorly detectable or undetectable
temperatures in CTTS. CTTS indeed shoveait excess

We have studied X-ray parameters of a large sample of X-ray in their high-resolution X-ray spectra, characterized by u
spectra of CTTS and WTTS in the Taurus Molecular Cloud. usually strong G lines from cool plasma (Telleschi et al.,
Our principal interest has been in a characterization oay&sr 2006a). These lines cannot be resolved by EPIC. We there-

6. Summary and conclusions
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fore checked whether RGS spectroscopy of little absorbkedaddition, he acknowledges support from a Swiss Natioo@ e
CTTS stars in_Telleschi et al. (2006a) (DN Tau, BP Tauroundation Professorship (PP002-110504).
indicates a relative increase bf in the soft 0.1-0.5 keV
band relative to WTTS, but found no significaffiieet. The
soft flux may have been fiiciently well detected by EPIC
in these low-absorption stars (but with little temperaturgnders, E., & Grevesse, N. 1989, Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta,
discrimination). Also, the softest range is still domirchte 53, 197
by continuum emission from hotter plasma, and the sdftrgiroffi, C., Drake, J. J., Maggio, A., et al. 2004, ApJ, 609,
excess in these stars provides relatively little spectwal fl 925
The X-ray deficiency in CTTS thus remains. Arnaud, K. A. 1996, in: ASP Conf. Ser. 101, Astronomical
The situation is clearly dierent in T Taul(Gludel etal.,, Data Analysis Software and Systems V, ed. G. Jacoby & J.
2006c¢): in this much more strongly absorbed source, aBarnes (San Francisco: ASP), 17
very large amount of very cool X-ray emitting plasma wa8udard, M., Gudel, M., Skinner, S. L. et al. 2005, 635, L81
detected based exclusively on anomalously strongr O Audard, M., Briggs, K. R., Grosso, N., et al. 2006, this vokim
line emission in the grating spectrum but went unnoticeghlly, J., Feigelson, E., & Reipurth, B. 2003, ApJ, 584, 843
in CCD spectroscopy. The analysis of the latter spectruniggs, K., et al., this volume
alone led to an underestimate of the 0.3-10 keV luminosiBouvier, J. 1990, AJ, 99, 946
by 40%. Calvet, N., & Gullbring, E. 1998, ApJ, 509, 802
In conclusion, it seems that the entire X-ray range accea3alvet, N., Muzerolle, J., Bricefio, C., et al. 2004, AJ, 1284
sible to CCD spectroscopy reveals suppressed X-ray enidamiani, F., & Micela, G. 1995, ApJ, 446, 341
sion compared to WTTS, although additional componeriamiani, F., Micela, G., Sciortino, S., & Harnden, F. R. Jr.
may be present at cool temperatures that may be missed b$995, ApJ, 446, 331
the CCD spectra, especiallyNfy is suficiently high. Dobler, W., Stix, M., & Brandenburg, A. 2006, ApJ 638, 336
— A possible cause for the suppression of X-ray emission Drake, J. J., Testa, P., & Hartmann, L. 2005, ApJ, 627, L149
CTTS may be the accretion streams themselves. If onlyFavata, F., Fridlund, C. V. M., Micela, G., Sciortino, S., &
small portion of the accreting matter penetrates into hotKaas, A. A. 2002, A&A, 386, 204
coronal magnetic structures, the plasma may cool as méiggelson, E. D., & DeCampli, W. M. 1981, ApJ, 243, L89
matter needs to be heated and as the increase in denséigelson, E. D., & Nelson, P. I. 1985, ApJ, 293, 192
increases the coolingfeciency. This may lead to a soft ex-Feigelson, E. D., Jackson, J. M., Mathieu, R. D., Myers, P. C.
cess|(Gudel et al., 2006c¢), or to a cooling of plasma to tem-& Walter, F. M. 1987, AJ, 94, 1251
peratures outside the X-ray regime (Preibisch et al.,[2006gigelson, E. D., Casanova, S., Montmerle, T., & Guibert, J.
so that a significant deficiency of X-ray emission may be 1993, ApJ, 416, 623
measured in the spectral range that is accessible to CEBigelson, E. D., Broos, P., @aey, J. A. lll, et al. 2002, ApJ,
cameras, and that is not subject to significant photoetectri 572, 335
absorption.The soft excess and the hot-plasma deficienElaccomio, E., Damiani, F., Micela, G., et al. 2003a, Ap.2,58
seem to be related to the presence of accretion. 398
— X-ray production in shocks at the base of accretion streafsccomio, E., Micela, G., & Sciortino, S. 2003b, A&A, 402,
has been suggested previously from high-resolution spec277
tra of CTTS. The shocked plasma would add soft emiBranciosini, E., Pillitteri, ., Stelzer, B., et al. 2006ig¢ volume
sion to the spectra as well, but again, CCD spectroscoBpgné, M., Caillault, J.-P., & Stélier, J. R. 1995, ApJ, 445,
may miss this emission, or the latter may be subject t0280
absorption. Our CCD survey does not provide the appr@arcia-Alvarez, D., Drake, J. J., Lin, L., Kashyap, V. L., &
priate means to test X-ray production in accretion shocksBall, B. 2005, ApJ, 621, 1009
in CTTS, and can therefore also not exclude such mecl@ampapa, M. S., Rosner, R., Kashyap, V. et al. 1996, ApJ,
nisms. High-resolution grating spectroscopy is required. 463, 707
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