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ABSTRACT

We have developed a stellar wind model for OB supergiantsvestigate the effects of ac-
cretion from a clumpy wind on the luminosity and variabilggoperties of High Mass X—ray
Binaries. Assuming that the clumps are confined by ram pressfithe ambient gas and ex-
ploring different distributions for their mass and radige womputed the expected X—ray light
curves in the framework of the Bondi-Hoyle accretion theamgdified to take into account
the presence of clumps. The resulting variability progsrtire found to depend not only on
the assumed orbital parameters but also on the wind chasdice We have then applied this
model to reproduce the X-ray light curves of three represtemt High Mass X-ray Binaries:
two persistent supergiant systems (Vela X-1 and 4U 1700y&%¥the Supergiant Fast X-ray
Transient IGR J112155952. The model can reproduce well the observed light cutugs
requiring in all cases an overall mass loss from the supetrgibout a factor 310 smaller
than the values inferred from UV lines studies that assunanaogeneous wind.

Key words: X-ray: individuals: Vela X-1/4U 1900-40, 4U 1700-377,IGR J112155952.

stars: supergiants.

1 INTRODUCTION

A new class of massive X-ray binaries has been recognizéukin t
last few years, mainly thanks to observations carried oth thie

such as IGR J112155952 and also other SFXTs, assuming differ-
ent geometries for the outflowing equatorial wind.

Another possibility involves the gated mechanisms due to
transitions across the centrifugal barrier (Grebenev &/@an

INTEGRALsatellite. They are transient X-ray sources associated to 2007)/Bozzo et all (2008) showed that a centrifugal or a retgn

O or B supergiant stars and characterized by short outbdis¢se
Supergiant Fast Xray Transient SFXTs) [Sguera et al. (2005);
Negueruela et al. (2006)] are remarkably different fromdlaessi-
cal High Mass X-ray Binaries (HMXBs) with supergiant compan
ions, that are bright persistent sources, and also diféen fthe Be
transients for their optical companions and shorter ostisur

The outbursts of SFXTs involve a high dynamic range, span-

ning 3 to 5 orders of magnitudes, from a quiescent luminasiity
~ 10%? erg s7* up to the peak luminosity af0*® — 10*” erg s7*.
The outbursts typically last a few days and are composed afyma
short flares with duration of a few hours. Besides these bagh
bursts, the SFXTs can display a fainter flaring activity witi-
nosity Ly = 10%* — 103 erg s (Sidoli et al.l 2008). Different
mechanisms have been proposed to explain the SFXTs preperti
(see Sidolil(2009) and references therein for a recentwgvie

Sidoli et al. (2007), proposed that SFXTs outbursts are due t
the presence of an equatorial wind component, denser anerslo
than the spherically symmetric wind from the supergiand, @ossi-
bly inclined with respect to the orbital plane of the systdime en-
hanced accretion rate occurring when the neutron staresdhs
wind component can explain SFXTs showing periodic outlsurst

barrier can explain the SFXTs properties only if the supemi
wind is inhomogeneous, and the accreting neutron star hasrgs
magnetic field £ 10** G) and a long spin periodin > 10° ).

in't Zand (2005) proposed that the SFXTs flares are produced
by accretion of clumps of matter from the companion wind.ha t
framework of the clumpy wind model proposed/by Oskinova =t al
(2007), Walter & Zurita Heras (2007) and Negueruela et 808
proposed that what distinguishes the SFXTs from the persist
HMXBs with supergiant companions is their different orbiap-
aration: in persistently bright sources the compact olgduits the
companion at a small distance 2 stellar radii) where there is a
high number density of clumps, while the transient emission
SFXTs is produced by accretion of much rarer clumps pregent a
larger distances. On the other hand, the monitoring WBittift of
a sample of four SFXTs (Sidoli etlal. 2008) has demonstrdtatl t
these sources accrete matter also outside the bright stebsio any
model should also account for this important observatigmap-
erty.

The winds of O and B type stars are driven by the momen-
tum transfer of the radiation field and Lucy & Solomon (1970)
showed that the dominant mechanism is the line scattering. T
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analytical formulation for line-driven winds has been deped

by |Castor et al.| (1975) (CAK). In the CAK theory the mass lost
by the star is smoothly accelerated by the momentum tranesfer
from the stellar continuum radiation, and forms a statigreand
homogeneous wind. However, both observational evidend ¢hen
oretical considerations indicate that the stellar windsariable
and non homogeneous. Changes in the UV line profiles, reveal-
ing wind variability, have been observed on time scalestshor
than a day | (Kudritzki & Puls 2000). The X-ray variability ob-
served in 4U 1708377, Vela X-1 and other HMXBs can be
explained in terms of wind inhomogeneity [White et al. (1983
Kreyvkenbohm et al.| (2008)] and further indications for thresp
ence of clumps come from Xray spectroscopy. For example, the
X —ray spectrum of Vela X 1 during the eclipse phase shows re-
combination lines produced by a hot ionized gas and fluorgsce
K-shell lines produced by cool and dense gas of near-neotmal
(Sako et al. 1999). These authors proposed that the comseste
highly ionized and near neutral ions can be explained witinan

O stars| Lépine & Moffatl (2008) suggest that clumps follawaw-
erage the same velocity law of a smooth stellar wind. We can th
assume the following clump velocity profile without solvitige
dynamical problem:
B
) ®

where v, is the terminal wind velocity,Ros is the radius
of the supergiant0.9983 is a parameter which ensures that
v(Rog) ~ 10 km s™*, and is a constant in the range0.5-1.5
[Lamers & Cassinelli(1999); Kudritzki et al. (1989)].

Assuming that the clumps are confined by the ram pressure of
the ambient gas, their size can be derived by the balanceyrees
equation. Following Lucy & White (1980) and Howk et al. (2000
the average density of a clump is:

Per = pw(T) ( )

Ros
-

Va1 (1) = Voo (1 —0.9983

a2 + Cow?

a?

4)

homogeneous wind, where cool, dense clumps are embedded in avhere p (r) is the density profile of the homogeneous (inter-

lower density, highly ionized medium.

Lucy & White (1980) suggested that the wind acceleration is
subject to a strong instability since small perturbatianthe veloc-
ity or density distribution grow with time producing a vasla and
strongly structured wind. The first time-dependent hydnzahyi-
cal simulations of unstable line-driven winds were perfedby
Owocki et al. [(1988) and, more recently, by Runacres & Owocki
(2002) and! _Runacres & Owockl (2005). All these simulations
show that the line-driven instability produces a highlyustured
wind, with reverse and forward shocks that compress thergas i
clumps. Moreover, the shock heating can generate a hotéhtemp
medium into which the colder clumps are immersad (Carlberg
1980).

Based on these considerations, we study in this work the ex-
pected variability and X ray luminosity properties of neutron stars
accreting from a clumpy wind. In the next two Sections we dbsc
our clumpy wind model and the assumptions for the mass aogret
In Sectiori 4 we study the dependence of the parameters iretgdd

clump) wind,a+ anda. are the inter-clump wind and the clump
thermal velocity, respectivelyuy, = ~T= anda? = o=

is the Boltzmann constanfy, andT,. are the temperatures of the
inter-clump wind and of the clumps, respectively, and the mean
atomic weight. The constant, = 0.29 accounts for the confining
effect of the bow shock produced by the ram pressure around th
clump (Lucy & White 1980)w is the relative velocity between the
wind and the clumpyg = vy, —va). Adopting@ ~ 5x 107 cms™*,

T, ~ 10° K, T\ ~ 107 K and . = 1.3, we obtaifl|:

(£62) o

Since the density radial profile.(r) of the homogeneous
inter-clump wind (obtained from the continuity equatidd
412 py ()v(r) = constant) is:

a2 + C,w?
2

ac

©)

rgv(ro)
r2v(r)

pw(T0) (6)

pw(T)

in the previous sections. In Sectidis[b, 6 ahd 7 we compare thewherer is a generic distance from the supergiant, from Equations

X-ray light curves predicted with our model to the obseiwasi of
three high mass X-ray binaries, showing that it is possiblepro-
duce well the observed flaring behaviors.

2 CLUMPY STELLAR WIND PROPERTIES

In our model, where the dynamical problem has not been tieate
we assume that a fraction of the stellar wind is in form of ghsm
with a power law mass distribution

My

—¢
)

in the mass rang@/, - M. The rate of clumps produced by the
supergiant is related to the total mass loss fdte; by:

— fMtot
<M >

p(Ma) = k @)

Na clumps st, 2
where f = Mcl/Mmt is the fraction of mass lost in clumps and
< M > is the average clump mass, which can be computed from
Equation[(1).

Clumps are driven radially outward by absorption of UV spec-
tral lines (Castor et al. 1975). From spectroscopic obsiens of

@), (8), [8), we obtain:

r%v(ro)
r2v(r)

wherepe (o) = pw(ro) x (a2 4+ C,w?)/a2.Bouret et al.|(2005)
analyzed the far-ultraviolet spectrum of O-type supelgicand
found that clumping starts deep in the wind, just above thrécso
point Rs, at velocityv(Rs) ~ 30 km s™. In the CAK model the
sonic point is defined as the point where the wind velocitygisad
to the sound speed(R;) = cs):

0.9983RoB
1 — (cs/veo)t/P

Adopting typical parameters for O supergiants, from Eaqua{B)
we obtain that the clumping phenomenon starts close to toph
sphere Rs =~ Rog). Assuming spherical geometry for the clumps
and that the mass of each clump is conserved, it is possiblat&in
the expansion law of the clumps from Equatibh (7), with= R;:

]1/3

1 This value is just an estimate of a typical value of ratio ainep to am-
bient density, and will not adopted throughout.

pa(r) = pa(ro) (7

R, = ®)

r2va (r)

R2v(Ry) ©)

Rcl (T) - RCI(RS) |:
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From Equation[{P) we find that the clump size increases with th
distance from the supergiant star.

For the initial clump dimensions we tried two different dist
butions, a power law

Num,, o< R}, clumpss’ (10)
and a truncated gaussian function:

. 71(1?'0171?01)2 1
N, e ? v clumps s (11)

2r

whereo = (Rei,max — Rei,min)/ (2N ), andN, is a free parame-
ter.

For any given mass clump we derived the minimum and max-
imum values for the initial radii as follows. The minimum nasl
is that below which the clump is optically thick for the UV tes
nance lines. In this case gravity dominates over the radiftirce
causing the clump to fall back onto the supergiant. The moumen
equation of a radiatively driven clump is:

GMos
o

d'UCl
Vel—7— =

dr

where Mog is the mass of the supergiamt, is the radiative ac-
celeration due to the continuum opacity by electron sdatiepr,
is the radiative acceleration due to line scattering. WHitpia-
tion (I2) is an approximation that ignores the pressureignad
the solution of the momentum equation differs only slighttym
the accurate solution derived by Kudritzki et al. (1989 yther as-
sumption is that the photosphere has been treated as a poines
(Lamers & Cassinelli 1999). The radiative accelerationtdedec-
tron scattering is:

+ge + gL (12)

Oe¢ (T)L()B
4mre

ge(r) = (13)

whereo. is the opacity for electron scattering, and is givervby=
JTL;, whereor is the Thomson cross section, is the number
density of electronsp., is the density of the clump anfios is
the luminosity of the OB supergiant. Lamers & Cassinelligap
found0.28 < 0. < 0.35 em? g~ . Assuming a constant degree of
ionization in the wind botlr. andg. are constant.

The radiative acceleration due to the line scattering is:

_11ne\?
(107
wherecrgCf = 0.325 cm? g ', k, o, 6 are the force multiplier pa-
rameters, which are obtained with the calculation of the teia-
tive force (Abbotl 1982)t is the dimensionless optical depth pa-
rameter|(Castor et al. 1975). According to the model of Hotddle
(2000), we assume no velocity gradient inside the clump i@ s
I ~ 2R.), then we utilize the dimensionless optical depth parame-
ter for a static atmosphete= o. [, pdr. W (r) is the geometrical
dilution factor (Lamers & Cassinelli 1999), given by:

Rog

S ()

According to the Equatiori{7), we find that the number densiity
electrons in each clump is given by:

ref
L _
O¢ OB Lt

gL = (14)

4mer?

W (r)

(15)

_ R2u(Ry)
Ne (7") = TLOW (16)
whereng = n.(Rs) such that:
_ pa(Rs) (17)

He™M H

From Equation[{I2) we obtain that the minimum radius of the
clump is given by:

gL+t ge—ge=0 (18)

whereg, is the acceleration due to gravity. Approximatihgs

M, 3 M.
2Rc = = 0e
Va 0T 27°%R?,

t = 0e

(19)

and assuming the force multiplier parameters calculated by
Shimada et all (1994), with(Rs) = 30 km s™' andry = Rs,
we finally obtain the lower-limit for the clump radius:

A-B 1/(36—2a)
Rcl,min(Mcl) = (T) (20)
where:
A = (3"°M01)7 21)
2m
5
3M,107
B = ey 22
(47ruemHW(R5) (22)
4mcRE
cC = — o) ——2 23
(95 — 9 )Ugcf Touk (23)

We found that for the interesting range of the clump mass$es, t
drag force |(Lucy & Whiteg 1980) values are less than 3% of the
forces resulting from Equations (13) ahd](14). Thus, in tated
mination of the minimum clump radius, we can neglect thisigon
bution.

The upper-limit to the clump radius is obtained from the defi-
nition of a clump as an over-density with respect to the tstemp
smooth wind:

Mw

TR0y (R (24)

Pcl 2

wherel,, is the mass loss rate of the homogeneous wind compo-
nent (inter-clump). From Equatiof (24) we obtain the ugpait
for the clump radius

(25)

3MaR2ve (R
M,

Rcl,max(Mc) - (

The lower and the upper limits for the clump radius (Equation
and24) depend on the supergiant paramgigr Los, Ros,
Vo, 3, M. Thus supergiants of different spectral type have, for
any given mass of the clump, different minimum and maximum
values for the initial radii distribution. However, theséferences
are smaller than a factor 10 for OB supergiants, and thesietgion

of the upper-limit and lower-limit functions ranges froi. ~
10 gto~ 10% g.

3 LUMINOSITY COMPUTATION

The Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton accretion theory [Hoyle & Lyétion
(1939);/ Bondi & Hovle [(1944)] is usually applied to the HMXBs
where a OB supergiant loses mass in the form of a fast steithat, w
(terminal velocityy.. ~ 1000 — 2000 km s~ 1), that is assumed to
be homogeneous and spherically symmetric. Only matterinwith
distance smaller than ttaecretion radiug R.) is accreted:

2G Mns
v2 (1) + c2

rel

R.(r) = (26)
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of our clumpy wind modak the distance between the centre of the clump and the ceintiecreting compact object.

R, is the accretion radius.

where Mys is the neutron star mass angd, (r) is the relative ve-
locity between the neutron star and the wind. The fractiostelfar
wind gravitationally captured by the neutron star is givgn b

Moacer = pwind(7)vrel (1) T R2 (27)

where pwind () is the density of the wind_(Davidson & Ostriker
1973).

The Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton accretion theory, that is based
a homogeneous wind, requires an important modification ap-pr
erly take into account the presence of inhomogeneity in epiu
wind. In the homogeneous case the wind particles are dedibgte
the gravitational field of the neutron star, and collide vtk par-
ticles having the symmetric trajectory in a cylindrical iy with
axis along the relative wind direction. The collisions gisse the
kinetic energy perpendicular to this axis, and only theipiag with

a parallel kinetic energy component lower than the grawoitat po-
tential energy are accreted. The application of this aimrehech-
anism to an inhomogeneus wind can lead to a partial accrefion
the clump: when the distaneébetween the neutron star and the
projection of the centre of the clump on the accretion crestian

is smaller than the clump radius afid# 0, only a fraction of the
mass of the clump will be accreted (see Fiddre 1). In pagicif
an incoming clump that crosses the accretion cross-segtith

is smaller than the accretion radiuB{ < R.) andd < R, the
accretion cross-section in Equatién](27) must be replaged b

R

Y =4 R2 — z2dx (28)

d

and the mass accretion rate e = pa(r)vrer(r) X X (see
Figure[2,A). If R, > R. we have three cases:

e whenR. — d > R, (Figure[2,B), the accretion cross-section
is given by:
Y =7R2 (29)

e whenR. — d < R, and\/R? — d?> < R, (Figurel2,C), the
accretion cross-section is given by Equation (28).

e whenR. — d < R, and\/R2 — d?> > R. (Figure[2,D), the
accretion cross-section is given by:

R
g
Tint
Ra
+ / vV RZ— yzdy} (30)

Yint

Y = R% — 22dx — (Tint — d)Yint +

The number density of clumps. obeys the equation of con-
tinuity Noy = 4nr%nq (r)va(r), where N, is the rate of clumps
emitted by the OB supergiant (see Equalibn 1). Thus:

Ncl

=—-° __ clumpscm?
4mr2ve (r) P

31)

nei(r)

The rate of clumps accreted by the neutron star is given by:

Nacer = ne1(r)vear(r) x (rR2) clumps §* (32)

When the neutron star accretes only the inter-clump wind, th
X —ray luminosity variations are due to changes in its distdrara

the OB companion due to orbital eccentricity. The corresigumn
luminosity (see Equatiois 26 and 27) is:

A pw (r)
[(vier(r) + c3]3/2
where¢ is the orbital phase, ang.(r) is given by the Equation
©).

When the neutron star accretes a clump itsry luminosity
is given by:

G M,
Lyea(e) = RNZS

(33)

(34)

whereR.,(r) is given by the Equatioi{9), arid by the Equations
(28) - [30). If two or more clumps are accreted at the same tinee
X —ray luminosity at the peak of the flare produced by the acmeti
is given by the sum of the luminosities (Equationl 34) produiog
the accretion of each clump.
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y A

accretion

. accretion
radius

radius

—
d d

Figure 2. Schematic view of different possibilities for the accratiof clumps of radiusR.. A: R < R, andd # 0 (Eq.[28); B:R,, > R. and

R, —d > R, (Eq[29); C:R, — d < R, and

10g1o(Rer) (cm)

18
log,o(Me) (9)

20 22 24

Figure 3. Upper (dashed line) and lower-limit (solid line) for the wip
radius atr = Rs. They have been obtained from Equatidng (20) ané#l (25)
assuming the following parameters for the supergidds = 30 Mg,
RoB = 23.8Rg, Miot = 1076 Mg yr—!, v = 1700 kms=1, 8 = 1,

vo = 10 km 571, M) /Mying = 0.7.

4 APPLICATION OF THE CLUMPY WIND MODEL

In this section we investigate how the X-ray luminosity amdliv
ability properties depend on the different clumpy wind paeters
and orbital configurations.

As an example, we consider a binary consisting of an 08.5I
star with Mos = 30 Mg, Ros = 23.8 Ry (Vacca et al. 1996),
and a neutron star with/ns 1.4 Mg, Rns = 10 km. The
parameters for the supergiant wind are the followiddi.: =
1075 Mg yr=! (Pulsetall 1996)p., = 1700 km s71, 8 = 1,
vo = 10 km s, and the force multiplier parameters de=
0.375, a = 0.522, and§ = 0.099 (Shimada et al. 1994). The
corresponding upper and lower limits to the clump radiusived
from Equations[{20) and(25), are shown in Fidure 3.

4.1 The effect of the mass distribution

To study the effects of the clump masses we computed the-distr
butions of the flares luminosity and durations for differgatues

of ¢, f, M, and My, considering for simplicity a circular orbit with
P,:v = 10 d. We first neglected the clump radii distribution assum-
ing that clumps which start from the sonic radius have radim

by Equation[(ZD), and follow the expansion law (Equafibn\ei

R2 — d? < R. (Eql28); D:R.; — d < Ra and

R2 — d? > R. (Eq[30).

found that when)M, and/or M, increase, the number of clumps
produced by the supergiant decreases (see Eqlidtion Ajinmgsu

a smaller number of Xray flares. The average flare luminosity, the
average flare duration, the number of flares and the shapée of t
luminosity and flare duration distributions do not changemfor
different values ofM, and M. In Figure[4 we show the depen-
dence of the distributions of flare luminosities and duration¢
andf (for M, = 10'° g, My, = 10%2 g). If ¢ increases, the number
of clumps and their density increases (see Equaliibns Egnh20
plying a higher number of flares, a shift to higher luminestand

to shorter flare durations.

Figure[B shows the effect of changing the fraction of wind
mass in the form of clumpg for different values of{. When f
increases, the supergiant produces more clumps (see &g,
thus the number of flares and their average luminosity iseea
while their average duration remains unchanged.

4.2 The effect of the radii distribution

In Sectior 2 we showed that, for any given mass, the clumpmlime
sions are constrained within the limits given by Equati@@) @nd
(25). Here we show the effect of different assumptions orralé
distributions laws. We considered both a power law (Equdiid)
and a truncated normal distribution (Equafioh 11), desctity the
parametersy (or N,). When~ increases, the number of clumps
with larger density decreases, thus the average luminositiie
flares decreases and their average duration increasesgsed ).
We also found that wheg increases, the flare distributions with a
positivey follow a different behaviour than those with a negative
value: fory < 0, the flare distributions behave as described above
(i.e. the number of flares increases wjdhwhile this does not hap-
pen fory > 0. This is due to the fact that in this case the clumps
are larger, thus there is a high probability that two or mdwenps
overlap thus reducing the number of flares.

For the case of a normal distribution of clump radii, we calcu
lated the distributions of flare luminosities and duratitordiffer-
ent values ofN, (see Figurél7). WheiV, increases, the number
of clumps with larger and smaller radii is reduced, resgliim a
narrower flare luminosity distribution. Whehincreases, the flare
distributions have the same behaviour described abovééardse
v > 0.

We then tried another test, increasing the orbital periog. (e
from 10 days to 100 days), finding that the shape of the integra
distributions in Figur€lé remains similar, except for thenter of
X —ray flares, which decreases.
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Figure 4. Expected integral distributions of the flare luminositikest(panels) and durations (right panels) for differentues of¢ and f = Md/Mtot. The
binary system parameters aldop = 30 M, Rop = 23.8 Rp, MNs = 1.4 M@, Rns = 10km, P, = 10d, e = 0. The parameters for the supergiant
wind are:Miot = 1076 Mg yr=1, veo = 1700 kms™1, 3 = 1, v9 = 10 km s, M, = 109 g andM;, = 1022 gandf = 0.5, 0.7, 0.9. The time
interval for each histogram corresponds to 100 days.
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4.3 The effect of the mass-loss rate

The effects of different wind mass-loss raté%., are shown
in Figure[8. The mass-loss rate is usually derived obsenvati
ally from the strength of the & emission line, since this gives
smaller uncertainties than the method based on UV P-Cyges li
(Kudritzki & Pulsi2000). Since the #dline opacity depends op?,

the presence of wind inhomogeneities leads to an over-atim
of the mass-loss rate. In particular, the mass-loss rates D
stars derived from smooth-wind models measurements wéthith
method need to be reduced by a factor 3 to 10 if the wind is cjump
[see Lépine & Moffat|(2008) and Hamann et al. (2008)]. Inufi
we show that ifM,.; decreases, also the number of flares de-
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creases due to the reduced number of clumps. Also the averaged.4 The effect of the orbital parameters
luminosity of the flares is reduced because the number geoisit
clumps decreases resulting in a smaller probability thatdmmore

clumps overlap.

In Figure[9 we show the effect of changing the orbital perdd,
and the eccentricity. We assumeqd = 1.1,y = —1.5, f = 0.7.
When the orbital period increases, the number of flares ednity
the neutron star decreases (see Equétion 31) and the neteron
accretes clumps with a smaller density (see Equéiion 9)yinpa
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shift to lower luminosities and higher flare durations (siegiFe[9). 5 COMPARISON WITH THE HMXB VELA X -1

When the eccentricity increases, the neutron star accckiagps ] ) o )

with a higher density range (in general clumps are densenwhe Vela X—1 (4U 1900-40) is a bright eclipsing X-ray binary

they are closer to the supergiant), thus the luminosity easfghe (Pory= 8.964 d, e ~ 0.09) formed by the BO.5 Ib supergiant

flares increases, as shown in Figre 9. HD 77581 (Brucato & Kristian 1972) (M 23 Mg, R=30 Rg,
(van Kerkwijk et al! 1995)) and a pulsar with spin peried283 s
and masd.9 M. This source shows significant X—ray variability
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on short time-scales, with flares lasting fres00 s to~ 40000 s
[Haberl (1994); Kreykenbohm etlal. (2008)].

Recently Kreyvkenbohm et al. (2008) analyz8d@EGRALob-
servations of Vela X-1 obtained during a phase of high flaring ac-
tivity, finding two kinds of flares: brief and bright flares safthan
longer flares. They also found several off-states, duringhvthe
source is not detected (at leastibyff EGRAL. Kreykenbohm et al.
(2008) proposed that the short flares are caused by the fhipriio
stability, while the long ones are due to the accretion ofmgs
ejected by the supergiant. The off-states are explainedesodhe
onset of the propeller effect when the neutron star cro$selewer
density inter-clump medium.

In this Section we apply our wind model to Vela X-1, as-
suming the wind parameters derived by Searle let al. (2008B)exn
ported in Tabl€L.

In Figure[I0 we compare the light curve measured with the
ASM/RXTEinstrument with that calculated with our clumpy wind
model assuming a spherical symmetry for the outflowing wirek
ASM/RXTEcount rate, measured in tBe- 10 keV range, has been
converted to thé — 100 keV luminosity using the average spectral
parameters obtained by Orlandini et al. (1998) and the mtistaf
2 kpc (Sadakane et ial. 1985). The observed light curve of Veld X
is well reproduced by our clumpy wind model fd;o; = 2.1 x
107" Mg yr*, M, = 5 x 10"® gandM;,, = 5 x 10*! g,¢ = 1.1,

f =0.75 andy = —1. Acceptable light curves were also obtained
with v = 1 and Mot = 4 x 1077 Mg yr—*, and with a normal
distribution law for the clump radii, wittv, = 5. We point out that
the average luminosity observed by ASRKTEout of the flares is
~ 3 —4 x 10%¢ erg s7'. This luminosity is obtained in our model
with the accretion of numerous clumps with low density.

6 COMPARISON WITH THE HMXB 4U 1700 —377

4U 1700-377 (Jones et al. 1973) is3ad12 day eclipsing HMXB
composed of a compact object, (a neutron star or a black,hole)
and the 06.5 laf star HD 153919, located at a distancel of kpc
(Ankay et al| 2001). Despite extensive searches, raga¥ pulsa-
tions have been found in this system. Therefore theray mass

function cannot be determined and the system parametégs; (
Ros, M,,) cannot be derived directly. They have been estimated
from the radial velocity curve of the supergiant and fromdhea-

tion of the X—ray eclipse, by making assumptions about possible
values of the radius of the O star and the orbital inclinat®everal
studies indicate that the mass of the compact object isranga

2 Mo [Rubin et al. ((1996); Clark et al. (2002)]. The similarity of
the X—ray spectrum to other pulsars suggest that the compact ob-
ject of 4U 1700-377 is a neutron star (White et al. 1983), but the
presence of a low-mass black hole cannot be excluded (Broainh e
1996).. Reynolds et all. (1999) reported the presence of ahpess
cyclotron feature at- 37 keV observed wittBeppoSAXIf con-
firmed, this would demonstrate that 4U 170877 hosts a neutron
star with a magnetic field of abo@t3 x 10'? G.

The X-—ray light curve of 4U 1700377 is characterized
by a strong flaring activity with variations as large as a dact
of 10 — 100 on time scales from minutes to hours [Haberl et al.
(1989); White et al.| (1983); Rubin etlal. (1996)]. We assurtre
most recent set of system parameters of 4U 17807, obtained
by means of a detailed NLTE (Non-Local Thermal Equilibrium)
line-driven wind model analysis of HD 153919 and a Monte €arl
simulation for the determination of the masses of both carepts
(Clark et al. 2002). These authors found that the superdiasta
luminosity log(L/Le) = 5.82 £ 0.07, an effective temperature
Tesr =~ 35000 K, radiusRos ~ 21.9 Rg, massMos ~ 58 Mg,
mass loss ratd/ = 9.5 x 107° Mg yr™', and a mass for the
compact objeci/, = 2.44 M, (Table[d).

The X—ray spectrum of 4U 1700377 is well described by an
absorbed power law with high-energy cutoff (van der Meel.et a
2005). The spectrum abov#) keV was studied using different
satellites (e.g. BATSE detector on board B&RQ INTEGRAL
and can be modelled using a thermal bremsstrahlung modiel wit
kT ~ 25 keV (Rubin et all 1996) or with a thermal Comptoniza-
tion model (Orr et al. 2004).

The analysis of theé).5 — 12 keV spectrum with XMM-
Newtonduring the eclipse, the egress, and a low-flux interval led
van der Meer et al! (2005) to suggest that the low-flux inteisva
probably due to a lack of accretion such as expected in atgted:
and inhomogeneous wind. Moreover, van der Meer let al. (2005)
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proposed that the fluorescence line from near-neutral ied@cted
in all spectra is produced by dense clumps. They also ob$eeve
combination lines during the eclipse which indicate thespree of
ionized zone around the compact object.

from 2003 March 12 to 2003 April 22, and from 2004 February

2 to 2004 March 1. These data correspond to a net exposure time

of ~ 5.2 days (excluding the eclipse phase). We reduced the data

using OSA 7.0, and extracted the light curve in the energgean

) ] 15—60 keV, finding a total ofi23 flares. For each flare we extracted
We analyzed the public archivaNTEGRAL data of the spectrum in the rang& — 100 keV. All the spectra could be

4U 1700-377, using all the IBIS/ISGRI observations obtained



12 L. Ducci et al.

Table 1. Parameters of the HMXBs studied in this paper. Values labaith (*) are taken from_Searle et al. (2008), values labeled \iittale taken from

Lefever et al.|(2007).

Vela X—1 4U 1700-377 IGR J112155952
Type SGXB SGXB SFXT
Spectral Type BO.5 Ib 06.5 Iaf B0.7 la
Mog 23 Mg 58 Mg 23 Mg (%)
Ros 30 R 21.9 Ry 35.1 Rg (*)
Tog 2.5 x 10* K (*) 3.5 x 104 K 2.36 x 10* K (*)
log(L/Lg) 5.58 (*) 5.82 5.5 (*)
Mot 0.7—-12x107Mgyr-1 (*) 95x 10" Mgyr—! 1-25x10"Mgyr—!
Voo ~ 1520 — 1600 km s~ (*) 1700 km s~1 ~ 1000 — 1400 km s~ (*) ()
B ~1—=1.5(% 1.3 ~1-15
Mns 1.9Mg 2.44 Mg 1.4 Mg
Py 8.964d 3.412d 164.5 d
e e ~ 0.09 0 —
Pepin ~ 283 s - 186.78 £ 0.3 s
distance ~ 2.0 kpc 1.9 kpc 8 kpc
o 40 o 50
E o 7=1.2,y=6.5, {=0.75, M,=5 x 10" g, M,=2 x 10"’ g E s 2=1.2,y=-6.5, f=0.75, M,=5 x 10'° g, M =2 x 10"’ g
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Figure 11. Comparison between observed (solid line) and calculatadhi@l line) distributions of the flare luminosities and dares for 4U 1700-377.
T.he binary system parameters aldop = 58 M@, Ros = 21.9 Rp, Mns = 2.44 Mg, Rns = 10 km. The parameters for the supergiant wind are:
Miot = 1.3 x 107 Mg yr=1, veo = 1700 km s 1, 8 = 1.3,v0 = 10 km s, M, = 5 x 106 gandMy, = 2 x 1019 g,{ = 1.2, v = —6.5 and

f=0.75.

well fit by a thermal Comptonization modet@MPTTin XSPEQ.
Based on the spectral results, we computedlthe 200 keV lu-
minosity of each flare. All of them have a luminosity greateart

5.8 x 10°¢ erg s! (for lower luminosities it is difficult to evaluate
the flare duration and then to distinguish the flares from thee-a
age level of the X-ray emission). For each flare we have measured
two parameters: the peak luminosity and the flare duratianth&h
applied our clumpy wind model to tHITEGRALobservations of
4U 1700-377. We first compared the observed distributions of the
flare luminosities and durations with those computed adgptie
system parameters reported in Table 1. We assumed for the com
puted distribution a time interval equal to the exposureetohthe

4U 1700-377 observations considered here. As shown in Figure
[11 the flare properties are well reproduced with our clumpydwi
model for Mio: = 1.3 x 107% Mg yr™, M. = 5 x 10'° g and

M, =2x10"g,¢(=12v=—65andf = 0.75. We found
that the numbers of observed (123) and calculated flare9 €k&6

in good agreement. The light curve of 4U 176877 calculated
with our clumpy wind model is shown in Figurel12.

7 COMPARISON WITH THE SFXT IGR J11215 —5952

The SFXT IGR J112155952 was discovered in April 2005
with INTEGRAL (Lubinski et al.| 2005). It is associated with
HD 306414, a B0.7 la star located at an estimated distanee of
8 kpc (Negueruela et &al. 200 XTEobservations showed a pulse
period Pspin = 186.78 £+ 0.3 s [Smith et al.[(2006); Swank etlal.
(2007)]. This is the first SFXT for which a periodicity in theite
bursts recurrence time was discovered (Sidoli £t al. |[2086hse-
guent observations (Romano etlal. 2009) showed that thepgrue
riodicity is about 164.5 days, i.e. half of the originallyoposed
value. This periodicity is very likely due to the orbital jat of the
system.

For a distance o8 kpc the peak fluxes of the outbursts cor-
respond to a luminosity ok 5 x 10%¢ erg s'! [5 — 100 keV,
Romano et all (2007)Bwiftmonitoring of this source revealed that
the outburst (lasting a few days) is composed by many flazss- (|
ing from minutes to a few hours), and before and after the ahol
outburst the source is fainter tha6>* erg s* (Sidoli et al! 2007).

Sidoli et al. (2007) showed that accretion from a sphericall
symmetric homogeneous wind could not reproduce the obderve
light curve and therefore proposed a model based on an eopsot
wind characterized by a denser and slower equatorial coerpn
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Figure 10. Comparison of the Vela X1 light curve, as observed with
ASM/RXTE (lower panel), with that calculated with our clumpy wind
model for the parameters reported in Table 1, ado: = 2.1 x
107" Mg yr=1, 8 =1, v00 = 1600 km s, f = M/ Mying = 0.75,
M, =5x 10 g, My, =5 x 102* g,¢ = 1.1, N, = 5 (middle panel),
and~ = —1 (upper panel)k = 0.375, o = 0.522, § = 0.099. Orbital
phasep = 0 corresponds to 53750 MJD. Note that Vela-Xis not contin-
uously observed with ASNRXTE Therefore it is possible that some flares
have been missed.
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Figure 12. Computed light curve of 4U 1760377. The off-state at orbital
phased.42 < ¢ < 0.58 is due to the eclipse. The stellar parameters are
reported in the caption of Figuiell1.

periodically crossed by the neutron star along its orbitweler
this result was based on the old determination of the orpéebd
(329 days). Therefore, before applying our clumpy wind nhode
we checked the spherically symmetric homogeneous wind with
P..» = 164.5 d, different eccentricity values, and the set of stel-
lar parameters derived hy Searle et al. (2008) land Lefewar et
(2007) and reported in Tablé 1. We assumed a terminal vglocit
veo Fanging from1000 km s* to 1400 km s, and M ranging
from1 x 107 Mg yr=' t0 2.5 x 107% Mg yr='. In all cases we
found that the duration of the Xray outburst observed witBwift

is shorter than that of the calculated light curves.

A better agreement with the observations could be obtained
with our clumpy wind model, especially for what concernsftae
ing variability during the outburst phase. However, alsthis case
the calculated light curve always produces an outburstdotitan
the observed one. This is shown in Hig] 13, where the green sym
bols corresponds to the accretion of a dense clump (produin
flare), while the blue symbols indicate the lower luminodéyel
produced by the accretion of the inter-clump matter. We dotinat
the probability to observe a flare, rather than the intemgdumi-
nosity level, is 90%.

In order to improve the agreement between the observed and
the calculated light curve, we introduced an anisotropitflaum
similar to that proposed by Sidoli etial. (2007). In this nftedi
model we introduce a denser clumpy wind component in the-equa
torial plane, with a thicknes&h, a terminal velocity.q and a mass
loss rateM.q, together with a spherically symmetric clumpy wind
component (polar wind) with terminal velocity., and a mass loss
rate M,.,. We linked the mass loss rate from the equatorial outflow
with the mass loss rate from the polar wind, by means of thefac

fcd:

Meq = foaMpyw (35)

Both wind components are clumpy and obey laws describeddn Se
tion[2. We assume that the second wind component has a Gaus-
sian density profile perpendicular to the equatorial pldrtb®su-
pergiant. In this framework we have considered an orbitabge

P,» = 164.5 d and a high eccentricity in order to produce only one
outburst per orbit. The comparison between 8waft light curve

and that predicted with this model is shown in Figuré 14. Adyoo
agreement with the data is obtained with the parameterstezhim

Table[2.

8 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a clumpy wind model (where the dynamical
problem is not treated) and explored the resulting effeatsaio
accreting compact object in order to explain the observédwbe
ior of the SFXTs and the SGXBs. Compared to previous attempts
to explain the SFXTs outbursts in the context of clumpy winds
[Walter & Zurita Hera's |(2007); Negueruela et al. (2008)], ime
troduced a distribution for the masses and initial dimemsiof
the clumps. We described the subsequent expansion of thepslu
(Equatiori®) taking into account realistic upper and lowraitk for
their radius (Equatiorfs 20 ahd]25).

This model, together with the theory of wind accretion modi-
fied because of the presence of clumps, allow us a comparigion w
the observed properties of both the light curves and lunitindss-
tributions of the flares in SGXBs and SFXTSs.

From the calculated integral distributions (Sectldn 4), we
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Figure 14. Comparison of the IGR J1123%952 light curve of the February 2007 outburst observed &hiftXRT with the calculated X-ray light curve
of our clumpy wind model with equatorially enhanced wind gament (presented in Sectibh 2). We used the stellar pagasneiported in Tab[d 2.

found that the observable characteristics of the flared) asdu-
minosity, duration, number of flares produced, depend mainl
the orbital period (Figurgl9), the scaling parametef the power-
law distribution for the clump formation rate (Equat(an ahd the
fraction of wind mass in the form of clumpg (= Mcl/Mtot)y as

shown in FigureEl4 arid 5. Thus the variability propertieefdif-
ferent systems do not depend only on the orbital parameiats,
are also significantly affected by the properties of the gsr(in
particular by the paramete¢s~y, f, Ma, My).

We successfully applied our clumpy wind model to three dif-
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Table 2. Parameters for the calculated —Xay light curves of
IGR J11215-5952 of our clumpy wind model with equatorially enhanced
wind component (see Figurel14).is the angle of inclination of the orbital
plane with respect the equatorial wind componepts the angle between
the orbital plane intersection with the equatorial wind poment and the
direction of the periastron.

Parameter Value
Ié] 1

Mpw 1x 1077 Mg yrt
Voo, pw 1500 km s~1
0 20°

ip 70°

hed 2. x 10 cm
f = Mcl/Mwind 0.75

M. 5x 1018 g
My, 1020 g

¢ 1.1

o 6

fed 100

Voo, ed 1000 kms~1

36|

w
(3]

log(L) (erg/s)
R

(2]
(%]

32

02 -01 0 01 02 03
Orbital Phase

03

Figure 15. Calculated light curve of a SFXT with a neutron star accretin
an anisotropic clumpy wind. The parameters of the system/Mies =
1.4 Mg, Mo = 23 M@, Ros = 35.1 Rg, Lop = 3.16 x 10° L,
Pyp = 80d, e = 0.75, Miot = 2 x 1077 Mg Yr Y, voo pw =
1500 km s7%, 8 = 1,49 = 15°, i, = 0°, h = 2. x 10! cm,
Voo,ea = 1000 km s, foq4 = 50, T, = 20000 K, k = 0.709,
o =0.470,6 = 0.089,( = 1.1,y = 6, M, = 5x10'8 g, M}, = 1020 g.

ferent high mass X-ray binaries: Vela-X, 4U 1700-377 and

IGR J11215-5952. For the latter source, however, we had to intro-

duce a denser equatorial component (still with a clumpycsire)
in order to reproduce the flare duration.
In Figure [T we show an example of a light curve of

a generic SFXT calculated in the case of anisotropic clumpy
wind. We assume for the generic SFXT properties similar to

IGR J11215-5952, with an orbital period o0 d and an eccen-
tricity e = 0.75. The orbital plane intersects the equatorial wind
component at two phases:(~ —0.12, ¢ ~ 0.12) producing two
outbursts. The third outburst is produced at the periagtemsage
(¢3 =~ 0). This implies that, if this explanation is correct, up to 3
outbursts per orbit are possible.

In Table[3 we have summarized the wind parameters obtained

for the 3 sources. This table shows the typical differencethé
mass-loss rate and terminal velocity expected from the Cie t
ory, similar values fot and f, and different values foy, M., My,
which seem to be proportional to the inverse of the effedie-
perature of the supergiant. Moreover, we found that theegbf
M, that best reproduce the observed light curves of the 3 HMXBs
studied, are in agreement with the hypothesis that the toassate
derived by the K emission is overestimated by a factor 2-10, in
agreement with recent studies (see Sediioh 4.3). We candexcl
that the observed light curves of the three HMXBs studiedlman
reproduced with the same set of wind parameters.

In conclusion, the different values of M,, M, obtained for
the 3 HMXBs studied in this paper reveal that, in the framdwor
of our clumpy wind model, the properties of the clumps of thes
3 X-ray binary systems are slightly different, indepentjeot the
orbital period. This discrepancy could be due to the difiespec-
tral type of the 3 supergiants, which could eject structyriaho-
mogeneus winds with slightly different properties. We gj@gs a
possible cause of this behaviour that the values, @i, M, could
be related to the sonic radius where the clumps start (Betat
2005%), which depends on the supergiant properties (Equ8jio
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