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ABSTRACT

The Chandra High Energy Transmission Grating Spectrometer (HETG) speaf the coronally active binary stassGem
and HR1099 are among the highest fluence observations for such systess at high spectral resolution in x-rays with this
instrument. This allows us to compare their properties imitleo solar flare spectra obtained with the RusSEDRONAS-F
spacecraft’s RESIK instrument at similar resolution in aertapping bandpass. Here we emphasize the detailed copsr
of the3.3-6.1 A region (including emission from highly ionized S, Si, Ar,daii) from solar flare spectra to the corresponding
o Gem and HR099 spectra. We also model the the larger wavelength range &ffH7&5, from1.7-25 A—having emission lines
from Fe, Ca, Ar, Si, Al, Mg, Ne, O, and N—to determine coromahperatures and abundance§&em is a single-lined coronally
active long-period binary which has a very hot corona. B9 is a similar, but shorter period, double-lined system. Wihy
deep HETG exposures we can even study emission from some wihker species, such as K, Na, and Al, which are important
since they have the lowest first ionization potentials, apeater well known to be correlated with elemental fractimmain the
solar corona. The solar flare temperatures rea@d MK, comparable to the Gem and HR 099 coronae. During the Chandra
exposuresy Gem was slowly decaying from a flare and its spectrum is weltatterized by a collisional ionization equilibrium
plasma with a broad temperature distribution ranging fret8@MK, peaking near 25 MK, but with substantial emissiomfro
50 MK plasma. We have detectedX111 and NaxI emission which allow us to set limits on their abundances.1BfR® was
also quite variable in x-rays, also in a flare state, but hadeatectable Kxviii . These measurements provide new comparisons
of solar and stellar coronal abundances, especially abthest FIP values. The low FIP elements do not show enhandémen
the stellar coronae as they do in the Sun, except perhaps fiorkGem. Whilec Gem and HR 099 differ in their emission
measure distributions, they have very similar elementahedbnces.

Subject headings: stars: coronae — stars: late-type — stars: individa@ém) — stars: individual (HR099)
— X-rays: stars

1. INTRODUCTION (Feldman 1992; Feldman & Laming 2000).

Accurate knowledge of elemental abundances is of fun- In other stars, coronal abundance anomalies were suspected
damental mportance for many asirophysical processes. Iy Bt oo e e e S o
2?fthx-Nra)(l)slf_rgr;{er{gt,jlovwv-dle_q%%yl\/}all{a}sgai(AiO}Q— iglo,g)' lar photospheric values (termed an inverse FIP effect) hWit
; e P C e the advent of high-resolution spectroscopy with @randra
in collisional ionization equilibrium, emission processare X-ray Observatory (CXO) an&MM-Newton grating instru-
relatively simple in that every collisional excitation uéts in ents nearly a decade ago, these results were confirmed in
a radiative transition whose photon escapes the plasma. Ag]etail 2 [ Gudel & ME!!,'E_Z_O_DU' Brinkman et al. 2001)
coronal temperatures, ions are highly charged and the domi- : e '

: ; S The stellar observations have several difficulties in -
nlant sp?mfes arect%/plgall%/] H- a&d He-like 'OTSH Thedaaunﬁfnttion and in direct comparison to the Sun. The phg:geggheric
elements from C to Fe have their principal H- and He-like : : .
lines in this band. Hence, high-resolution x-ray specti pr abundances are often unknown, so the comparison is done

vide a wealth of emission lines from numerous abundant eI_agalnst solar values. The stellar disks are unresolved; we

.. do not know whether particular structures, such as actively
ements over a range of temperatures from a plasma which |s(fj ; . . > g
relatively easily modeled. laring regions or quiescent loops, dominate the emission,

. or how extended are such structures. Since flares in the
The solar corona and coronae of other stars still have som

unexplained properties related to their elemental aburelan un—hanq prlesumab!%/ r? thel; stars—hea'i adn(tjhe\t/?r?orf?te chrot-
and these, in turn, relate to the formation of coronae and the mospheric piasmas, [t has been suggested that the flare mat-

use as diagnostics of stellar abundances. It has been know er would more likely represent the underlying photospheri

: : . . lasma, since purported diffusion processes sensitivaeo t
for quite some time that there is a correlation of solar coro- FIP have had no time to have effect. Observational results

nal abundances with the elements’ first ionization poténtia have been mixed._Nordon & Behar (2008) found no strong
(FIP) in the sense that elements with low FIR (10eV) . : ;

: or consistent correlation of abundance changes during stel
are enhanced by up to a factor of 4 over photospheric Valueﬁar flares. From low-resolution, few-tem eratgre-compgne
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trend with spectral type and that stars of type K are unbiased

i ; Table 1
earlier types have a FIP effect, and later types have andaver Stellar/Obserrational Information

FIP effect.
Laming & Hwang (2009) and Lamihg (2012) have pre- Property > Gem HRI1099

sented a theoretical basis for low-FIP ion fractionation in
coronal loops via ponderomotive forces associated with Chan

dra dataset IDs 5422, 6282 1252, 62538

. : Date Obs 2005-05-16,17 1999-09-14,17
Alfvén waves passing through the loops. Some elements can HeTG Exposures [ks] 62.8,57.9 14.7,94.7
be either enhanced or depleted in the corona relative to the  Spectral Type K1l +? K11V +G5 IV
photosphere, depending upon the direction of the ponderomo d[pc] 37.5 30.68
tive force. Calculations of fractionation amounts with rebd N [10 ¥ em™2] 1.0 0.94
loops having typical parameters are similar to those oleserv LLI"’Z[[IIO% Cirgsssil}} 231‘04 31‘25’

The determination of abundances from x-ray spectra can /), [1054gcm*3} 24 15

have far-reaching implications.Drake & Testa (2005) used , :
the rather uniform values of the Ne:O abundance ratio in many _Note. — Observation dates are the UT day on which the obser-

. ~ vation started. Spectral types were taken from the conigilat
stars to argue that these elements do not undergo diffatenti of Eker e al [(2008). The neutral hydrogen column densifes

fractionation, but represent the cosmic abundance ratio, a ¢ Sa07 Forcada, Brickhouse & Dugree (2002). Distances a
so adoption of this ratio for the Sun would reconcile a rather o, HIPPARCOS|(van Leeuwen 2007). Bolometric luminosi-

serious conflict with stellar interior models and heliosai$- ties and volume emission measuiéi M) were derived using
ogy. information in[Strassmeler (2009). X-ray luminosities fi@n

Here we present new results for the lowest FIP elements, the model spectra derived herein over 160 A (0.2-12keV)
K and Na, in theChandra/HETG spectra ofc Gem and band.
HR1099. By modeling the HETGS spectra over the

25 A range, we also derive the emission measure distribu-jng spectrum with the strong zeroth order CCD frame-shift
tions and elemental abundances of all the major contributor streak. The default binning was adopted, which over-sasnple
which span a broad range in FIP. These models improve onihe instrumental resolution by about a factor of 4. The ceunt
prior work on theseChandra spectra (e.d. Drake et| @01' spectra are thus composed of 4 orders per source per observa-

INordon & Behaf 2007, 2008). , tion: the+1 orders for each grating type, the MEG and HEG,
To comparer Gem and HR 099 to the Sun, we use a high-  which have different efficiencies and resolving powers.
resolution x-ray spectrum from tHeBORONAS-F RESIK in- Several calibration files are required for analysis to con-

strument of a solar flare on 2002 December 26, in which yove a model flux spectrum with the instrumental response

the high-temperature plasmas reach the mid-range of temin order to produce model counts. These are made for each
peratures found in the stellar spectra whose emissions argpservation and each spectral order by the CIAO programs
also probably due, in large part, to stellar flares, as we will \yhich use observation-specific data in conjunction with the

show foroc Gem here, and as has been shown forlii89 by calibration files to make the effective area files (“Auxifiar

rl(2007). Response File”, or ARF) and the spectral redistribution and
> OBSERVATIONS AND CALIBRATION extraction-aperture efficiency files (“Response MatrieFil
' or RMF) 1).
2.1. Chandra/HETG We show a portion of thee Gem and HR 099 spectra in

TheChandra/HETG instrument(Canizares eflal. 2005) ob- Figurel1 (top and middle panels).
servedr Gem and HR 099 twice each; dataset identifiers and
exposure times for each star are given in TAble 1. The HETGS 2.2. RESK
spectra cover the range from abdu830 A, as dispersed by RESIK (REntgenovsky Spekrometr s lzognutymi Krista-
two types of grating facets, the High Energy Grating (HEG) lami) was a bent crystal spectrometer on the Russian
and the Medium Energy Grating (MEG), with resolving pow- CORONAS-F spacecraft viewing solar active regions and
ers of between about 100 to 1000, with approximately con- flares, and was operational between 2001 and 2003. The in-
stant full-width-half-maxima (FWHM) ofi2 mA for HEG strument consisted of a pair of Si (crystal plane 111) ctysta
and23 mA for MEG. These two objects have the highest flu- and a pair of quartzl010) crystals, with a one-dimensional
ence exposures among hot, coronally active stars observegosition-sensitive proportional counter for each crygii.
with the HETGS; there are about 350,000 counts for each starThe combination of bent crystals and position-sensitive de
in the combined first orders over thel5 A range covered by  tector enables the entire spectral range to be observedsimu
both MEG and HEG. The only other similar source with more taneously within a data-gathering interval. The duratién o
counts is Capella (a calibration object) having 20 HETGS ex- these intervals varied inversely with the amount of inctden
posures for nearly 800,000 counts. Capella, however, isimuc Xx-ray emission, typical values beirg for flare peaks and up
cooler tharo Gem and HR099 and has relatively little flux  to five minutes for times late in a flare decay. The wavelength
in the3—6 A region—about 10% that of the other two stars. ~ anges of the four channels for on-axis sources were 3.40—

The Chandra data were reprocessed with standard Chan-3.80 A (channel 1), 3.8327 A (2), 4.354.86 A (3), and
dra Interactive Analysis of Observations (CIAO) programs 5.00-6.05 A (4). The lack of a collimator allowed RESIK to
(Eruscione et al._ 2006) to apply the most recent calibration observe off-axis flares, extending the wavelength limitsrie
data (CIAO 4.4 and the corresponding calibration databsise a direction or the other by up td) mA. The low atomic number
of 2012 June 19). Since these are very bright sources with satof the crystal material ensured a much lower background due
urated and distorted zeroth order images, and since théhzero to crystal fluorescence (which dependst than previous
order provides the origin for the wavelength scale, we deter solar crystal spectrometers, enabling the solar contintaum
mined the zeroth order centroid from the intersection obd-gr  be measured for at least the two shorter-wavelength cheinnel
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The analysis of the HETG spectra required an iterative com-
bination of global plasma model fits, parametric line fitting
and line-based reconstruction of the emission measuné-dist
bution (EMD) and elemental abundances. The first step was to
fit a plasma model to the binned spectrum in order to provide a
physically-based continuum for parametric line fitting.eBv
at HEG resolution FWHM = 12 mA), there are regions
of the spectrum for which the apparent continuum is above
the true value due to line blending. The continuum origisate
from free-free (FF) and free-bound (FB) components, and the
HR 1099 ] latter depends significantly upon elemental abundancps; es
cially for solar flares|(Phillips et al. 2010); for the starihw
high temperatures and low metallicity, FF emission don@gat
the continuum.

The line emissivities, more generally call€{T,) func-
tions (in whichT, is the plasma’s electron temperature), are
defined by the amount of radiation emitted by an optically
thin plasma per second with unit volume emission measure
(N.NuV where N, is the electron densityNy the proton
density, and/ the emitting volume). In terms of plasma and
atomic quantities, we can writ€(7, ) for a particular line of
element,X, as

11 3x101 4x101 5x101

F, (ergs cmPstAY)

-2 0 2 10" 2

F, (ergs e st A
~2 0 2 10" 2x10% 3x10M 4x10% 5x10%

102 1.5x10°
S XV
S Xvi
SYV
SXV
Si XIV

Solar Flare

=
@

—_— SiXIn
— SiXIV

— AT XVII

F, (ergs cme s A
KXVl

5x10*

N(X™) N(XT") N(X) Aa
N(X*n) N(X) N(H) N.

G(T.) = [phot em®s™'] (1)

2

X
2 0

- : : : : ; o : : —
: * : ey c ¢ whereN (X;™) is the population of the excited levebf an

Fiaurel H how th e and models in the short enath n-times-ionized atomX;"", N(X*")/N(X) is the ion frac-
igure 1. Here we show the spectra and models in the short wavelength re . ; i nizati

gion where HETG and RESIK spectra overlap. Flux-correctgetta are tionasa funCFlon of electron temperature from ionizatiah b
in black, and the red is the model convolved by the instruaieesolution. ance calculationsy (X )/N (H) the abundance of elemeit
Below each, in blue, are residuals. The top panel she@em; the middle relative to hydrogen, and;; the transition probability from
is HR1099; the bottom is the rise phase of solar flare on 2002 December 26 |aye|; to the ground state.

maximum at 06:30 UT). All models were evaluated using Atdrddnissiv- . . L .
i(ties, though the solar )spectrum was fit using CHIAN]]%(DE&HZZIQ). The line luminosity is related t6/(7) through an integral

Residuals shown for the solar spectrum include an arbiseaje factor. Line over the emission measure, which, through a change of vari-
identifications for prominent or important ions are givemiEsion measures ables, is expressed as a differential in electron temperatu

and abundances used in the models are given in Higure 3 ate[Zakspec- instead of volume:
tively. ’

LX) = /G(Te) [NeNu o VT JdlogT. [phots™'] (2)
The total wavelength range (3485 fA) included resonance 08 e
lines of He-like K (Kxvin), H-like and He-like Ar (Arxviir, (wherei andn identify the transition and ion, as in the expres-
Ar xvir), He-like Cl (Clxv1), H-like and He-like S (Svi,  sjon forG(7.)). The quantity in square brackets is called the

Sxv), and H-like and He-like Si (Sxiv, Sixiir). The wave-  differential emission measure. When we refer to the enissio
length resolution (FWHM) varied frodmA (near3.3 A) measure distribution (EMD) it will be this quantity integed
to 17mA (near6 A). RESIK was unable to resolve ther- over intervals oflog 7, vs. temperature (for historical exam-
mal Doppler broadening for typical flare temperatures. Thus ples, seé Lemen etlal. 1989; Jorflan 1975; Pottasch 1963).
for a temperature of5 MK the thermal Doppler broadening For the plasma models describing the HETG spectra, we
(FWHM) of the K xviI resonance line &.53 A is 1.6 mA, relied on the output of the Astrophysical Plasma Emission
and for the Sixiv line at5.22 A it is 2.7mA. Further in-  Code (APEC), as available in the atomic database, AtomDB
strumental details about RESIK are given by Sylwesterlet al. (Smith et al 2001; Foster etlal. 2012), which provided con-
(2005). tinuum and line emissivities for low-density plasmas in-col
The RESIK spectra thus cover a much more limited wave- lisional ionization equilibrium. We adopted the defaults f
length region than the Chandra/HETG spectra but the highionization balancel (Mazzotta et'al. 1998) and solar photo-
quality of the absolute calibration allow a detailed contpar spheric abundances (Anders & Grevésse 1989) (though abun-
son of the abundances of Si, S, Ar, and K in particular. dances were free parameters and referenced to more recent
In the bottom panel of Figulg 1 we show a RESIK spec- determinations later). The initial fit used a broken power-
trum taken over a data-gathering interval8fs during the  law model for the emission measure temperature distributio
rise phase of a GOES class C1.9 flare on 2002 December 26vith variable abundances for the most abundant elemertis wit
at 06:30 UT (maximum). Identifications of some of the prin- strong emission line features in the HETG spectrum (e.g., N,

cipal emission lines are given. O, Ne, Mg, Si, S, and Fe). This model allowed a range of tem-
peratures as required for multi-thermal plasmas. Inclydin
3. ANALYSIS lines provided strong constraints on dominant temperafure
3.1. HETG Spectral Fitting and Modeling but the “abundances” were here solely parameters, since the

line flux, continuum flux, and abundances are degenerate to



4 Huenemoerder et al.

a large degree. The result is a semi-empirical plasma model
which follows the observed continuum.

Given a continuum model, we then parametrically fit a large o
number of lines (in small groups) as a sum of the plasma
continuum and Gaussian line profiles.  The free parame-
ters were the line wavelengths and fluxes. Since the lines e I
are unresolved (the thermal broadening being below instru-
mental resolution, and with no detection of other broaden-
ing, such as due to turbulence, rotational, or from binary
motions), intrinsic widths were typically frozen at a small
value (e.g.,2 mA). The only exception was for the Ly-
lines of H-like ions which are marginally resolved doubjets
and allowing the width to be free was sufficient for an ac-
curate determination of line flux. For regions with heavily
blended lines, constraints on line separations were sorasti
imposed if the features were well identified (e.g., Néy- ~ L
man serieos atv 9.5-12.1 A blending with the Mgxi triplet o o o
at ~ 9.2A). Each line fit had a candidate identification 106 10° 10
with a transition in AtomDB, based on prior experience with
similar spectra (for example, see Huenemoerder ét al.l 2003; Toax [K]
IHuenemoerder, Canizares & Schiulz 2001), or if itis unknown figure2. Over the wavelength range covered by HETG, the lines are sen-
or an unresolved blend, it may have been fit solely to removesitive to temperatures ranging from5-60 MK. The circles mark the peak
|t from an Overlapp|ng feature Of |nterest Llnes W|th |arge emISSIVIty for prominent lines. The main diagonal (blaCkh)WS the H- and
absolute wavelength residuals relative to the AtomDB ident He-like lines. The Fevil—FexxIv lines are shown as a separate curve (red).
fication were flagged as probable mis-identifications and ex-

cluded from further analysis. We give the line measurements™ent of the method), and finally that the weak line features
for o Gem and HR.099 in Table$5Eb. should have their abundances fitted post facto using the EMD

The resulting list of lines and fluxes were then used to per- solution. The simulations also allowed us to tune the smooth

form a simultaneous determination of the EMD and elemen- N€SS constraint, since if it was too small, much jagged struc
tal abundances. This was done by minimizing the residuals oflur€ appeared in the solution. The top panel of Figlire 3 gives
model and measured fluxes against a smoothness constraif detailed view of ther Gem and HR099 EMDs. Values

on the EMD, using the emissivities. temperature taken from ~ Plotted are the emission measure integrated over 0.1 dex tem
AtomDB for each line. The free parameters were the EMD Perature bins. The dip in both curves at just abovelK is
weights in each of 26 logarithmically spaced temperature bi Probably a reconstruction artifact, as are wiggles on the lo
which spanned the sensitivity range of the lines, and the rel {€mperature tail. The large peak at absubIK in theo Gem
ative abundances. We started with a flat EMD and constantSlution, however, is required by the spectrum (and agtuall
abundances. The constraint was cast in the form of a penalty€duired a slightly more relaxed EMD smoothness constraint
function proportional to the summed squared second deriva-"an for HR1099 to give a good match to the model spec-
tive of the EMD, and by fitting the logarithm of the EMD  rum)- _ _

to enforce positivity. FigurE]2 shows the temperature regim _Aftér we obtained a solution, we then ran several(0)
ety 10 i WETC banapascos . sparmi . lone Catofrelons i whch v pries e ne s
éfr;?c(?tll\y//[%tﬁilg ;?Otzgdcl?rgt"?# eu rn;sel:nltzﬁsg“ggnggnn:é g‘,%gg ed sure distribution and abundances. This provided some iflea o

normalizations are degenerate, requiring a good starbirg,p tlheelqur\l/cétlacr)taégtgrg ;Egvir?lil:]“tcr)\g ﬂueé? C:#é}%?%%ﬁggﬂ?ﬁou h
and a post facto evaluation of the binned spectrum to evalu-; P Pperp ' 9

: ; P . these do not represent independent errors. The unceg®inti
ate the continuum level. We performed an iteration in which [rom counting statistics are relatively small. Especiddy

we derived the EMD and abundances, evaluated the mode he abundances (see Figlle 4), they are generally less than

spectrum, scaled the overall EMD normalization and abun- . = =
dances inversely, and repeated the reconstruction unmtd co Zg?;ematm uncertainties expected from the underlyingato

verged. In§ ATl we show the line flux residuals against For lines too weak or too few to include in the EMD recon-

different parameters to demonstrate the quality of the-solu . . - .
tions. Rzﬁios of observed to theoretical fI?Jxes)\//vithin a fac- struction, we did post facto fits of their abundances by adopt

tor of 2 are typical of such reconstructions (see, for exampl ing the EMD as a frozen quantity, then fitted only the relevant

. bundance in narrow regions of the binned spectrum includ-
sanz-Forcada Brickhiouse & Dupiee 2002). ing the lines of interest. We did such forxiii, Naxi, and
We tested the EMD/abundance reconstruction method by . :
. : - Al x111. Abundance values are given in Table 2. We have
fitting spectra simulated gp')th sums of 1_.3 broken powerlaw also listed the Monte-Carlo determined statistical uraiest
EMDs (EM D o (T/To)™" ). We used different shapes for e even if unrealistically small. A rough estimate of the
the input EMD, from single, narrow peaks, to 2—3 peaks of

. - o, . ini tainty f t ti is about 0.05—-
different widths, positions, and weights. The results shw (r)mlm(gl;r(rl 33;08; ainty from systematic errors 1S abou

that small wiggles in the EMD (of order 10%) were artifacts, ~"gince EMD reconstruction results can be dependent on

that the EMD peak temperatures could be determined to abOlﬁnethods and since the emission measure and abundances
0.1 dex, that abundances could be determined to about 10% o somewhat correlated, we had one final diagnostic

accuracy for strong-lined ions (in this self-consistee@tf  \hich determines abundance ratios from linear combina-

20

Y
§|u

10
%

Wavelength [A]
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Table 2
Elemental Abundances and FIP

Atom FIP AG8% GS9¥ Asp0F  Solar Solar o Gem HR1099
[eV] Coronaf Flare$§

1) (2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9)
N 14534 805 792  7.83 8.00 8.08 (0.03) 7.83(0.03)
(@] 13.618 8.93 8.83 8.69 8.89 8.48 (0.01) 8.49(0.01)
Ne 21.564 8.09 8.08 7.93 8.08 8.11 (0.01) 8.11(0.01)
Na 5139 633 633 624 6.93 5.92(0.14) 6.07 (0.09)
Mg 7646 758 758  7.60 8.15 6.97 (0.01) 6.91(0.01)
Al 5.986 6.47 6.47 6.45 7.04 6.04 (0.06) 5.98 (0.06)
Si 8151 7.55 755 751 810  7.48(0.15) 6.94(0.01) 6.870.0
s 10360 721  7.33  7.12 727  6.84(0.17) 6.57(0.02) 6.52J0.0
Ar 15.759 6.56 6.40 6.40 6.58 6.45(0.07) 6.48(0.03) 6.30400.
K 4341 512 512 503 567  5.86(0.20) 5.63(0.30)< 5.44
Cca 6.113 636 636  6.34 6.93 - 6.21(0.08) 6.11(0.03)
Fe 7.870 7.67 7.50 7.50 8.10 7 91(0.10) 6.87(0.01) 6.81)0.0

Note. — Abundances are given on a logarithmic scale with= 12. For convenience, we
list several commonly used reference abundances (colur)s BIncertainties on the stellar
values (columns 8-9 in “()") are statistical, derived frohe tline fluxes, and do not include
systematic uncertainties from atomic data, likely to berofeo 10%.

989) photospheric solar values (detzhle for AtomDB [(Smith et al.

a%9§3)) photospheric solar values (defdndtospheric abundances in
1 2009

plu 9)—recently determined, and prefempédiospheric solar abundances.

d Coronal abundances lof Feldman étlal. (1992), and of K frondi.&eldman & Derel(2002)
(a “coronal” table used in CHIANTI).

¢ Solar flare abundances from RESIK and RHESSI. Values in tlisnan for Si, S, and
Ar (with uncertalntles) are from the re-analysis of spedtaing the flare of 2002 De-
cember 26 bottom). The K abundance is from thehésatal analysis of 20
20 Ob), and the Fe abundance frotysimaf 20 RHESSI flares

3.2. RESK Fitting and Modeling

The fitting procedure for RESIK spectra, \ivhich as men-
tioned cover a much smaller range (3.4-6ApHthan the

Table 3
Temperature-Insensitive Abundance Ratios

Ratio  ag ai as T EMD Tl EMD HETG spectra, follows that used in several previous anal-

W @ B @ 6 ©® O @ yses [(Sylwester et &I, 201b; Sylwester, Sylwester & Rsill
Coefficients o Gem HR1099 2010;/ Sylwester et al. 2010a, 2012). The procedure is based

ON:Mg %%ﬁ -61-%% 116;273 %-B éi %% 13?) on the CHIANTI database and software pack et al.
e: . . -1. . . . . ) H

NeMg 1270 -0611 2980 38 43 42 51 2009) written in Interactive Data Language (IDL), widely

SiMg 0543 2.037 00097 11 10 11 1.0 used for solar x-ray and ultraviolet spectra, rather than th
SiS 0785 0153 1570 1.0 1.1 10 1.0 one used for HETG spectrg B1) which uses APEC and
ArS 2734 1420 1897 38 38 31 30 the AtomDB atomic database. Both CHIANTI and APEC
Note. — Abundance ratios are for abundances rela- databases draw on practically identical atomic data such as

tive to solar photospheric. E.g., Ne:Mg medus /A2) =
[A(Ne)/Ax(Ne)] /[A(Mg)/As(Mg)]. In columns 5-8,

line excitation rates, giving (as we verified) indistinduably
differentG/(T7e) functions for x-ray lines used in this analysis.

“TI” means the ratio was determined from “Temperature
Insensitive” line ratios, whereasEMD” refers to values
from the emission measure distribution and abundance re-
construction. Values (and coefficients in colums 2 and 3)
are referenced to Anders & Grevesse (1989). The ratios are
derived from the fluxes of the H-likeF{ ) and He-like
(Fi,ue) resonance lines for elements= 1, 2 from the co-
efficients via(A1/A2) = ao(Fi,u + a1Fiue)/(Fou +

a2Fs He).

In previous analyses of RESIK spectra, the abundances of
K, Ar, S, and Si were estimated from solar flare and active
region spectra from the assumption that the line emissian ca
be adequately described by an isothermal plasma with a char-
acteristic temperature given by the ratio of the emission in
the two wavelength channels of GOES. The lines are mostly
emitted by H-like or He-like ions but also, in the case of S and
Si, lower-temperature dielectronic lines emitted by thdike
ions. For all the lines analyzed, values of the line flux didd
by the volume emission measure plotted against temperature
cluster about curves having the same temperature dependenc

tions of H- and He-like ion line fluxes. We refer to as the theoreticali(7.) function for the line in question, as
these as temperature-insensitive (TI) abundance ratees (s calculated from CHIANTI. The abundance is estimated by the
for examplel Liefke et all_2008;_Garcia-Alvarez etlal._2005; amount the observational points have to be multiplied by to
Huenemoerder et AI. 2009). With the exception of O:Mg, we give the best fit to thé:(T.) curve.

obtained essentially the same abundance ratios from the EMD In recent, as yet unpublished, analysis of RESIK spectra,
reconstruction as from the TI-method. We give the compari- the isothermal assumption has been replaced by a method
son in TabléB. in which the EMD was derived by an iterative method re-
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Figure4. Abundances, relative to solar photospheric valués of Asbgf al.
(2009) foro Gem (stars, black), and HR)99 (squares, red, offset in FIP by
F T o Gem' +0.2eV). Some error bars are unrealistically small, being baseemission
i line counting statistics; systematic uncertainties immatodata and recon-
o struction methods would give about 20% uncertainties, digated by the
S E - representative error bar in the lower right. Values for thgipular solar flare
E E analyzed here are shown by circles (blue) for K, Fe, Si, S,Amdffset by
C HR 1099 —0.2eV. The gray circles (without error bars) above the bluersitdae Si
i and S points are the isothermal-model values from prioryaeal (see text,
= §[3:2). The solid gray line is the coronal to photosphericofahowing the
EoL . FIP effect.
5y ©FH E
S of the flare on 2002 December 26 was analyzed to give the
s EMD shown in Figurd 3 (bottom panel); a nearly bimodal
g L solar flare *10 distribution resulted in this case, with emission centesad
“E temperatures o 3 MK and~ 20 MK (other cases showed
i a more continuous distribution). This is the span of @& )
- functions of the lines of the principal ions (from the Li4ilSi
Sk ] satellites to the He-like K lines). The estimated abundance
—E ! I I 3 for Si, S, and Ar from this procedure using several spectra du

107 ' 108 ing the 2002 December 26 flare are given in Table 2 (column
K] 7) and in Figuré¥. The Ar abundance is similar to that from
the isothermal assumption (Sylwester et al. 2010a), budS an
Figure3. Top: Emission measure distributions ferGem (black) and S.' abund_ances are less. The preCISe reason.ls under Irasestig
HR 1099 (red), integrated over temperature bins of 0.1 dex. The uapé tion, but it appears that the assumption of a single tempezat
lower boundaries are statistical uncertainties due toflineuncertainties, as ~ to describe RESIK specra neglects the non-flaring active re-
determined from Monte-Carlo iteration. Bottom: The saméssion mea- gion component of the EMD which is of importance for the

sure distributions on a logarithmic scale over ranges nalhclusion of . -
the solar flare distribution corresponding to the spectrbows in Figurd L relatively low-temperature S and Si lines. The K abundance

(blue) scaled up by a factor ab?. in Table[2 is from Sylwester et al. (2010b).

The Fe abundance in Talilé 2 is the average derived from
lying on a Bayesian approach in which portions of each RHESI spectra during 20 flares givenlby Phillips & Dennis
spectrum, including lines and continuum, were fit with a (2012).
continuous function describing the EMD. This method, de- . -
scribed byl Sylwester, Schrijver & Meivé (1980), was used 3.3. Densities, Timescales, and Validity of Coronal
for the analysis of non-flaring active region RESIK spectra lonization Equilibrium

illips 2010). The element abun- Solar and stellar flares are by definition highly dynamic
dances are free parameters. While it does not follow exactlyevents which undergo sudden heating, ionization, and recom
the same method as that described for the wider-range HETGoination. Yet we have used plasma models in coronal ion-
spectra irg[3.1, it is equivalent in that an EMD solution with ization equilibrium (CIE), and this requires some justifica
enforced positivity and smoothness constraints are inghose tion. The ionization and recombination times are given by
with an iterative procedure to minimiz¢ until convergence r = 1/(N.R) whereR is the rate coefficient of ionization
is achieved, i.e. the EMD describes the observed spectrunor recombination. Thusg is inversely proportional tav,.
to within acceptable limits; the estimated abundancestere t For the HETG stellar spectra, we can estimate densities from
ones with the least value gf?. The RESIK spectrum shown the He-like triplet forbidden-to-intercombination linatios.
in Figure[1 (bottom panel) integrated during the rise phaseTesta, Drake & Peres (2004) provide values derived from the
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Table 4
Electron Densities from He-like Triplet Ratios

lon o Gent HR1099° HR1099°
«h) 2 (3) 4)
ovi < 10.6 10.0 (0.6)  10.4 (0.2)
Ne Ix < 11.64 . < 10.9
11.0 (0.55)4
Mg XI <11.8 12.3(0.1) 12.5(0.5)

Note. — Values are common logarithms of
densities inf cm~?]. Thele logarithmic uncer-
tainties are given in parentheses.
aValues forc Gem are from this work.

b Values fron| Testa. Drake & Perés (2004)

¢ Values fro 02)

4 We give two values. The lép[:)er-limit used the
emission-measure weighted line fluxes. If we
assume all emission comes from the tempera-
ture of maximum emissivity, then the density is
bounded, giving the second value.

same HRI099 data studied here, and Ness €étlal. (2002) ob-
tained similar values for HR099 from XMM-Newton/RGS
spectra. Here we find comparable valuesd@em, and we
list them in Tabld¥ along with the prior determinations fo
HR1099.

r

7

[Nordon & Behar [(2007,_2008) analyzed flares in several
stars, includingc Gem and HR099, using both XMM-
Newton and Chandra spectra. TheXMM-Newton spectra do
not provide high resolution data at the short wavelengths of
interest here; they relied on CCD resolution for lines of §, A
and Ca. Since th¥MM-Newton observation ofr Gem was
entirely of a flare state, they used the HEE&em obser-
vation to represent its quiescent state. That is ratherodisbi
now, given the strong, high-temperature peak in our EMD;
the light curve was only slowly descending, while a very
hot EMD component is typical of flares (see for examples
Huenemoerder, Canizares & Schulz 2001; Gudellet al.|2004).

The EMD for o Gem derived b 08)
is qualitatively similar to ours fron5—30 MK, but their high
temperature peak fromrdi0—100 MK is many times larger.
This could simply represent the physical reality of an ex-
tremely large and hot flare in that observation. Our HHR9
EMD shape is very similar to theirs as derived frothlM-
Newton data, despite being observed at a different time from
the Chandra/HETG spectra. For the same HETG observa-
tion of HR1099 given in[Nordon & Behar[(2007), we have
somewhat discrepant results: while our valuesigr the x-
ray luminosity over theé—0 A band, are of the same order
(103t ergs s—1), our integrated emission measutef M ; see
Table[1) is about 5 times larger. The shape of their EMD is
also different, being broader and flatter. Our estimate ef th

For the solar flare analyzed here, we have no direct density’ £ appears robust, being obtained even if fitting a single
diagnostic, but we can be guided by previous measurementéémperature plasma with uniformly variable abundances to a

of similar flares| Doschek etlal. (1981) used theOtriplet
in flare spectra obtained with tH&r8-1 spacecraft to derive
values of N, reachingl0'? cm 3 at flare maximum, declin-
ing to abouB x 10'° cm 3 during the flare decay. Very similar
densities during flares for the higher-temperaturg¥elines
(maximum of~ 10'2cm~3) were derived from the Solar
Dynamics Observatory’s EVE instrument by Milligan et al.
)). At temperatures observed during the RESIK flare,
values ofR for both ionizations and recombinations for ions
of interest here range frodd '3 cm?®s~! to 10~ cm?®s7 !,
giving ionization and recombination times of less thars.
Hence, we can safely assume that over the scale o
the Chandra stellar observations, and the relatively grad-
ual changes in the observed light curves, that CIE is

a reasonable assumption (a conclusion also reached b)ﬂm
Testa et dl.[(2007), based on computations of timescales byP'€

single order of one observation—the lines match poorly-over
all, but the continuum is a fair match and largely specifies
the VEM. The factor of 5 difference is likely due to the
abundances used. The line luminosity is degenerate in abun-
dance and emission measure which enter as a product (see
equation§fl andl2). Nordon & Behar (2007) were interested
in abundances changes, and did not determine the Fe abun-
dance. Hence, if one adopts an iron abundance 20% of solar
in their analysis, theit’ EM would be 5 times larger.

Another case, which at first appears dis-
crepant, actually agrees for the same reason.

- I ree_ (2002) derived the

EMD for o Gem and HR099 from UV emission lines. They
also assumed solar abundances, and havdza/ about 5
es lower than our determination. If we use our model to
dict the135.85 A Fe-blend flux, we obtain values within

Golub, Hartquist & Quillen[(1989)). For solar flares similar ‘@ factor of 2 of their measurements. If we use their model

to those seen by RESIK and RHESSI, densities of at leastl® €valuate the Fevil 15.01 A flux, we get essentially the
10" cn—3 seem to apply, giving ionization and recombina- Sa&me as our measurement. Given that the stars are variable,

tion times much less than the time scales of the observed tem¥e have very good agreement with the UV resullts.

perature variations.

3.4. Prior Results

Our results are complementary to—but in

crepant from—prior analysis of the same sped:myé etal

(2001) derived an emission measure and abundances for

HR 1099, but were concerned primarily with relative abun-

In sum, we believe our models improve on—in a global and
absolute sense—prior works which dealt with ratios, lichite
spectral ranges, or low resolution. Our detailed modeling i
especially important for determining reliable values fome

some ways dis- of the weak emission lines from low FIP elements, where the

multi-thermal continuum model can be very important.
4. DISCUSSION

dances from modeling the strongest features. We obtain very The origin of the values of elemental abundances in solar

similar abundance ratios. Their model, however, gives a poo

and stellar coronae is an unsolved problem. It is an importan

representation of the observed spectrum in an absolute sensone because the differences in abundances from the under-
Scaling their emission measure up by a factor of 8 and theirlying photosphere could provide information on the coronal
abundances scaled down by a factor of 2.5 provides a reasonstructure, such as loop geometry or Alfvén wave frequency

able match to observed counts abévk, but is very poor at
shorter wavelengths; this is probably due to their sharpftut
in the EMD above- 25 MK.

and amplitude, e.g., under the ponderomotive fractionatio

theory of Laminp[(2012}; Laming & Hwah@ (2009). Or if the

relation between coronal and photospheric abundances were
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known, then x-ray spectra would be very valuable in deter-
mining abundances in star-forming regions where stars are
deeply embedded and not visible in other wavelength bands.

The x-ray spectral modeling is fairly simple; the specte ar
amenable to determination of absolute abundances, elipecia
in the short wavelength region where the continuum is domi-
nated by a single temperature, and the line-to-continutim ra
is directly proportional to the 9Iementa| abundanceé Atbo
10 MK, the continuum flux a8 A is about 10% that &t A, but
becomes comparaple by ab@GtMK. Our model foro Gem
shows that belové A the primary contribution is from plas-
mas withT ~ 50 MK, and90% of the continuum is emitted
by H and He thermal bremsstrahlung. Abav/d, the con-
tinuum comes from plasmas with temperatures which differ
by more than 0.3 dex—the typical width of a line emissivity
or G(T') function—which means that a multi-thermal plasma
model is required to interpret the line-to-continuum ratio
terms of an absolute abundance. Hence, one must use all the
lines available and perform emission measure and abundance .
reconstructions.

The region belové A fortunately contains lines from abun- 3
dant elements of both high and low FIP, in particular K
(3-35 A; FIP = 4.34 eV) and CQB-O- 3-2‘&; 6.11 eV), and Figure5. Detail of the Kxviil region; Top: o Gem; bottom: HRL099.
at the other extreme, AB(7, 3.9 A; 15.76 V). Hence, these  Scales are the same in each panel. Black is the observedispeced is
abundance values are reliable and can be compared to the sdhe convolved model, error bars are in gray, and below eagttispn arejx
lar flare values. residuals (in blue).

Of primary interest are the species with the two lowest FIPs,

s
<
<

|

Counts st At

0.1 -20 R.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1

X

arxvi — KXIX

Counts st A~

-20 R.02 0.04 0.06 0.08

3.2
Wavelength (A)

K and Na, which have not previously been measured in these
stars. The Kxviil He-like triplet 3.54 A) was marginally
detected inc Gem, but is only an upper limit in HR)99.

The Na abundance was determined from the H-likexX\a
(10.02 A) line, whose spectral region is crowded and contains
some unidentified lines (probably due to Fe), but the feature
is detected at the right wavelength for Ma. It has been
seen in other coronally active stars at about the same $ltreng
(Garcia-Alvarez et al. 2005; Sanz-Forcada, Maggio & Micel
2003). We show detail for these regions in Figles 5[and 6.

In the HETG spectra, we have strong and well modeled
Fe xxv emission (.85 A). The Fe abundance is also con-
strained by lower ionization states at longer wavelengtits a
lower temperatures, and appears to be robust. Emissian line
from Mg, Al, Ne, O, and Ca are also present, and so we have
derived their respective abundances. In Fiddre 7 we show
a portion of thes Gem spectrum covering a number of ele-
ments and ions to display the quality of the fit. The HR9
spectrum and model are of similar quality.

We show all the stellar abundances we have been able to
measure in Figurld 4, referenced to the solar photosphédric va

ues of_ Asplund et al! (2009). It appears that the abundance
of K in o Gem is near the solar coronal value; that is, it is

Counts st At

0.05
T

Counts st A~

0.05

X
-20 2
T

0.15

0.1
T

— FeXX|

— FeXIX

Na XI

-20 2

0.15

0.1

Wavelength (A)

Figure 6. Detail of the Naxi region; Top:oc Gem; bottom: HRL099. Scales

enhanced well above the solar photospheric value. Na, how=re the same in each panel. Black is the observed spectrdris tiee con-

ever, is much depleted, as are the other low-KP10 eV)

volved model, error bars are in gray, and below each spearedy residu-

elements, 0n|y attaining solar photospheric abundanaes (Oals (in blue). There are no identifications for the two feasuust blue-ward

greater) at high FIP for N, Ar, and Ne. In HR99, K was
not detected and the upper limit is at about 2.6 times photo-

of Naxi. The strongest feature in the region is from &eél-Ly~ (9.708 A).

spheric. Otherwiseg Gem and HR099 have very similar A 504 Ne
abundances. The important Ne:O ratio is found to be nearly’ "t Sun also shows reduced Si and S in the 2002 Decem-
ﬁ;nncal tl)naGem and HRlO995at 0.42, as was found for o1 56 flare (blue circles in FiguE@ 4); mean values obtained
1099 V.Dﬂake—&l&sjm .)' . from many flares (though under an isothermal assumption)
_As is typical for coronally active stars, there is no solar- 5.6 higher (gray circles). Abundances of Ar and K for the
like FIP effect in which where all low-FIP elements are over- 5045 Becember 26 flare showed no difference from the mean.
?blindgnt relative to thebpho]tosprkljeredby about a fa;:;ccor Ef "tl'DetaiIs of the solar flare abundance determination variance
nstead, we see very sub-solar abundances, exceptior K, Nye have 2795 spectra in various phases of 20 flares—can be
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Lol SXs k=) % @ £ Figure8. The light curve ofr Gem derived from th€handra/HETGS dis-
% &t Leo fFo v 3 S persed spectrum, summed over HEG and MEG orders There were two
s [ @ separate observations made withandra/HETGS, each lasting abo@0 ks
5 i’ and separated by aboB ks. The total band (upper black) is7-25 A, a
ey hard band (blue) i.7-8.0 A, and soft (red) i90-25 A. In the lower panel
is a hardness ratio derived from the hard and soft band ligives. The de-
< crease in hardness coincident with decreasing rate (pfopat to emission
~ measure) is indicative of cooling flares.
<o
N
él‘ n n n n n n 1 n n n n 1 n n n n n n n
13 14 15 16 17 18 Sun to stars, we used a solar flare spectrum so that it has
Wavelength (A) plasma at comparable temperatures to the stars.
Figure7. Here we show the MEG spectra and models forghe2 A and As a Secondary goal’ the richness of the HETGS spectra

13-18 A regions ofc Gem. Flux-corrected spectra are in black, red is the allowed d_etermmat'on of elemental abundf"‘nces for othver lo
model convolved by the instrumental resolution, and belashein blue, are FIP species, namely Na, Al, and Ca, which had not before
residuals. Line identifications for the strongest emissiioes in the regions been measured in detail, as well as measurements for the high
are given. In addition to lines from multiple ions of Fe, thare the MgxI1 FIP elements, O, N, and Ne.

Lf}ig”:{"i% "2'1168(54382\);2‘; 'V;%'gg%"":ﬁ;rﬁffx(gﬁlefl'ifézﬁ?j;éz' 1N3ej5 Determination of the stellar abundances from the broader
13.55,and 3.70 A, and Oviil lines at 15.176 anﬂj6.01A(bIended strongly HETGS SPec”‘%m nece_ssarlly reqU|red a full emission mea-
with Fe xvil ). The quality of the HR 099 fit is similar. sure solution, since emission measure and abundance appear
as a factor in line flux formation, and because the continuum
beyond abou6 A has significant contributions from a broad

i . . range of temperatures. These details must be considered car
Both o Gem and HR 099 were in flaring states during the fully when attempting comparisions to other work.

HETG observations. Light curves for tiandra HR 1099 Hence, we have determined new elemental abundances for
data can be found in Ayres et al. (2001) and Nordon & Behar ¢ |owest FIP species—particularly K and Na, but also Ca
(2007). In Figuré B we show theGem light curve derived  an4 Alin two stellar coronal sources with very hot, flaring

from the dispersed spectral photon lists. While there is no yjagmas. While the abundance of K (having the lowest FIP)
flare rise seen over the times of the two HETGS exposuresj, ; Gem is similar to that in the solar corona, other low-FIP
the count rate decays steadily over the two days of obser-gioments (Na, Al, Ca, Mg, Fe, and Si) are strongly depleted,

i -1 ~1 X ;
vations from abous.8 counts s t0 3.0 countss™, and the nly becoming near or above solar for the high FIP elements
spectrum softens as seen in a hardness ratio. This fading anf| ‘Ar and Ne. Even the stellar S abundances (considered

cooling, combined with the strong, hot EMD peak, suggests high-FIP) has a very low relative abundance.

that the star is in the late stages of a large flare. Except for K, for which we only have an upper-limit in
HR 1099, the two stellar elemental abundance distributions
5. CONCLUSIONS are remarkably similar to each other, despite differennes i
Our primary goal in this work was to compare low and their rotational periods2(8d and 19.6d for HR1099 and
high FIP elemental abundances in the Sun and stars using Gem, respectively) and luminosity classes.
x-ray spectra of similar high-resolution and bandpass.hSuc  The solar flare plasma, which reaches stellar coronal tem-
was possible using the RESIK instrument for the Sun, andperatures o20 MK, shows low-FIP elements of K and Fe
the Chandra/HETGS for stars. In order to obtain results for to be typical of the solar corona (that is, enhanced relative
the lowest FIP element present (K), we required the highestto photospheric values), while Si and S are photospheric or
fluence HETGS coronal spectra, which weresdbem and lower, but still above the stellar values. The abundancés of
HR1099. In order to have some basis for comparison of the is similar in the solar and stellar flares. The overall treritth w

found in the series of papers cited above G8€).
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FIP is similar to, but less extreme than the stellar casé) wit Feldman, U., 1992, Phys. Scr, 46, 202

the exception of Fe having high relative abundance, though i

has about the same FIP as Si.

Feldman, U., & Laming, J., 2000, Phys. Scr, 61, 222
Feldman, U., Mandelbaum, P., Seely, J. F., Doschek, G. A.u&lg/, H.,
1992, ApJs, 81, 387

Both the stellar and solar cases show abundance trendsoster, A.R., Ji, L., Smith, R. K., & Brickhouse, N. S., 208pJ, 756, 128

more complicated than simple FIP or “inverse”-FIP during
flares. Whether other active stars have similar patterriseat t

lowest FIP would require investment 8§0-200 ks per star to

Fruscione, A, et al., 2006, in SPIE Conference Series,8240

Gudel, M., Audard, M., Reale, F., Skinner, S. L., & LinskyLJ, 2004,
A&A, 416, 713

Garcia-Alvarez, D., Drake, J. J., Lin, L., Kashyap, V. L.Ba&ll, B., 2005,
ApJ, 621, 1009

raise some of the existing lower fluence HETGS observationsggyp, - Hartquist, T. W., & Quillen, A. C., 1989, Sol. Phy$22, 245

of coronal sources to comparable levels. Likewise, fursioer

lar flare analysis is required to determine whether the Fe an

Grevesse, N., & Sauval, A. J., 1998, Space Science Reviéyi68

dHuenemoerder, D. P, Canizares, C. R., Drake, J. J., & Sarméa, J.,

2003, ApJ, 595, 1131

Si abundances are always so different, or whether the solafjyenemoerder, D. P., Canizares, C. R., & Schulz, N. S., 2004, 559,

trend sometimes mimics the stellar trend more closely.
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Table5
o Gem Line Measurements

lon log Tmax? )\Ob Aobsc d fmodele

log [K] [A] [AmA)]  [1076 phot cm~2s1]

1) (2 3 4) (5) (6)
Fexxv 7.82 1.8607 1.858 (1.4) 83.4(8.0) 68.5
Caxix 7.50 3.1772 3.176 (2.0) 16.8 (3.2) 13.5
Caxix 7.46 3.1909 3.192 (3.6) 9.8(2.9) 4.4
Caxix 7.46 3.2110 3.210 (3.4) 7.4 (2.5) 45
K Xviil 7.42 3.5273 3.521 (5.2) 6.8 (2.5) 0.8
K xvii 7.36 3.5434 3.545 (0.0) 2.3(2.3) 0.1
K xviii 7.39 3.5669 3.568 (0.0) 6.0 (2.5) 0.4

Ar xvii 7.73 3.7338 3.736 (0.7) 28.4(2.9) 295
Ar XVII 7.36 3.9491 3.950 (0.6) 38.7 (3.4) 36.8
Ar XVII 7.31 3.9676 3.968 (1.1) 17.8 (2.9) 10.0

SXVI 7.51 3.9923 3.995 (0.9) 25.1(3.0) 11.8

Sxvi 7.57 4.7301 4.731 (0.6) 47.3(3.8) 52.4

Sixiv 7.43 4.9462 4.948 (1.9) 8.4(2.9) 4.3

SXvV 7.20 5.0387 5.041 (0.5) 58.4 (4.2) 56.3
SXvV 7.16 5.0648 5.068 (2.0) 13.2(3.2) 12.8
Sxv 7.17 5.1015 5.101 (1.0) 31.3(3.7) 24.7
Sixiv 7.42 5.2174 5.220 (0.9) 26.2(3.8) 24.1
Sixin 7.07 5.6805 5.685 (1.3) 17.1(3.1) 16.9
Sixiv 7.40 6.1831 6.185 (0.2) 162.5 (3.9) 164.8
Sixi 7.03 6.6479 6.651 (0.2) 125.5 (3.5) 120.2
Sixin 6.99 6.6866 6.690 (0.6) 26.8 (2.4) 22.9
Sixin 7.00 6.7403 6.742 (0.3) 82.0(2.9) 58.2
Mg XII 7.22 7.1063 7.109 (0.6) 26.7 (2.3) 30.6
Al X 7.38 7.1714 7.172(0.7) 30.0 (2.4) 29.0
Al x1i 6.94 7.7573 7.761 (1.1) 16.1 (2.0 8.8
Mg X1 6.87 7.8503 7.853 (1.3) 12.3(2.1) 11.5
FexxIv 7.46 7.9857 7.986 (0.9) 22.2 (2.4) 19.0
Fexxiv 7.46 7.9960 7.998 (1.1) 12.3(2.4) 9.5
Fexxlll 7.28 8.3038 8.307 (1.3) 17.8(3.2) 19.4
Fexxiv 7.44 8.3161 8.320 (0.9) 26.4 (3.4) 19.1
Fexxiv 7.44 8.3761 8.378 (2.0) 9.0 (2.5) 7.7

Mg XI1 7.19 8.4219 8.424 (0.2) 202.8 (5.3) 208.2

Fexxl 7.10 8.5740 8.578 (1.2) 13.3(2.3) 11.2
Fexxiil 7.27 8.8149 8.819 (0.8) 24.0 (2.5) 22.0
Fexxil 7.17 8.9748 8.979 (0.8) 21.2(2.4) 20.8

Mg X1 6.84 9.1687 9.172 (0.3) 112.1 (4.1) 79.0
Fexxl 7.10 9.1944 9.192 (1.9) 20.4 (2.9) 8.4

Mg X1 6.80 9.2297 9.233 (1.3) 19.7 (2.8) 12.7

Mg X1 6.81 9.3143 9.318 (0.4) 56.5 (3.1) 395

Ne x 6.99 9.4808 9.481 (0.4) 64.0 (2.7) 38.9
Fexix 6.97 9.6951 9.698 (2.7) 18.1 (3.8) 7.6
Ne X 6.98 9.7082 9.712 (0.7) 90.5 (4.8) 89.7

Naxi 7.08 10.0240  10.031 (1.0) 26.9 (3.1) 23.2

Ni XI1x 6.87 10.1100  10.112 (4.0) 9.7 (4.7) 3.9
Ne X 6.97 10.2390 10.242 (0.0) 260.3 (6.2) 252.8
Fexxiv 7.45 10.6190 10.625 (0.5) 145.8 (5.4) 134.3
Fexxiv 7.45 10.6630  10.665 (0.5) 69.9 (4.2) 69.4
Fexix 6.97 10.8160 10.823 (1.0) 29.3(3.3) 27.1
Fexxi 7.27 10.9810 10.985 (0.0) 93.1(4.8) 104.8
NeIx 6.66 11.0010  11.005 (1.5) 35.6 (4.2) 22.1
Fexxi 7.27 11.0190  11.024 (1.0) 76.3(7.2) 67.2
Fexxiv 7.42 11.0290 11.036 (0.5) 72.9(7.3) 88.3
Fexvil 6.76 11.1310  11.138 (2.0) 18.9 (3.8) 19.8
Fexxiv 7.42 11.1760 11.179 (0.0) 166.7 (6.7) 159.2
Fexvil 6.76 11.2540  11.255 (1.5) 24.6 (4.9) 27.4
Fexxiv 7.42 11.2680  11.268 (1.0) 46.9 (5.2) 36.5
Fexvill 6.89 11.3260  11.330 (0.5) 48.1 (4.0) 38.7
Fexvi 6.88 115270  11.531 (1.0) 48.9 (4.4) 37.8
Ne Ix 6.64 11.5440  11.551 (0.5) 68.7 (4.8) 63.6
Fexxi 7.26 11.7360 11.744 (0.5) 238.8 (7.4) 223.9
Fexxll 7.16 11.7700  11.775 (0.0) 209.9 (7.0) 188.6
Fexxll 7.15 11.9320  11.937 (1.0) 65.7 (4.9) 27.2
Ne x 6.94 12.1350 12.137 (3.5) 1839.0(19.3) 1838.2
Fexxi 7.25 12.1610 12.162 (1.0) 120.4 (9.2) 119.6
Fexvii 6.75 12.2660 12.268 (1.0) 70.9 (9.7) 60.0
Fexxi 7.09 12.2840 12.289 (0.5) 304.5(12.2) 342.4
Fexxll 7.15 12.7540  12.756 (0.5) 79.9 (6.6) 64.5

Fexx 7.03 12.8240 12.831 (1.0)  140.1 (10.0) 60.1

Fexx 7.03 12.8460 12.849 (1.0) 123.9(14.1) 140.4

Fexx 7.03 13.3850  13.381 (2.0) 47.1(9.2) 33.0
Fexix 6.96 13.4230 13.434 (2.5) 42.2 (7.9) 24.1

Ne Ix 6.61 13.4470  13.452 (0.5)  414.6 (14.3) 4433
Fexix 6.96 13.4620  13.471 (1.0) 92.5(8.7) 55.8
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Table5 — Continued

lon 10g T‘maxa )\Ob Aobsc d fmodcle
log [K] [A] [AmA)  [10-6 photcm~—2s~1]
) (@) 3) 4) (5) (6)
FexIx 6.96 13.5180 13.527 (0.5)  188.4 (12.1) 211.4
Ne X 6.58 135520  13.558 (1.0) 101.5 (9.2) 717
FexIx 6.96 13.6450  13.654 (1.5) 55.9 (6.9) 33.8
Ne X 6.59 13.6990  13.703(0.5)  279.7 (11.5) 249.3
Fexx 7.02 13.7670  13.771(2.5) 54.8 (7.3) 23.2
FexIx 6.96 13.7950  13.800 (1.0) 102.6 (8.6) 90.1
Fexvill 6.87 14.2080  14.209 (0.5)  309.1 (14.3) 387.5
Fexvill 6.87 14.2560  14.263 (1.0) 87.1(7.1) 76.7
Fexx 7.02 14.2670  14.276 (1.5) 54.0 (12.1) 39.3
Fexvill 6.87 14.3430  14.350 (1.5) 52.1(7.9) 43.0
Fexvill 6.87 14.3730  14.379 (1.0)  112.8 (10.0) 925
Fexvill 6.87 145340 14.541 (1.0) 115.8(12.8) 76.8
FexIx 6.96 14.6640  14.671 (1.0 72.4(9.6) 85.0
oIl 6.71 14.8210  14.823 (1.0) 60.4 (8.5) 46.9
Fexvil 6.73 15.0140  15.017 (0.5)  542.6 (18.0) 563.4
FexIx 6.95 15.0790  15.085 (1.0) 118.9 (9.5) 87.4
oviil 6.70 15.1760  15.180 (1.0) 118.1(9.3) 106.7
FexIx 6.96 15.1980  15.205 (1.5) 49.5 (7.5) 54.5
Fexvil 6.72 15.2610 15.266 (0.5)  190.4 (10.8) 174.6
Fexvil 6.70 15.4530  15.459 (2.0) 32.7(6.9) 28.8
Fexvill 6.87 15.4940  15.493 (3.0) 20.2 (6.4) 9.4
Fexvill 6.86 15.6250  15.629 (1.0) 96.0 (9.2) 118.6
Fexvill 6.86 15.8240  15.829 (1.5) 58.2 (8.5) 71.0
Fexviil 6.86 15.8700  15.876 (1.0) 67.3(8.9) 42.8
Fexvill 6.86 16.0710  16.079 (0.5)  244.5(14.2) 199.9
FexIx 6.95 16.1100  16.112 (1.0) 75.9 (9.8) 92.6
Fexvill 6.87 16.1590  16.169 (2.0) 35.9 (8.0) 52.1
Fexvil 6.70 16.7800  16.781(0.5)  328.9 (17.7) 351.5
Fexvil 6.71 17.0510 17.056 (0.5)  443.8 (21.3) 413.6
Fexvil 6.70 17.0960 17.101 (0.5)  470.2 (21.8) 476.8
Fexvill 6.86 17.6230  17.627 (1.5)  108.1(13.9) 121.7
ovi 6.38 17.7680  17.758 (5.5) 19.0(9.8) 13.2
ovi 6.37 18.6270  18.633 (2.0) 74.1 (14.1) 37.3
Caxviil 7.07 18.6910  18.685 (5.5) 18.8 (11.5) 25.5
oviil 6.65 18.9700  18.974 (0.0) 2142.0(60.9)  2140.0
Caxviil 7.03 19.6420 19.627 (15.0) 8.1(10.8) 18.2
Caxviil 7.03 19.7950  19.793 (8.5) 16.2 (13.5) 36.3
N VI 6.55 19.8260  19.830 (5.5) 35.5 (15.8) 29.6
N VI 6.53 20.9100 20.912 (3.0) 103.8(23.7) 99.6
ovi 6.34 21.6020 21.605(2.0) 212.8(32.5) 247.0
ovi 6.32 21.8020  21.815 (8.5) 41.4 (22.4) 35.3
ovi 6.32 22.0980 22.101(2.0) 211.5(37.1) 155.1
N VI 6.49 247820 24.785(1.0) 707.4 (62.0) 667.3

Note. — Lines used in the EMD and abundance reconstructioa f8em.
8 Tinax is the temperature of maximum emissivity according to At@nSmith et all 2001/; Foster etlal. 2012).
b The theoretical wavelength, from AtomDB.
¢ The measured wavelengthy uncertainties are in parentheses in unitsioh.
d The measured line flux;o uncertainties are in parentheses.
€ The theoretical line flux, from AtomDB, for the derived EMDdabundance model.
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Table 6
HR 1099 Line Measurements

lon 1Og Tmax )\0 )\obs f fmodcl

log [K] [A] [AmA)  [1076 phot cm~2s~1]

1) 2 3) 4) (5) (6)

Fexxv 7.82 1.8607  1.858 (1.4) 83.4 (8.0) 68.5
Caxix 7.50 3.1772  3.176 (2.0 16.8 (3.2) 13.5
Caxix 7.46 3.1909  3.192 (3.6) 9.8(2.9) 4.4
Caxix 7.46 3.2110  3.210(3.4) 7.4(2.5) 45
K xviii 7.42 35273  3.521(5.2) 6.8 (2.5) 0.8
K Xviil 7.36 3.5434 3.545 (0.0) 2.3(2.3) 0.1
K xviii 7.39 35669  3.568 (0.0) 6.0 (2.5) 0.4
Ar XVl 7.73 3.7338  3.736(0.7) 28.4(2.9) 29.5
Ar Xvii 7.36 3.9491  3.950(0.6) 38.7 (3.4) 36.8
Ar Xvii 7.31 3.9676  3.968 (1.1) 17.8 (2.9) 10.0
SxvI 7.51 3.9923  3.995(0.9) 25.1(3.0) 11.8
SxvI 7.57 47301  4.731(0.6) 47.3(3.8) 52.4
SixIv 7.43 4.9462  4.948 (1.9) 8.4 (2.9) 4.3
Sxv 7.20 5.0387  5.041 (0.5) 58.4 (4.2) 56.3
Sxv 7.16 5.0648  5.068 (2.0) 13.2(3.2) 12.8
Sxv 7.17 5.1015 5.101 (1.0) 31.3(3.7) 24.7
Sixiv 7.42 5.2174  5.220(0.9) 26.2 (3.8) 24.1
Sixin 7.07 5.6805  5.685 (1.3) 17.1 (3.1) 16.9
SixIv 7.40 6.1831  6.185(0.2)  162.5(3.9)  164.8
Si Xl 7.03 6.6479  6.651(0.2)  125.5(3.5)  120.2
Sixin 6.99 6.6866  6.690 (0.6) 26.8 (2.4) 22.9
Sixin 7.00 6.7403  6.742(0.3) 82.0 (2.9) 58.2
Mg XIi 7.22 7.1063  7.109 (0.6) 26.7 (2.3) 30.6
Al X1 7.38 7.1714  7.172(0.7) 30.0 (2.4) 29.0
Al Xii 6.94 7.7573  7.761(1.1) 16.1 (2.0) 8.8
Mg XI 6.87 7.8503 7.853 (1.3) 12.3 (2.1) 11.5
FexxIv 7.46 7.9857  7.986 (0.9) 22.2 (2.4) 19.0
FexxIv 7.46 7.9960  7.998 (1.1) 12.3 (2.4) 9.5
Fexxlil 7.28 8.3038  8.307 (1.3) 17.8 (3.2) 19.4
FexxIv 7.44 8.3161  8.320(0.9) 26.4 (3.4) 19.1
FexxIv 7.44 8.3761  8.378(2.0) 9.0 (2.5) 7.7
Mg XII 7.19 8.4219  8.424(0.2)  202.8(5.3)  208.2
Fexxl 7.10 85740  8.578(1.2) 13.3 (2.3) 11.2
Fexxill 7.27 8.8149  8.819(0.8) 24.0 (2.5) 22.0
Fexxll 7.17 8.9748  8.979(0.8) 21.2 (2.4) 20.8
Mg X 6.84 9.1687  9.172(0.3)  112.1(4.1) 79.0
Fexxl 7.10 9.1944  9.192 (1.9) 20.4 (2.9) 8.4
Mg X1 6.80 9.2297  9.233(1.3) 19.7 (2.8) 12.7
Mg X 6.81 9.3143  9.318(0.4) 56.5 (3.1) 39.5
Ne X 6.99 9.4808  9.481(0.4) 64.0 (2.7) 38.9
Fexix 6.97 9.6951  9.698 (2.7) 18.1(3.8) 7.6
Ne x 6.98 9.7082  9.712(0.7) 90.5 (4.8) 89.7
Naxi 7.08 10.0240  10.031 (1.0) 26.9 (3.1) 23.2
Ni XIX 6.87 10.1100  10.112 (4.0) 9.7 (4.7) 3.9
Ne x 6.97 10.2390 10.242 (0.0) 260.3 (6.2) 252.8
FexxIv 7.45 10.6190  10.625 (0.5) 145.8 (5.4) 134.3
FexxIv 7.45 10.6630  10.665 (0.5) 69.9 (4.2) 69.4
Fexix 6.97 10.8160  10.823 (1.0) 29.3(3.3) 27.1
Fexxlii 7.27 10.9810  10.985 (0.0) 93.1(4.8)  104.8
Ne Ix 6.66 11.0010  11.005 (1.5) 35.6 (4.2) 22.1
Fexxill 7.27 11.0190  11.024 (1.0) 76.3(7.2) 67.2
FexxIv 7.42 11.0290  11.036 (0.5) 72.9 (7.3) 88.3
Fexvil 6.76 11.1310  11.138 (2.0) 18.9 (3.8) 19.8
FexxIv 7.42 11.1760  11.179 (0.0) 166.7 (6.7) 159.2
Fexvil 6.76 11.2540  11.255 (1.5) 24.6 (4.9) 27.4
FexxIv 7.42 11.2680  11.268 (1.0) 46.9 (5.2) 36.5
Fexviil 6.89 11.3260  11.330 (0.5) 48.1 (4.0) 38.7
Fexvill 6.88 11.5270  11.531 (1.0) 48.9 (4.4) 37.8
NeIx 6.64 11.5440  11.551 (0.5) 68.7 (4.8) 63.6
Fexxlil 7.26 11.7360  11.744(0.5)  238.8(7.4)  223.9
Fexxil 7.16 11.7700 11.775 (0.0) 209.9 (7.0) 188.6
Fexxll 7.15 11.9320  11.937(1.0) 65.7 (4.9) 27.2

Ne X 6.94  12.1350 12.137(3.5) 1839.0(19.3) 1838.2

Fexxlil 7.25 12,1610  12.162(1.0)  120.4(9.2)  119.6
Fexvil 6.75 12.2660  12.268 (1.0) 70.9 (9.7) 60.0

Fexxl 7.09 12.2840 12.289(0.5) 304.5(12.2)  342.4
Fexxll 7.15 12.7540  12.756 (0.5) 79.9 (6.6) 64.5

Fexx 7.03 12.8240 12.831 (1.0) 140.1 (10.0) 60.1

Fexx 7.03 12.8460 12.849 (1.0) 123.9 (14.1) 140.4

Fexx 7.03 13.3850  13.381 (2.0) 47.1(9.2) 33.0
Fexix 6.96 13.4230  13.434 (2.5) 42.2(7.9) 24.1

Ne Ix 6.61 13.4470 13.452 (0.5) 414.6 (14.3) 443.3
Fexix 6.96 13.4620  13.471(1.0) 92.5 (8.7) 55.8
FexIx 6.96 135180 13.527(0.5) 188.4 (12.1) 211.4
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Table 6 — Continued

lon 10g Tmax Ao )‘obs f fmodel
log [K] [A] [AmA)]  [1076 phot cm—2s71]
@ (@) ©)) 4 (5) (6)
NeIx 6.58 135520  13.558 (1.0) 101.5 (9.2) 71.7
Fexix 6.96 13.6450  13.654 (1.5) 55.9 (6.9) 33.8
Ne Ix 6.59 13.6990 13.703(0.5) 279.7 (11.5)  249.3
Fexx 7.02 13.7670  13.771(2.5) 54.8 (7.3) 23.2
Fexix 6.96 13.7950  13.800 (1.0) 102.6 (8.6) 90.1
Fexviil 6.87 14.2080 14.209 (0.5) 309.1(14.3)  387.5
Fexvlll 6.87 14.2560  14.263 (1.0) 87.1(7.1) 76.7
Fexx 7.02 14.2670  14.276 (1.5) 54.0 (12.1) 39.3
Fexvill 6.87 14.3430  14.350 (1.5) 52.1(7.9) 43.0
Fexvlil 6.87 14.3730  14.379(1.0)  112.8 (10.0) 92.5
Fexvlll 6.87 145340 14541 (1.0) 115.8(12.8) 76.8
Fexix 6.96 14.6640  14.671(1.0) 72.4 (9.6) 85.0
ovi 6.71 14.8210  14.823 (1.0) 60.4 (8.5) 46.9
Fexvll 6.73 15.0140 15.017 (0.5) 542.6 (18.0)  563.4
Fexix 6.95 15.0790  15.085 (1.0) 118.9 (9.5) 87.4
oVl 6.70 151760  15.180 (1.0) 118.1(9.3)  106.7
Fexix 6.96 151980  15.205 (1.5) 49.5 (7.5) 54.5
Fexvll 6.72 152610  15.266(0.5)  190.4 (10.8) 174.6
Fexvll 6.70 15.4530  15.459 (2.0) 32.7 (6.9) 28.8
Fexvill 6.87 15.4940  15.493 (3.0) 20.2 (6.4) 9.4
Fexvlll 6.86 15.6250  15.629 (1.0) 96.0(9.2) 1186
Fexvlll 6.86 15.8240  15.829 (1.5) 58.2 (8.5) 71.0
Fexvlil 6.86 15.8700  15.876 (1.0) 67.3(8.9) 42.8
Fexvlll 6.86 16.0710  16.079(0.5)  244.5(14.2) 199.9
Fexix 6.95 16.1100  16.112 (1.0) 75.9 (9.8) 92.6
Fexvlil 6.87 16.1590  16.169 (2.0) 35.9 (8.0) 52.1
Fexvll 6.70 16.7800 16.781(0.5) 328.9(17.7) 3515
Fexvll 6.71 17.0510 17.056 (0.5) 443.8(21.3)  413.6
Fexvll 6.70 17.0960 17.101(0.5) 470.2(21.8)  476.8
Fexvill 6.86 17.6230  17.627(1.5)  108.1(13.9) 121.7
ol 6.38 17.7680  17.758 (5.5) 19.0 (9.8) 13.2
ol 6.37 18.6270  18.633 (2.0) 74.1 (14.1) 37.3
Caxviil 7.07 18.6910  18.685 (5.5) 18.8 (11.5) 25.5
ovin 6.65 18.9700  18.974(0.0) 2142.0(60.9)  2140.0
Caxviil 7.03 19.6420 19.627 (15.0) 8.1 (10.8) 18.2
Caxviil 7.03 19.7950  19.793 (8.5) 16.2 (13.5) 36.3
N vii 6.55 19.8260 19.830(5.5)  35.5(15.8) 29.6
N VI 6.53 20.9100 20.912(3.0)  103.8(23.7) 99.6
oI 6.34 21.6020 21.605(2.0) 212.8(32.5)  247.0
ol 6.32 21.8020 21.815(8.5)  41.4(22.4) 35.3
ol 6.32 22.0980 22.101(2.0) 211.5(37.1) 155.1
N VIl 6.49 24.7820 24.785(1.0) 707.4(62.0)  667.3

Note. — Lines used in the EMD and abundance reconstruction foi #4R. Columns are analogous to those in Tdble 5.
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APPENDIX
SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Line Flux Ratio Residuals

Figure[® shows in detail the line flux ratio residuals (modellata) against wavelength, temperature, and line flux.uFest
with ratios roughly between 0.5 and 2.0 were used in the éomsaeasure modeling. We include some of the weaker lines
(such as of K, Na, and Al) which were not used, but were latéofiabundances post facto using the emission measureuluti
The figures show that there are a significant number of linasrsipg the wavelength and temperature ranges, and of sigmifi
quality for emission measure modeling.

A small bias can be seen in that residuals are slightly mkeg/lio be high than low. This is more clearly seen in the lgjsam
of the residuals in Figufe_10. There is a tail above a ratio.4f dnd it is similar in both stars. Looking at the lower paoifel
Figure[® we can see that this bias is more prevalent in the eveimles. Hence, we believe it is due to inclusion of unresdlv
blends in the measured flux which are not accounted for in theetflux. A systematically low continuum would also produce

high residuals, but the flat residuals seen in Figlr€s$[, Bdbleargue against that explanation, as do other well modeded
lines.
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Figure9. Line flux ratio residuals fosr Gem (left column) and HR099 (right column) against temperature of peak emissivity ¢mp), wavelength (middle
row), and line flux (bottom row). Elements are plotted witffetient symbols. H-like lines are in red, He-like are blued athers (primarily Fe) are gray.
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Figure 10. Histogram of the line flux ratio residuals ferGem (thicker or dark line) and HR)99 (thinner or red line). There is a small systematic bias for
outliers to have high residuals. This is likely due to unheso blends in weak lines making the measured flux higher éxaected.
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Emission Measure Tables
The following tables give the emission measure distrimgifor o Gem (Table17), HR099 (Table[8), and the solar flare
(Table[9).

Table7
o Gem Emission Measure Distribution

log7 EMsi EMyow EMpign

[log K] [10°T cm 3]

1) (2 3 4

6.3 2.4 1.7 3.2
6.4 8.5 6.2 10.9
6.5 21.9 18.8 25.0
6.6 36.9 32.8 41.0
6.7 35.4 315 39.3
6.8 61.1 55.0 67.2
6.9 84.5 77.2 91.8
7.0 304.5 292.2 316.7
7.1 248.2 231.5 264.9
7.2 392.1 370.3 413.9
7.3 301.3 279.8 322.8
7.4 138.7 124.4 153.0
7.5 109.0 91.6 126.4
7.6 157.6 134.6 180.6
7.7 240.2 211.0 269.5
7.8 182.5 136.9 228.1
7.9 60.1 41.4 78.8
8.0 13.6 9.6 175
8.1 3.3 2.4 4.1
8.2 1.0 0.8 1.2
8.3 0.5 0.4 0.6

Note. — Emission measure values corresponding to the data gliotiéigurd 3. Values are integrated over uniform logarithtemperature
bins of 0.1 dex. Columns 3 and 4 give thés statistical uncertainties based on line-flux uncertagnied Monte-Carlo emission measure
reconstruction runs.

Table 8
HR 1099 Emission Measure Distribution

IOgT EM51 EJV[low EMhigh

[log K] [10°1 cm 3]

1) 2 3) 4

6.3 2.1 1.1 2.1
6.4 8.5 4.1 7.3
6.5 25.9 12.6 16.8
6.6 39.4 22.0 27.4
6.7 34.5 21.1 26.3
6.8 41.1 36.8 45.0
6.9 94.4 51.7 61.5
7.0 179.9 195.6 212.0
7.1 169.3 154.9 177.3
7.2 198.3 247.9 277.1
7.3 233.5 187.3 216.1
7.4 205.3 83.2 102.4
7.5 151.5 61.3 84.6
7.6 103.4 90.1 120.9
7.7 66.4 141.2 180.4
7.8 38.1 91.7 152.7
7.9 19.5 27.7 52.8
8.0 8.9 6.4 11.7
8.1 3.9 1.6 2.7
8.2 1.7 0.5 0.8
8.3 0.8 0.3 0.4

Note. — Emission measure values corresponding to the data gliotiigurel3. Values are integrated over uniform logarithtemperature
bins of 0.1 dex. Columns 3 and 4 give th&s statistical uncertainties based on line-flux uncertasnied Monte-Carlo emission measure
reconstruction runs.
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Table9
Solar Flare Emission Measure

logTiow  logThign EMs7

[log K] [1057 cm—3]

1) 2 3

6.50 6.53 19170.53
6.53 6.57 8624.91
6.57 6.60 956.94
6.60 6.64 24.58
6.64 6.67 0.17
6.67 6.92 0.00
6.92 7.17 0.03
7.17 7.21 0.00
7.21 7.24 0.29
7.24 7.28 59.82
7.28 7.32 467.73
7.32 7.35 97.59
7.35 7.39 0.60
7.39 7.42 0.01

Note. — Emission measure values corresponding to the data @lottEigure[3. Values are integrated over variable-widthalitgmic

temperature bins.



