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ABSTRACT

Many long-duration gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) were obserye®Wwit/XRT to
have plateaus in their X-ray afterglow light curves. Thitpau phase has been argued
to be evidence for long-lasting activity of magnetar (uiteongly magnetized neutron
stars) central engines. However, the emission efficiensuoh magnetars in X-rays
is still unknown. Here we collect 24 long GRB X-ray afterglowhowing plateaus
followed by steep decays. We extend the well-known relatigmbetween the X-ray
luminosity Ly and spin-down luminosit{sq of pulsars to magnetar central engines,
and find that the initial rotation perioky ranges from 1 ms to 10 ms and that the
dipole magnetic field® is centered around 10G. These constraints not only favor the
suggestion that the central engines of some long GRBs ayelikely to be rapidly
rotating magnetars but also indicate that the magnetagglagmission efficiency in
X-rays is close to 100%.

ubject headings: gamma-ray burst: general — radiation mechanisms: nonthlerm
stars: pulsars

1. Introduction

Many gamma-ray bursts (GRBs) observed3wift/XRT present plateaus prior to the sub-
sequent power-law decay phase in their early X-ray aftargl@hang et al. 2006Nousek et al.
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2009. The plateaus generally appear in 100-1000s since the @B@et with a typical slope
a1 ~ 0.5 (Liang et al. 200Y, where the flux of the plateau evolvesiasx t™1. The distribution
of the observed temporal decay slape(defined inF oc t™2) after the plateau, ranging from less
than 1 to much greater than 1 (even to 10), is quite diversecoing to the standard model
for GRB afterglows (for a recent complete reference Gae et al. (2013h), it is hard to under-
stand some observet, with large values. Unless the plateau happens to be followtdthe
jet-like phase, which seems to be unlikely, the externatkhmnodels can not explain, > 1.75
(for details see next section). Therefore, it is now knowet tihere are generally two types of
plateaus. The first one is “external plateau”, charactdrlzea normal decaya, < 1.75) after
the plateau, which is currently understood as being dueagggrinjection into the external shock
(Dai & Lu 1998ab; Zhang & Mészaros 200Q1A tight correlation for X-ray plateaus between the
break timeT, and the corresponding X-ray luminoslty was recently discovered [ainotti et al.
(2010 andXu & Huang (2012, who selected the sample with the slope of the follow-upagiec
phase generally less than 1.5. The second type is calleertiait plateau”, characterized by a
steep decayq; > 1.75) after the plateau, which might be originated from inéigissipation of
magnetic energy continuously blew out from the central eagiroja et al. 200Y. One possi-
ble candidate of the central engine responsible for extemargy injection as well as internally
dissipative magnetic energy is an ultra highly magnetizedirapidly rotating neutron star, which
is also called magnetaifiompson & Duncan 1995 The rotation energy of the magnetar can
be tapped through magnetic dipole radiation (MDR) and/latirgstic leptonic wind Dai 2009.
This speculation can be realized if the initial rotationipéP, and dipole magnetic fielB of the
central neutron stars are found to be consistent with oue@=agtion Fan & Xu 2006 Dai & Liu
2012.

Since the magnetar model is almost the only successful nimdeternal plateaus assuming
dissipative magnetic energy is from MDR, one can derive tiiteal periodP, and magnetic field
strengthB if the spin-down luminosity.sq and spin-down timescalgy of the magnetar are known.
Rowlinson et al (2013 applied this method by assuming the emission efficieneyLaq/Lsq =
100% to fit the observed X-ray plateaus, wherg is the total bolometric luminosity in the-1
10* keV in the cosmologically rest frame extrapolated from thseyved X-ray luminosity.x
measured bywift/XRT. Zhang(2009 considered five remarkable plateaus with sharp drops as a
sample to discuss magnetars as the central engine of GRB&wamd that the luminosity emitted
in X-ray band is a fraction of the total spin-down luminositythis paper, we collect aBwift long
GRBs with a steep decay after the plateau and infer the isgElameters based on the magnetar

IMatter-dominated energy injection is also possible foemxal plateaus, which is impulsively ejected and does
not need long-lived central engine activity. It only reasra large variation in Lorentz factor. For large sample
applications sedlousek et al(2006§ andZhang et al(2006.
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model. We assume that the end time of the plateau phase pondsto the spin-down time scale
Tsq and thaty < 100% is an adjustable parameter.

To more understand the physics behipdve draw lessons from persistent X-ray emission
of normal pulsars. The dissipation of the rotation energg obrmal pulsar to its persistent X-
ray radiation could be similar to or the same as a milliseanagnetar in a GRB, in which both
spin down through magnetic dipole radiation. Unlike GRB metgrs, the emission efficiency of a
pulsar in X-ray can be directly calculated as the observedyduminositylLx divided by the spin-
down luminosityLgy. In order to understand the mechanism by which the steltatiom energy is
converted into X-ray emission, a tight correlation betwkegrandLgy of pulsars has been widely
studied Seward & Wang 198@8Becker & Truemper 199Possenti et al. 200Zheng et al. 2004
Because distinct components of X-ray emission have diftavegins for normal pulsars, we here
focus on the nonpulsed component of X-ray emission fromgowgnd nebulae (PWNe). As stated
above, since both millisecond magnetars in GRBs and noratsds spin down through magnetic
dipole radiation, we assume that they have the same coorelagtweerly andLsy. Evidence for
this assumption is as follows. (Qavriil et al. (2008 found that the the dipolar magnetic field
of the young pulsar PSR J1846.0258 is aba@t410' G, which is higher than those of normal
pulsars, but lower than those of magnetars. Moreover, tteetien of magnetar-like emission from
this pulsar suggests that there is a continuum of magn&gadttivity throughout all neutron stars.
(2) Vink & Bamba (2009 found that the_x-Lsq correlation of the magnetar candidate anomalous
X-ray pulsar 1E1547.0-5408 is similar to that of PWN pulsémghis paper, therefore, we extend
the Lyx-Lsq correlation from normal pulsars to magnetars, and obtarsgin-down luminosity of
magnetars by using the observed luminosity of a plateau.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In the next sectianintroduce the selection of the
pulsar and plateau samples, and carry out empirical fittiodee observed plateau light curves.
The correlation in and between pulsars and GRBs are cadcu#atd discussed in section 3. Our
conclusions and discussion are presented in the last sectio

2. Sample Selection and Light Curve Fitting

The nonthermal nonpulsed X-ray emission from rotation-@®al pulsars has been studied in
the context of emission from PWNe. Here we mainly inveséghe nonpulsed X-ray emission
from PWNe. We exclude X-ray pulsars powered by accretiomfoinary companions, and collect
X-ray observational data of 101 pulsars with PWN from thelishied literature Rossenti et al.
2002 Cheng et al. 2004Li et al. 2008 Kargaltsev & Pavlov 2010 We find a correlation ok-

Lsq with the 101 PWN sample (see next section). This correlatisa indicates the fraction of the
rotational energy loss of a pulsar going into X-ray emission
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X-ray plateaus are a common phenomenon in the afterglownadigens. Much work has
been done for theoretical explanations and statistic arslgr shallow decay$)ai & Lu 19983b;
Zhang & Mészaros 200Dai 2004 Liang et al. 2007 Dai & Liu 2012, Yu & Dai 2007, Yu et al.
201Q Dainotti et al. 2019Xu & Huang 2012. In the external shock models, usually the decay
slope after the plateau is; = (3p—2)/4 if the environment is an interstellar medium (ISM) with
a constant density, or sometimes (almost unlikely in X-ridgrahe plateau phase) = (3p—1)/4
if the environment is a stellar wind, whegeis the power-law index of the energy distribution
of shock-accelerated electrons. The typical valug e about 2.3, however, it can range from
2.0 to 3.0 or even more smaller and larger. Therefore, thedaypalue ofa, is ~ 1.2 and the
maximal allowable value by the model is 1.75. The possibditthe coincidence that the plateau
happens to be followed by the jet-like phase is extremelyllsiBeen in this caseqy, = a3 +0.75~
1.3 for an ISM environment and, = a; +0.5 ~ 1.0 for a wind environment, as long as the jet
sideways expansion can be neglected. If the jet sidewayasnsign play the role, the value of
ap = pis typically 20-3.0. As can be seen, the above valuesygfcan not explain the large
decay slope after the plateau observed in some GRBs. Ihf@ateaus with largev, are thought
to be due to magnetic energy dissipation at small radii, abwhen the central engine ceases
the decay timescale (equivalent to decay slope) is veryt.shothis paper, we focus on internal
plateaus and the criterion to be internal plateausis 1.75. We have collected 24 long duration
GRB (Tgp > 2 s) X-ray plateaus with this judgement. Some of the GRBs imgample have no
redshift measurements, and we adopt pseudo-redshiftastirby thd_x — T, correlation for them
(Dainotti et al. 201D We suppose that the ending of an X-ray plateau correspantie spin-
down time of the magnetar. The centrifugal force reduceB@astagnetar spins down significantly,
the magnetar collapses into a black hole due to the imbalainibe gravity and outward forcés
It is likely that the ending of the plateau, the spin-down anlfapse of the magnetar coincidently
happen at the same time.

we have collected 24 remarkable X-ray afterglow light csrue our sample. We apply a
smooth broken power-law and an extra power-law to fit thetlghves. The fitting results are
summarized in Table 1. Generally speaking, the break (ghdime (18 -10° s) of internal
plateaus is longer than that ¢t010* s) of normal/external plateaus. The break time of the iratiern
plateau Tp) is assumed to be the spin-down time of a magndatg), (.e.

a3 3P

Ten = =
7 B?2R6O2 T 4r?B2RS’

(1)

where(y = 27 /P, is the initial angular frequency,is moment of inertiaR is the stellar radius,

2Recently,Zhang(2014 applied this scenario to interpret fast radio bursts (FRBsew type of cosmological
transients, although the physical nature is still unknown.
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andc is the speed of light. The isotropic X-ray luminosity at thredk timeT, is calculated by

4rD2Fy
Lx = W, (2)

wherezis the redshiftD, is the luminosity distancéy is the observed X-ray flux at the end time
of the plateau phase, amtis the spectral index of the X-ray afterglow which can be fbinmom

the SwWift/XRT website Evans et al. 2009 The spin-down luminosity of a pulsar/magnetar can be
expressed as

_ 103
LSd - 2—-I-Sd7 (3)
whent < Tgq. With equations (1) and (3), we obtain the initial period #meldipole magnetic field
of the pulsar/magnetar as
3C3 | 2 1/2
B=| -———— 4)
2R0L4T2
and 2
2121
Po= . 5
0 (Lsded) ( )

With the fitting results (see Table 1) and assuming2 x 10* g cn?, R=1x 10° cm, we can
constrain the initial period®) and the dipole magnetic field streng®) ©f the pulsar/magnetar.

3. Thelyx-LggCorréelation in Pulsarsand GRBs

It has been found thdty andLsq in pulsars have a power-law relationship, but different au-
thors have obtained different power-law indic8sWard & Wang 1988ecker & Truemper 1997
Possenti et al. 200Zheng et al. 2004Li et al. 200§. By analyzing observed X-ray data of 101
PWN pulsars from the published literature, we find that (sigeiié 1) Ly andLsq have a tight
correlation

L g 1.28+0.05
Ly = 10—13.56:|:1.90 S er S_l. 6
X X ergst g (6)
Thus, the corresponding conversion efficiency of the roteti energy of a pulsar into nonpulsed
X-ray emission is
I—X L q 0.28+0.05
= ~X — 1(1356+£1.90 s 7
K Lsq ergs? ’ 0

showing that the efficiency is dependent on the spin-down luminosity.

The conversion efficiency of the rotational energy of a mégnato X-ray emission, in order
to interpret X-ray plateaus, is unknown. Some papers, sadRovlinson et al.(2013, gener-
ally adopted the efficiency of the rotational energy intotrel0* keV emission as 100% in their
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calculations. However, their extrapolation from X-ray te 10* keV is based on the X-ray spec-
tral index, which may not be applicable beyond the XRT bamdthls paper we consider X-ray
plateaus followed by steep decays as central engine aftesgrom magnetars, and assume that
such magnetars and rotation-powered pulsars have the sactenism that X-ray emission are
from internal dissipation of Poynting flux. Evidence forgtassumption comes from the possi-
ble fact that pulsars and magnetars may have the dale, correlation Gavriil et al. 2008
Vink & Bamba 2009, that is, theLx andLsq of the magnetar candidate, the anomalous X-ray pul-
sar 1E1547.0-5408, satisfy the correlation in PWN pulsEngrefore, we extend the correlation of
Lx andLsq from rotation-powered pulsars to magnetars. The corredipgrconversion efficiency
of the rotational energy of a magnetar into X-ray emissicalse given by equation (7).

The spin-down luminosity during X-ray plateaus can be dated by equation (6), wheis,
is the luminosity at the end of the plateau (see Table 1). &hez some GRBs without redshift
measurement. In these cases, their redshifts can be estitmathe correlation betwedry and
T, from Dainotti et al.(2010. With the derived spin-down luminosity, we can furtherocddte
the initial periodP, and the dipole magnetic field strenddtof a magnetar with equations (4) and
(5). Table 1 shows that the derived initial spin period of tha@gnetars ranges from 1 to 10 ms,
which is well consistent with the values expected in the netgprformation hypothesis. The dipole
magnetic fieldB of Table 1 is in the range of 16-10" G, which is consistent with the magnetic
field of soft gamma-ray repeaters and anomalous X-ray milsar

Figure 2 shows the magnetic field and spin period for both lmg) short GRB candidates.
The magnetars could be roughly dividedBy 5 x 10'° G into two different samples, short GRB
candidates above the line and long GRB candidates belowrtbe One caveat is that there are
some GRBs with extended emission included in the samplénoFigure 2. Because their dis-
tribution is similar to that of the short oneRd@wlinson et al. 201.3Gompertz et al. 20)3we con-
sider them as one subset of the short GRB candidates. Codhwétethe long GRBs, the short
GRB candidates tend to have higher magnetic fields. Fromtatistics, we find the initial spin
period mainly in the range-410 ms and the dipole magnetic field in the range B}**-5 x 10'°
G for the long GRB magnetars. These values are all reasqniaipéying that internal plateaus
could be powered by a central spinning-down magnetar.

4. Conclusions and Discussion

The X-ray plateaus can be explained as being due to contseroergy injection from central
engines after the prompt bursts and rapidly rotating, dtrangly magnetized pulsars are good
candidates of such GRB central engines. In this paper, we balNected 24 remarkable long-
GRB X-ray plateaus followed by sharp drops. We assumed tigaKtray plateaus are powered
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by internal magnetic energy dissipation of Poynting fluxrira magnetar and the sudden drop is
caused by the spin-down and collapse of the magnetar. Orttiee lvand, we gathered the X-ray
observational data dny andLsqof 101 PWN pulsars from the published literature, and fithesa
with a power law function (Figure 1),x = 1071356190 .\ /erg s1)(1-28:005 grg s, We assumed
that magnetars and rotation-powered pulsars may expereeaommon internal dissipation mech-
anism. Thus, we extended the correlatiorLgfand Lsy from rotation-powered pulsars to X-ray
plateaus. We find that for the magnetar candidates in the it ®RBs, the initial period? is
about 1 to 10 ms, while the dipole magnetic field strer@jth in the range of 1¥ to 10*° G. This
result implies that the central engines of some long GRBsmiissecond magnetars.

Millisecond magnetars are not only proposed as the centigihnes of some long GRBs,
but also they may survive from some binary neutron star mertheat power short GRBs. The
long-lasting activity of the central magnetars have beguyssted to interpret the X-ray flares and
plateaus following some short GRBBdi et al. 2006 Fan & Xu 2006 Rowlinson et al. 2010
Rowlinson et al. 201Band the statistical properties of X-ray flares from bothgland short GRBs
(Wang & Dai 2013. Recently, such a survived massive millisecond magnetmagio has been
studied to predict a bright multi-wavelength aftergld®a et al. 2013eand invoked to explain an
unusual energetic transient PTF11ladég & Dai 2013Wu et al. 2013 We therefore suggest
that millisecond magnetars play an important role in botigland short GRBs.
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Fig. 1.— TheLx —Lsq correlation in pulsars (solid black dots) and long GRBs (obkie stars).
The solid line corresponds to the best fit for pulsars, whiéedashed line issqg= Ly. Luminosities
are in units of erg .
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Fig. 2.— Magnetic field and spin period of the magnetar caaugisl in GRBs. Black crosses
are the magnetar candidates in long GRBs taken fdanet al. (2010, Lyons et al. (2010,
Dall'Osso et al(2011), Bernardini et al(2012. Open circles are the magnetar candidates in short
GRBs identified byRowlinson et al(2013, Gompertz et al(2013. Open blue stars stand for our
sample. Magnetars in short GRBs tend to have higher madiedts.
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Table 1. Fitting results of X-ray plateaus and derived patamvalues for magnetar candidates

GRB z a1 a Th?2 ReP Lx® Le© Py B¢  Refs.

060413 0.61 2.2E-4+0.04 3.094+ 0.09 24224 A 456.7 22.3H 0.65 2.35+ 0.07 6.62 496 2.04
060605 3.8 0.42+ 0.05 1.894+ 0.05 7254.9+ 252.6 8.07+ 0.31 110.174.30 13385 2.02 1.52 1
060607A  3.082 0.3%0.03 3.60+ 0.07 12258.8t 190.4 56.24-1.76  260.60f 8.14 262.26 1.11 0.64 2
060923C I 0.46+ 0.06 1.79£ 0.23  179436.3+ 19430.2 0.24+ 0.03 0.18+ 0.03 0.90 494 0.75
070110 2.352 0.18 0.05 9.794+ 0.55 20714.4+- 218.7 10.94+ 0.43 50.65+ 2.00 7294 162 0.72 3
070429A 1.3 0.34+0.04 8.87+£4.73  592515.4 67316.5 0.0A4 0.01 0.06+ 0.01 0.36 4.28 0.36
070611 2.04 -0.740.52  1.78+0.18 29274.8+ 4800.6 0.43+ 0.07 1.014+0.16 3.42 6.27 2.35 4
070721B  3.626 0.65 0.04 2.32+0.10 8819. A= 244.1 10.18+ 0.38 58.64+ 2.17 81.78 234 1.60 5
071118 1.24 0.39+0.08 2.51+ 0.29 12500.3t 478.1 9.2 0.44 5.90+ 0.28 13.60 4.82 2.76
080703 15 0.58+0.02 2.604+0.20 24295.5+ 1989.6 2.72:0.55 2.414+ 0.49 6.76 490 2.02
081029 3.848 0.4 0.06 244+ 0.11 16791.8+ 1219.5 5.2 0.10 23.77t 2.48 40.39 241 1.19 6
090205 4.7 0.52:0.11 2.11+ 0.19 17493.8+ 1251.4 0.98t 0.08 22.60f 1.96 38.83 241 1.17 7
090308 2.38 0.34+0.36 2.94+0.21  128650.9 100000.0 0.06t 0.02 0.54+0.21 211 3.81 0.68
090807 144  -0.08+0.07 1.794+0.10 9368.0G 669.0 247+ 0.17 4.224+0.29 1046 6.34 4.20
100219A 4.5 0.18:0.15 2.17+0.33 23527.5+ 2365.4 3.45+ 0.37 34.48+ 3.68 54.01 176 0.74 8
100508A 1.24 0.29+ 0.07 2.61+0.12 22563. A 1055.9 4.43+ 0.27 2.424+0.15 6.77 5.08 217
100614A 1.2% 0.284+ 0.06 2.11+0.22  153270.Gt 12469.8 0.4Gt 0.03 0.31£ 0.02 1.36 436 0.71
100906A  1.727 0.7& 0.02 2.07+ 0.04 11697.4+ 260.2 11.52+0.35 23.26+:0.71 39.71 291 1.73 9
111022B 2.5 -0.04+0.15 2.65+0.70 48625.1 8148.5 0.23£ 0.04 0.67+ 0.11 2.47 573 1.66
111209A  0.677 0.5& 0.00 5.47+ 0.04 16116.Gt 33.4 958.78+-5.19 169.02-0.91 186.99 1.14 0.58 10
120320A 3.14 0.02+0.09 4.25+ 0.60 82527.1 8089.4 0.39 0.06 3.89+ 0.58 9.82 221 049
120326A  1.798 -0.3& 0.03 1.864 0.05 44331.0+ 1254.1 9.47# 0.21 17.744+0.40 32.14 166 0.51 11
120521C 6 0.2 0.11 2.124+0.26 17204.3t 2589.3 0.84+0.11 23.74+3.18 40.35 238 1.16 12
130315A 2.04 0.07+0.12 2.41+ 0.30 34498.6+ 3733.4 0.6Gt 0.07 1.604+0.19 4.91 483 1.66

*The redshifts of those GRBs are constrained by the comelatiLy andT, from Dainotti et al.(2010).
8In units of second.

bIn units of 1012 erg cn2s7L.
CIn units of 136 erg/s.

9In units of ms.

€In units of 16° G.
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Cucchiara et al(2008; (7) Fugazza et al(2009; (8) Groot et al.(2010; (9) Tanvir et al.(2010; (10) Vreeswijk et al.(2011); (11) Tello et al.(2012); (12)
Tanvir et al.(2012);
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