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We present further considerations regarding the stfd@gvariation in AD 774/5. For its cause, either a solar supef|
or a short Gamma-Ray Burst were suggested. We show thahdt kif stellar or neutron star flares would be too weak for

the observed energy input at Earth in AD 774/5. Even thougbhdea et al. (2012) present two super-flares with03®

erg of presumably solar-type stars, we would like to cautidrese two stars are poorly studied and may well be close
binaries, and/or having a M-type dwarf companion, and/oy mamuch younger and/or much more magnetic than the
Sun - in any such case, they might not be true solar analog $teom the frequency of large stellar flares averaged over
all stellar activity phases (maybe obtained only duringhdractivity maxima), one can derive (a limit of) the probépil

for a large solar flare at a random time of normal activity: Wl fihe probability for one flare within 3000 years to be
possibly as low a$.3 to 0.008 considering the fulll o error range. Given the energy estimate in Miyake et al. (2012
for the AD 774/5 event, it would need to be 2000 stronger than the Carrington event as solar super-flaraelAD
774/5 event as solar flare would be beamed (to an angle of-ort°), 100 times lower energy would be needed. A
new AD 774/5 energy estimate by Usoskin et al. (2013) withffeidint carbon cycle model, yielding 4 or 6 time lower

14 ¢ production, predicts 4-6 times less energy. If both redustare applied, the AD 774/5 event would need to be only

~ 4 times stronger than the Carrington event in 1859 (if bothsiadlar spectra). However, neith&C nor '°Be peaks
were found around AD 1859. Hence, the AD 774/5 event (as $ialia) either was not beamed that strongly, and/or it
would have been much more than 4-6 times stronger than @tgrinand/or the lower energy estimate (Usoskin et al.

2013) is not correct, and/or such solar flares cannot forrmaugh) '*C and'°Be. The 1956 solar energetic particle event
was followed by a smalllecrease in directly observed cosmic rays. We conclude thge lsolar super-flares remain very

unlikely as the cause for tHéC increase in AD 774/5.

(© 2011 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim

1 Introduction: '“C variation in AD 774/5 flux was observed for the decade around AD 785 on Antarc-
tica with 10-yr time resolution (Horiuchi et al. 2008), mayb

A significant variation (by.2 o) was detected in the isotopeProduced in the same event as the; 1°Be data have lower

ratio of 14C to '2C in two Japanese cedar trees (Cryptomé'-m'ng precision. In case that protons from a solar flare or a

ria japonica), an increase byl.2 % in the year AD 774/5, solar energetic particle event (su_ch as a Solar Proton Event

which was followed by a subsequent decrease evef to  (SPE) or a Coronal Mass Ejection) would have been the

20 yr: the increase if'C is consistent with an increase oforiginal source for thé'C and'’Be production, one would

this isotope in IntCal98 from European and northern Amerfl€€d a proton energy &fx 1025_erg at Earth o2 x 10%°

can trees, which are available with 5 to 10 yr time resolutiod at the Sun (M12); or 4 to 6 times less energy (U13).

(Miyake et al. 2012, henceforth M12, Stuiver et al. 1998a). Such high energy estimates would be neeeded for ions

If the '*C was deposited withirc 1 yr, best consistent with at the Sun. However, solar energetic particles are not ac-

the atmospheric deposition model, the increase correspogglerated at the Sun, but in interplanetery space. Thus, one

to> 19+4 atoms cnr? s (M12).'4C atoms are produced May envisage acceleration close to Earth, where much less

in the atmosphere either be high energetic particles (eRyotons could achieve the same result. A possible scerario i

protons) ory-rays in a nucleonic/electromagnetic muon caghe collision of two interplanetary shocks. This would ippl

cade. This'*C increase requires an energyiok 1024 erg that the solar super-flare interpretation would not fit withi

at Earth, if the radioisotopes were formed due to incomiri§e current knowledge of solar and stellar flares.

~-photons above 10 MeV with a supernova (SN)-like spec-

trum with a power-law index 0f—2_.5 (M12). With a dif- 1 1 possible causes

ferent carbon cycle model, Usoskin et al. (2013, henceforth

U13) need 4 to 6 times les&C production and, hence, 4 toWhile M12 already argued that solar and stellar flares as

6 times less energy. Furthermore3@% increase int’Be  well as a normal unreddened SN explosions are unlikely

as cause for this event, Hambaryan & Neuhauser (2013,

* Corresponding author: e-mail: rne@astro.uni-jena.de henceforth HN13) also found reddened SNe (with the typi-
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cal ~ 10°! erg total energyl % of it as~-rays) to be very incoming cosmic-rays, hencedacreasen the production
unlikely to explain the AD 774/5 event; the SN would needatio of radionuclids (see e.g. the recent review by Usoskin
to be at~ 124 pc only (HN13). If the (small}“C increase 2013). However'*C from tree rings an&’Be from ice can-
observed about 3 yr after AD 1006 (Damon et al. 1995) wamt give a time resolution of better than 1 yr, while sunspot
due to SN 1006, the brightest optical SN as seen from Eadhd aurora observations can indicate solar activity chenge
in the last millennia, them0°° erg~-ray energy would have on time-scales of days.

been required (Damon et al. 1995), so that the AD 774/5 Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012), Melott & Thomas (2012),
event could still be due to a similar (over-luminous) SN, burhomas et al. (2013), and U13 suggested that a (possibly
brighter (in+) and/or closer than SN 1006; then, it shoulbeamed) large SPE could be the cause for the strong sud-
have been observable, but there are no such historic recomisn increasein radionuclids. Neither Eichler & Mordecai

a young SN remnant at, e.gv, 1 kpc distance would also (2012), Melott & Thomas (2012) nor Thomas et al. (2013)
be detectable, but might still be undetected. Menjo et alonsidered whether the suggested events can explain the
(2005) and Miyake et al. (2013, henceforth M13) also see alifferential '*C to '°Be production ratio observed to be
increase in*C around AD 1009 by a few p.m., but the sig-270 + 140 (HN13) According to Usoskin et al. (2006) and
nificance was not as large as in Damon et al. (1995). Menjtsoskin & Kovaltsov (2012) a SPE can result id‘C to

et al. (2005) considered whether the increase was solely'8Be production ratio of only~ 25 to 39, i.e. too small
mostly due to solar activity. (compared to the observed ratio »f 270 4+ 140, HN13).

The nova or SN candidate listedtdge Sundan ancient Masarik & Ready (1995) and Usoskin et al. (2006) con-
Korean comet name) in Chu (1968) for AD 776 Jun 1-30 ifiluded that the effect of*C production due to solar par-
Tau-Aur (from the Korean Lee Dynasty chronology durindicles is negligible (less thaif% on average) for both with
the reign of He Gong Sinla) is more likely a comet or nov&ascades and without cascades, confirmed again by Usoskin
(observed for only 30 days) - and maybe also too late for ttfeKovaltsov (2010). M12 excluded a solar flare partly based
AD 774/5 event, if both are dated correctly. on the fact that such flares are not hard enough to explain the

HN13 also showed that all observables of the AD 774/ifferential*C to "Be production ratio.
event are consistent with a short gamma-ray burst (GRB), Mostrecently, Cliver etal. (2014) argued that - by com-
while a long GRB would not yield the corre4C and°Be paring energetics and spectrum of the hardest solar SPE in
production ratio (HN13). More recently, Pavlov et al. (2013he last century (SPE 1956) with the AD 774/5 event - the
a,b) confirmed the approximate estimates by HN13 withD 774/5 event was most probable not a solar super-flare
more precise calculations using GEANT and argued thg@nd the Sun was in a low-activity state at around AD 774,
a Galacticlong GRB is also not inconsistent with the AD s claimed by Cliver et al. 2014).
774/5 observables. Even more recently, Liu et al. (2014) suggested that a
gresumable comet impact on Earth on AD 773 Jan 17 (pre-
sumably observed in China) was responsible for the input

4 H 0
Allen (2012) suggested that a report in the Anglo-Saxd?f !arge amounts ofC (and possibly°Be) to the Earth
Chronicle This year also appeared in the heavens a reftMosphere at that time. They resolvéd with a time-

crucifix, after sunsgt presumably for AD 774 may be a reg-resolution of only 2 _weeks in corals in the South China
ga for two years lying somewhere around A8 + 14
(

dened SN; however, it is clear that a SN cannot be obser\/% N X ; ) .

as resolved or extended objectds9 and that a nearby Thdating), i.e. POSS'P'Y near AD 773/4‘ The'rc"m
SN remnant should be observable anyway behind extinductuates by+25 pm within 20 years (with lower time-
tion in - or X-rays; the frequent sightings ofcaoss seen resolution) and by-30 pm within the two years with higher

at skyin medieval times can easily be explained as We|_F_ime—resolution. Liu et al. (2014) claim that the first rise

14 ; ) . L
known phenomenon of parhelion or paraselene (Neuhaugér C seen in their data correlates with the sighting of a

& Neuhauser 2014a). It was also shown that the abege cometcollisionwith the Earth atmosphere from the constel-
crosswas observed in AD 776, not AD 774/5 (e.g. Gibbon@tion of Orion on 17 Jan 773 with coma stretched across
& Werner 2012). ’ the whole sky and disappeared within one day, with dust

Eichler & Mordecai (2012) argued that a large solar flarf?igéndt:ai?gnmea presumable sighting from the Chinese

or proton event cannot explain the event (as also arguedr_lBr the dating given in Liu et al. (2014), i.&C input to

M12), but an |mpact ofa massive comet onto the Sun M¥e atmosphere on 13 Jan 773, it would be surprising that
be able to explain the energetics.

) ) the!'“C increase was first seen in coral, but one year later in
A few authors still consider a solar super-flare: The solgfges

activity was reconstructed for pas_t centur!es and mill@annirpere was no rise itC nor'Be after the Tunguska event

from sunspot and aurora observations, which may, however,

be incomplete, biased, and inhomogeneous; hence, radiond-HN13 used the M12 data to obtain this rough, approximaticam-

clide archives on Earth were used: The |arger the SO|ar-aCtR?rvative estimate, intended for disentangling betwesméamray/SPE and

. ’ -ray scenario in the simplest way - corresponding to thetilmicase, i.e.

ity, the larger the number of sunspots and aurorae observggl given energy range (20-60 MeV), energy distributiorseondary

and the stronger the solar wind and, hence, the smaller thetrons can be considered almost constant.

Several further considerations were also published r
cently:

(© 2011 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Www.an-journal.org
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on AD 1908 Jun 30 (see our FigHJ.)/vhen a comet or as- observed by M12 to be one i 1250 yr, just because the
teroid hit the Earth atmosphere with strong devastations @vent in AD 774/5 was about 1250 yr ago. For the last 3000
Russia (also found by Melott et al. 2010). Given that thergr, exactly one significantf 3¢), rapid (within 1 yr), and

are apparently no devastations known or related to an evéarge (larger than 3 p.m.) increase was observed in IntCal98
on AD 773 Jan 17, one might conclude that the AD 773 Jadata, namely in the AD 770ies (M12). According to M12,
17 event was smaller (lower mass object) than the Tungustkeere are three such significant (3o) increases observed
event - in such a case, we would not expect a rise@if with 10-yr time resolution, which were then all observed
such an object would have hit Earth in AD 773. with time resolution of 1 to 2 yr (one of them BC, the two
Overholt & Melott (2013), Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2014), others in the AD 770ies and 1790ies). Two of the three
and Melott (2014) show that such a large amount‘@® events were found to be events on time-scales of several
cannot be deposited to Earth with a comet nor asteriod, uyears, while only one of the three events was not only signif-
less for a very large body, which would cause very stronigant > 30) and large (larger than 3 p.m.), but also rapid,
devastations. Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2014) do not considér. an increase within 1 yr, namely in AD 774/5 (M12).
whether the Liu et al. (2014} C data with very high time- Hence, even though the high time-resolution data are not
resolution are consistent with a solar flare: The Liu et ahvailable for 3000 yr, it is clear that there was only one such
(2014) data do show a strong increase by some 10 p.strong (as strong as AD 774/5) event within the last 3000
within a short time intervall (in their half-annual data)dan ylﬁ (so that a consideration of a rate of once in 1250 yr is
also three strong jumps by 30 to 55 p.m. within 2-4 weeks not justified). Eichler & Mordecai (2012), Melott & Thomas

in their bi-weekly data, all of them sometime during AD(2012), and Thomas et al. (2013) then argue that the rate of
783 + 14 given by their?3Th dating, but there is anothermassive comet impacts on the Sun and also of large solar
jump by ~ 15 p.m. within one year some 12 years lateflares, respectively, with sufficient energy to explain tHa A
(again in the half-annual data). Could this be due to normaVr4/5 event, would just be consistent with once in 1250 yr.

solar activity variation ? The IntCal'4C data with 5- to 10-yr resolution are avail-
Chapman et al. (2014) show that the original Chinese teX§gle for the last 11,000 yr. According to Usoskin & Ko-
about this comet just report about a very normal comet obajtsov (2012), the IntCal*C data (Stuiver et al. 1998a)
served in China on or since AD 773 Jan 17 (also observgfow even only one such significant (30) large (larger
in Japan on or since Jan 20), and that the material preseniiggh 3 p.m.) increase within the last 11,000 yr. Hence, we
in Liu et al. (2014) is misleading: There is no evidence fohave to consider a rate of one strong event in 11,000 yr.
a collision of a comet with Earth. Hence, if the rate of massive comet impacts on the Sun and
U13 argued that M12 overestimated the number of pradso of large solar flares with sufficient energy would be one
duced'C atoms and, hence, the energy input at Earth byi@ 1250 yr, then we should have observed several more such
factor of 4 to 6 due to their model of incorporation'¢fC  strong events in the last 11,000 yr, which is not the case. A
atoms into tree rings. Given that tHBe production should rate of one such super-flare every 1250 yr can be excluded
remain the same, the differentiflC to °Be production from the 11,000 y**C data base with high confidence.

ratio would be only> 54 & 30 (scaled from HN13) and,  Recently, M13 presented motéC data with 1 yr time
hence, more compatible with expectations from Usoskin gisolution for AD 822 to 1021 with one more rapid increa-
al. (2006) and Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012). sé from AD 993 to 994 with a slow decrease, namely an
While M12 - not making an assumption on the cause oficrease by 9.1 p.m. with.1 o significance, i.e. smaller
the event - used the long-term average of 2265 atoms than in AD 774/5. The IntCal09 data show this event as an
cm~2 s~! as cosmic-ray background (average over all séacrease by 3 p.m. from AD 980 to 995 (M13). THiYC
lar activity phases), U13 used 1'6C atoms cm? s™! as increase at around AD 993/4 was already detected in data
cosmic-ray background, also as long-term average over @jith 2 yr time resolution published by Menjo et al. (2005)
solar activity phases. The most recent study gave a cosmég-slightly lower amplitude. M13 show that there is also a
ray background production rate b6('S atoms cnt2s~!  10Be increase from AD 985 to 995 in the Dome Fuiji data
for a constant geomagnetic field (Roth & Joos 2013).  (Horiuchi et al. 2008). The rate of strong events like the

3 If there would be another lardé C spike as in AD 774/5 (to be found

1.2 The eventrate with high time-resolution within the last 3000 yr), suchalatould need to

) . be consistent with IntCal data, which is possible only, érthwould also be
Eichler & Mordecai (2012), Melott & Thomas (2012), anda rapid decrease within the same (Intcal) time step; thiglisqst) impos-
Thomas et al. (2013) all consider the rate of tAE event sible. As mentioned above, the variation found with highetirasolution
in AD 774/5 was seen before in IntCal (M12).

2 The (anti-)correlation between sunspot phases 4@ works well 4 Originally dated 1 year earlier in AD 992/3, but correctedabyature
after having shifted thé%C values backwards by 2 yr given the carbon Corrigendum in 2013 November due to a mis-count of the tregsti
cycle (yearly incorporation into trees peaks after 2-3 ywien we shift 5 M13 argue that the AD 774/5 and AD 993/4 events show a sini@r
backwards thé4C values (in Figs. 1, 2, and 3) by 2 yr from the publishedto 19Be production ratio. However, the observation that in be#nés the
(integer value) years, we effectively shift by 2.5 yr, because tree rings C and'°Be peaks appear to be at least in the same decade is obtained
are mainly formed during summer (all trees used are northemisphere only after thel°Be age data were corrected by matching th€ pattern
trees). (Horiuchi et al. 2008); hence, it is not yet proven that batioisotopes
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AD 774/5 event with an increase of 12 to 15 p.m. within Zi.e. (2.0 + 0.4) x 103° erg at the Sun) if produced by pro-
yr remains as before, as such strong events would be vigins. According to U13, the radiocarbon production (and,
ble in data with 10-yr time resolution; the rate of events dtence, also the energy input to the Earth atmosphere) was 4
least as strong as the AD 993/4 event, which are detectabieb times lower than given in M12. Then, the Earth was hit
only with data with 1- or 2-yr time resolution (not in databy either(1.4 & 0.4) x 10** erg if the radioisotopes were
with 10-yr time resolution), is two events in 1130 yr,'"4€ produced byy-rays (again above 10 MeV with a SN-like
data with 1 to 2 yr time resolution are available for 113@pectrum with a power-law index ef2.5 just scaled down
yr: From AD 600-1021 (M12, M13, Miyake et al. 2014),by a factor of 4 to 6), or by0.4 +0.1) x 103 erg at the Sun
then from AD 992-1150 (Damon et al. 1995, 1998, Damoifi the observed“C excess was produced by protons.
& Peristykh 2000, Menjo et al. 2005), then from AD 1374-
1745 (Miyahara et al. 2004, 2006, 2007, 2010), and then pejott & Thomas (2012) argue that solar flares (in par-
from AD 1510-1954 (Stuiver et al. 1998b); for the tim&jcyjar SPES) can be beamed with observed anglesiof
since about AD 1900;'C data are affected by the Suesg, 790 (Bothmer & Zhukov 2007). Given that an angle of
effect, and since about AD 1954 also by the bomb effecs, o corresponds to 0.01 of the total surface area of a sphere,
so that we cannot consider the data after AD 1954 here. (e energy of a stellar or solar flare, in order to be consisten
M13, also a few additional data points from tree A for th&yiih the AD 774/5 event, can be reduced by a factor of up to
time between AD 770 and 800 were taken.) 100. For radioisotope production by protons, the solar flare
In this article, we extend the discussion about solar aRgould then need to have an energy(f0 «+ 0.4) x 1033
stellar flares. First, we briefly show that flares from neutrogrg at the Sun for the M12:C and energy estimate, or only

stars (Sect. 2.1) or stars other than the Sun (Sect. 2.2) CaM=4+0.1) x 103 erg at the Sun for the U13C and energy
not explain the AD 774/5 event due to limited energeticastimate.

Then, we estimate the general probability of a large solar
flare with the neccessary energetics (Sect. 3). We then dis-
cuss the probability for a very large solar super-flare in AlBe
774/5 and summarize our results in Sect. 4.

As mentioned above, such high energy estimates would
neccessary for ions at the Sun, but solar energetic parti-
cles (SEP) are closer to Earth in interplanetery space. For
the moment, no theoretical and/or numerical model treats
2 A stellar flare ? SEP acceleration and transport near its full complexity. An
interesting point in the model by Zank et al. (2000) is that,

Solar and stellar flares (or SPEs) were found unlikely bas&@f extremely strong shocks, particle energies of the order
on the argument that such strong flares were never obser@éd G€V can be achieved when the shock is still close to
on the Sun and that the strongest flares observed on otH& Sun. As the shock propagates outward, the maximum
stars were neither strong nor hard enough to produce tfgcelerated particle energy decreases sharply. Othek shoc
differential'*C to 1°Be production ratios as observed in Apacceleration models (Berezhko et al. 2001) also suggest the
774/5 (M12). The first argument was challenged by MeloRossibility that 1 GeV protons can be accelerateq vyhen ex-
& Thomas (2012), the latter by Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012?remely strong shocks are close to the Sun (within 3 so-
and U13. We extend this discussion here. ar radii). Comparisons of these models of particle shock-
As in HN13, we can estimate the distance of an eventtad:celeration with specific observations have not yet beenre
be able to produce the observed energy input at E&Lh.) ported. Given that even the hardest SEP of the last century

in the following way: The ratio between the energy emitte&SEP 1956) was found not to be hard a“‘?' strong enough in
by an event E..c.;) Spread homogeneously into the totafOMmparison Wlth the_AD 774/5 ever_1t (CI|_ver et al. 201_4_),
surface area of a spherical shell around the event (. d2 the acceleration of high-energy particles in AD 774/5 (if it
with distancel from the event to Earth) and the enery,. would have been a flare) would be expected to be closer to
observed at Earth is equal to the ratio between the surfazg’ than to Earth.
area of that sphere and the Earth solid angleR? (with
Earth radiusk = 6378 km): Protons or other charged particles from any distant event
B Aom. 2 within several pc from outside the solar system would be
event — > (1) dispersed by the galactic magnetic field: If produced and
Eops TR emitted at a distancé, they will arrive at Earth after the
According to M12, the energy observed at Earth is eitheliffusion time of~ 3- (d[pc])? yr due to the inhomogeneous
(7.0 £ 1.5) x 10** erg if the radioisotopes were producedGalactic magnetic field (Laster 1968). Hence, even from a
by ~-rays above 10 MeV with a SN-like spectrum with asmall distance of only 2 pc, they will be dispersed over
power-law index of-2.5, or (8.0 + 1.7) x 10% erg at Earth 4 years, which seems inconsistent with tH€ data (M12).
_ . ~ Therefore, for the AD 774/%'C increase, we do not need
v I‘;“i%“;fga"’;ltlét‘fhj’r‘mﬁ e 'EJF%SS{PEE ddtﬁtear'e t:‘sen'g‘:g:;?&'” to consider radioisotope production by protons from stars
993/4, the curve is flat from AD 900 to 1000. We also note #h&e data  Other than the Sun or neutron stars (but the production by
have much lower time resolution and less time precision. ~-rays would still need to be considered).

(© 2011 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Www.an-journal.org
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2.1 Strong flares on Neutron Stars but became inactive (and also undetected) since then. The
o ) space density of known AXPs and SGRs is very small: 24
We extend here the brief discussion of neutron star ﬂarﬁ?agnetars are known in our half of the Galaxy, i.e. none ob-
givenin HN13. served behind the Galactic Center and excluding those few
Large flares on neutron stars such as magnetars, i.e. safbther galaxies (McGill magnetar catalog, see footnote 7)
~y-ray repeaters (SGR) or Anomalous X-ray Pulsars (AXPg)hich gives a space density of 0.1 kpc=3, so that the

were not considered in M12. The largest magnetar flare ofrobability to expect one withid ~ 39 pc (see above) is
served so far was the X- andray flare of SGR 1806-20 on extremly low (~ 10~5).

2004 Dec 27, it had a peak energy outpusaf40.9 - 1046

erg/s at the previously assumed distance of 15 kpc (Hurle We would |i|§e to note in passing that, even though of
et al. 2005); this corresponds B.on, — 2 - 10%6 erg at the our distance estimate of 124 pc (HN13) for the AD 774/5

revised distances.7 + 1.7 kpc (Bibby et al. 2008). If the event as normal SN, and even though there is a neutron star

AD 774/5 event would have been due to a spherical neutr5 Olv‘g’ggt that distance\,Nn?mer Rlxz‘](}fg 6'?1?37513.4 (Walter et
star flare (expanding fireball) with such an energy, we cdfr’ ) atl 2313 pc (Walter etal. ), this o Je‘.:t IS not
estimate the required distanddrom Equ. 1 to bel ~ 5.5 the counterpart of the AD 774/5 event, because this neutron

pc. There is no neutron star known at or within this distancda is much older: Since its blackbody emission peaks in the

- neither in the ATNF catal¢(Manchester et al. 2005) norsmct X-ray regime at_v 63 eV (Burwitz et al. 2001, 2003,
in the McGill magnetar catalif SGRs and AXPs. Hohle et al. 2012), it must have cooled down for several

The above arguement was already given in HN13, let ulé)o_kyr ac_cording to normal neutron Staf cooling curve_s;_its
now extend the discussion "7 Mmotion points back to the Upper Scorpius OB association
' o (Walter 2001, Walter & Lattimer 2002), where it might have
56351806'20 has a magnetic field strengthidf= ¢, meq in a SN some 0.4 to 0.5 Myr ago (Tetzlaff et al.
2.4>10 G, and the flare energy is thoughtto be PTOPOr* 2010, 2011). The situation is similar for the other isolated
tional to the square of the magnetic field strendthré 5%).  y6rma) neutron stars called Magnificent Seven, which are
Hence, a magnetar with)® G dipole field could produce all soft X-ray emitters (e.g. Neuhauser et al. 2011), pbbpa

an event withl0*® erg (Hurley et al. 2005). Then, the dis-a|l similar to RXJ1856.5-3754,i.e. afew 100 kyr to few Myr
tanced of such a ne_utron sta_r would have to de- 39 pc old - including RXJ0720 a280+21° pc (Eisenbeiss 2011) to
(from Equ. 1) - again, there is no such neutron star knowy, | 130 nc (Kaplan et al. 2007); the other similar isolated
within that small distance. A magnetar at such a small d'ﬁ'eutron stars are probably more distant.

tance would be known, as it would have been detected by

the ROSAT a”_sky X_ray Survey: With a typ|ca| persistent The Crab pulsal’ PSR J0534+2200 has a characteristic
bolometric luminosity of- 0.025 to 1.6- 103° erg/s (mostly age of 1240 yr as observed from the pulse period (0.0331s)
in X-rays) with typical spectral components of magnetar@nd its derivative4.2 - 10~"° s/s, Lyne et al. 1993), i.e. ap-
(blackbody with peak energy T = 0.4 keV and power-law parently close to the number of years since the AD 774/5
index~ 3, as observed and given in the McGill SGR/AXPevent. If the true age of the Crab pulsar would be 1240
catalog, footnote 7, we would expect 150 to 800000 counyé one could conclude that the breaking index was exactly
per second in the ROSAT energy band (0.1 to 2.4 keV) = 3 and that the initial spin period was exactly 1 milli-
at distances from 10 to 100 pc, i.e. very easily detectabecond. The Crab pulsar is of course associated with SN

Hence, neutron star flares were also found to be very uh054, i.e. somewhat younger. However, there are still sev-
likely to be the cause of the AD 774/5 event (HN13). eral doubts as to whether the Crab SNR and/or pulsar really

Even if neutron star flares would be beamed, this wouf@'med in a core-collapse SN in AD 1054 (i) The expansion
not change the conclusion: If neutron stars flares are ysuaff!oCity of Crab SNR (e.g. van den Bergh 1973), (i) miss-
beamed (by some typical beaming angles), than the X- alt§ Mass in the Crab SNR (Zimmerman 1998), (iii) the SN
~-ray flare of SGR 1806-20 on 2004 Dec 27 would havd054 light curve possibly pelng not fully consistent W|th a
been beamed that way, too. Our scaling from an unbeamf€-collapse SN (e.g. Collins et al. 1999), and (iv) pdssib
flare (of SGR 1806-20 on 2004 Dec 27) to a possible flare f'1Y Sightings of a very bright source in April or May of
AD 774/5 would be the same, regardless of whether we eéD 1054 (e.g. Collins et al. 1999), while the Chinese sight-
sume that both flares would have been beamed (in a similgPS Start on AD 1054 July 4. All those doubts would show
way) or that both flares would have been unbeamed. In adi@t the Crab SNR might have been from a SN la explosion
tion, giant neutron star flares are seen as spherically expaf"d/0r that the Crab SNR and/or pulsar was not formed in
ing relativistic plasma radiating as a thermal fireball regg AP 1054. However, we would like to note that all observ-

in the magnetosphere (Mereghetti 2008), hence sphericaﬁ‘bles just mentioned are s_til_l mgrginally (_:onsistent with a
It is also extremely unlikely that a possible neutron Sta(}_ore-collapse SN and that itis highly dubious, whether the

as source for the AD 774/5 event (due to a strong SGR-IiI?(%ghtmgs reported for April or May of AD 1054 are tru-

flare) would have been an active AXP or SGR in AD 774/ y stellar events - apart from the fact that their datings ar
ighly uncertain (to up to a few decades), see e.g. Breen &

6 www.atnf.csiro.au/people/pulsar/psrcat/ McCarthy (1995). Given the characterisric age of the Crab
7 www.physics.mcgill.ca/ pulsar/magnetar/main.html pulsar of 1240 yr together with its formation in AD 1054, it
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appears less problematic to conclude that either its bmgakithe companion, which may not be a solar twin. The next
index or its initial spin period were different from what isfew strongest flares listed in Schaefer et al. (2000) did not
normally assumed. happen on solar-analog stars, but late F or mid G-type stars.

The rate of such large flares on other stars was very re-
2.2 Strong flares on other stars cently considered in Maehara et al. (2012) based on Kepler
observations of 365 superflares in 83000 stars: According
. {8 their figure 2d, the largest flare recorded on a slowly ro-
X-rays on the young star YLW 15 in theOph dark cloud tating star with 5100 to 5600 K (i.e. cooler than the Sun)

(N39119 pc) WiH] energy output (over 5 hours) ef 2 x had an energy output ef 6 x 103> erg and happens once
10" 102 > 10™ erg in X-rays (Grosso et al. 1997). Eveng, o1y, 5000 yr (no such strong flares were observed for
though the strong flare on YLW 15 may not have been

. ) s ) i §}owly rotating stars with 5600 to 6000 K like the Sun).
solar-type_ flare, but an mte_zracnon with a circumstellakali From the same figure, we can also estimate the rate of flares
let us estimate at which distandesuch a flare would have (for slowly rotating stars with 5600 to 6000 K like the Sun)
to happen to be able to produce the AD 774/Eay event. | .o 1.5 x 10% erg energy output (as needed for the AD
According to Equ. 1, a strong stellar flare wilfy ey =

774/5 event due te-photons above 10 MeV from the Sun
2 x 10*! erg (Grosso et al. 1997) of which~aray flux of P

at 1 au distance) to be once in about 1500 yr - or once every

_ 24
Eops = 7 x 10°% erg would be observed at Earth, would | 750 to 7500 yr asl o error range (Maehara et al. 2012);

have a dis_tancé =~ 0.02 pc or 3600 au, this is independentsim"ar values are given for that type of stars in Shibayama
of absorption, becauserays are effectivly unabsorbed. If 4atal (2013), namely on flare in 800 to 5000 yr; and the rate

to 6 times less energy would be nee.ded (U13), thgn the ﬂa(f?ﬂares with~ 2 x 103 erg energy output (as needed for
would need to happen atw#! to /G times larger distance, 1o Ap 774/5 event due to protons from in 1 au distance

l.e. at up tod =~ 0.05 pc. Qf course, thefe is no star (excep&vith the M12 energy estimate) to be once in about 10,000
the Sun) at such small distances, and in particular no you 9_ or once every~ 4000 to 400,000 yr (Maehara et al
star with disk. Hence, such a flare can be excluded as 612). Hence, we will have one sufficiently large flare ev-

cause for the AD 774/5 flare. The Sun itself cannot produgg,, "1 540 to 10.000 yr (or one event every 750 to 400,000
a flare as on YLW 15, because there is no circumsolar g as full possiblé o error range) ’

disk left. Even if we consider both the 4 to 6 times loWw&E ¢ ider the beaming of f i1 ,
and energy estimate (U13) and strong beaming, i.e. another If we consider the beaming of flares wit” opening

factor of 100 times lower total energy, then the distance gpgle, we would need 100 times less energetic flares. Flares

the young star flaring due to disk interaction would need t%f th_at energy are not listed in Maehara et _al. (2012). Ac-
be~ 0.5 pc: there are no young stars with gas disks withiﬁord'ng to Schrijver et al. (2012), such 100 times less ener-
such a small distance getic flares are roughly 100 times more often than the larger

Strong flares were observed also on solar-type stars withes qu_oted above, i.e. once every few-td000 yr (by ex-
energies up ta x 10°8 erg in the optical as for a flare on thetrapolatlng beyond the observed range). From detailed ob-

G1V star S For (for 147 pc) on 1899 Mar 6 (Schaefer et a?ervations of recent decades and from the 11,000 yr old ra-

2000); given that the new Hipparcos parallaxe of S For Coqjocarbon archive, an average frequency of one super-flare

: few centuries can be excluded (one every000 yr
responds to 95 to 125 pc withirr (van Leeuwen 2007), the every . ;
flare was slightly less energetic. Thisuallyobserved flare would be possible). On the other hand, if SPEs (on the Sun)

of S For was suggested to be a mis-identification (Payn%r—e beamed witl> 24° opening angle, then flares on so-

Gaposchkin 1952, Ashbrook 1959). For a flare as large % anaI(_)g s_tars ShOU|d. als_o_ be beamed with simi_lar angles.
supposedly observed on S For, it would have to happen nce, |t_m|ght not be justified to apply a correction factor
114 au to produce an energy input By, = 7 x 10% for b.ea.mlng - the Sun and solar-analog stars are assumed to
erg at Earth, if not beamed, but homogeneous. It WOUR]E similar.

have to happen at 255 au, if five times less energy would The above numbers from Maehara et al. (2012) would
be needed (U13). If another factor of 100 times lower td2€ consistent with roughly one event in 3000 yr, the age of
tal energy would be needed due to strong beaming, thihe trees investigated by M12, or even one event in 11,000
the distance would need to be 2550 au. Except for the Suf (IntCal).

there is no other star within this distance. If S For is either However, there are several sources of uncertainty in the
younger than the Sun or if it is a close binary or if is haMaehara et al. (2012) flare rates and energies: The flare rate
an M-type companion, a large flare would not be surprisingnd energies for solar-type slowly rotating stars is made up
but also not be comparable to the Sun. S For is known by from only 14 stars, individual flare energies have uncer-
be a binary star witl).1 to 0.3” separation between 1933tainties of+60 %, and the number of such flares of solar-
and 1991 (Mason et al. 2001 in the Washington Visual Dodype slowly rotating stars with energies 103> erg is only

ble Star Catalog); the secondary is 0.35 mag fainter in tih@o (Maehara et al. 2012), namely KIC 10524994 and KIC
optical (Mason et al. 2001) than the primary star (primary133671 (Maehara, priv. comm.), hence very low-number
has spectral type G1V), so that the secondary has probabtgtistics. Those two stars were not investigated in more de
a spectral type of mid-G; the flare may have happened tail, yet, also not in Notsu et al. (2013), whesen-likeis

The most energetic stellar flare was observed by ROSAT
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defined as having an effective temperature of 5600 to 600ackground star (Kitze et al. 2014). It follows that the rate
K 8 Furthermore, the classification of the star as either suaf super-flares in sun-like stars+s 1.6 times smaller than
like or solar-type or to belong to some temperature bin idaimed in Maehara et al. (2012).

also somewhat uncertain, because these particular s&ars ar

faint and their temperatures were not determined by spe:g— Solar flares

troscopy, but only by multi-color photometry (G. Torres,

priv. com.). . . .
. et us now reconsider solar flares including SPEs (see Benz
Furthermore, we have to consider that roughly half g (

the solar-type stars in the Galaxy are younger than the Su008 and Schrijver et al. 2012 for reviews about solar flare

7 ogservations).
d that also half of th b D &M . .
and thatalso half of them are binaries (Duquennoy ayor According to Equ. 1, a flare with energy outplit,en;

1991); both younger stars and close binaries show more a 34 X . o
stronger flares than the Sun. Then, the two stars with tf} 1.5 > 10° erg, if happening on our Surai(_24 1 au),
uld produce an energy input &f,,s = 7 x 10°* erg at

super-flares may have dMe-type companions, which wou arth, the energy observed in AD 774/5 - in case that the

often show flares (see e.g. Hambaryan et al. 2004). Ther . f 10 )
a significant probability that one or both of those two star%rlglnal source for the’C and™°Be production by ther-

with very large flares are younger than the Sun and/or ha%al neutron; werg-photons ‘?‘bo"e 10 MeV with a SN-like
a close and/or M-type companion. spectrum with a power-law index 6f2.5 (M12). In case

The 14 stars with strongest flares among stars with 56 A iﬁgi?;:g[g gesprigrj%l:ilgnh?feb@izIt:iggglgalrso(?[gace
to 6000 K with slow rotation periods (in Maehara et al, P ’ P

25 35
2012) have rotation periods below 17 days, i.e. are all rfastenirzg)y of§ x 10 erg at Earth o2 x 10°" erg at the Sun

than the Sun. In figure 7 in Notsu et al. (2013) and figure 31 Such st f SPE b d
Shibata et al. (2013), one can clearly see that flares happen uch strong super-fiares or S WEreé never observe

less frequently in stars with longer rotation periods, inpaon the Sun (Jackman et al. 1995). The largest flare observed

32
ticular for rotation periods above some 10 days. One of e the Su_n (on 1859 Sept 1) had an energy outpwt 00
two stars with the largest flares, KIC 7133671, may sho g (Carrington 1859, Hodgson 1859, Tsurutani et al. 2003,

. ownsend et al. 2006), i.e. by a factor-f2000 too weak
a periodicity of 3.25 days (Maehara et al. 2012, Maehara, . 190
priv. comm.), which would indicate a much faster rotatioﬁ%iXpla'néhi AngchISBe\l:ent ?S ISZOEOA:A SPEI(;M:% tob
(and younger age) than the Sun, if this periodicity is inte%—00 weergk( tzoerEven i;‘ 4"’;08(; ?imaeé Ie%%C) \\;vag pro?i\lljece:en
ted tati iodH , the rates of | tell N .
preted as roration pemﬁj ence, the rales ot arge siefiar d, hence, 4 to 6 times less energy was needed (U13), then

fl i in Maeh t al. (2012) should be tak i . ) .
ares given in Maehara et al. ( ) should be taken wi 8Carrlngton flare was stift 400 times too weak.

care and should be regarded as upper limits when applieot
the Sun. If the flare would be beamed (e.g. to an angle of only

~ 24°), 100 times lower energy would be needed (Melott &

Nogani et al. (2014) recently found for the two presum- 2012). A he Carri
ably solar-type Kepler super-flare stars KIC 9766237 angiomas ) Ain event as stong as tne Sanington event

KIC 944137 by comparing their spectroscopic rotational véﬂ’oF"d still be~ 20 tlmgs too weak (for the M12 energy
locity and photometric rotational period that both are obgsumatg), or only~ 4 times too weak (for the U1132 en-
served from nearly pole-on and concluded that both woufd9Y e_stlmate). Now, in the AD 774/5 _event, the (tq C
need to have polar spots with magnetic fields much high@t'o) increased (on several _data pomts)]b?_/ % (with 2
than in the Sun. Indeed, polar spots are otherwise not gpgan error bar o0.12 %), in total a7 a signal (M12,
served on solar-type stars and are considered to exist oMés)' If the AD 774/5 event was only 4 times more ener
on stars which are either quite young (e.g. T Tauri stars, sggtic th_an thg ﬁ‘D 185?0Carr|ngton event, then a 4 times
e.g. Neuhauser et al. 1998) or very magnetic (e.qg. magnéf?(‘fver signal in"*C (and*"Be) should be detectgble in the
Ap stars, see e.g. Strassmeier 2009), or binary (e.g. RS C@OP 1859 data over several years. However, nel'E-Hé_)nor
stars, see e.g. Vogt et al. 1999). Be peallzs were found for AI_D 1859, recently confirmed by
It was found recently that in the case of one of thosgI13 for 1C, see also our Fig. 2, where theC even de-

two largest flares among presumable solar twins (as st ft gggsstﬁgegggéﬁg i (2;6 (?stzslasrcfrlz\r/:)b ::ﬁ'grle F;Zar?c?t).
ied by Maehara et al. 2012) the extra photons during t ' N . ! W
eamed that strongly, and/or it would have been much more

flare were emitted from a region outside the PSF of the m ||[]| ) .
: : E:R an 4-6 times stronger than Carrington, and/or the lower
(presumable solar twin) star, at a separation of 19 mas. This

L ergy estimate (Usoskin et al. 2013) is not correct, and/or
means that the flare originated from another nearby (mugﬁch solar flares cannot form (enough and'*Be, and/or

fainter) star, either a faint low-mass companion or a fairﬁ1 . :
) P the Carrington event itself was much softer than the AD

8 The three stars investigated in detail in Notsu et al. (2GI@)not  774/5 event. A similar conclusion was previously drawn by
sun-likeaccording to the definition in Notsu et al. (2013), but hawedo  Kocharov et al. (1995), Stuiver et al. (1998b), and Usoskin

te?psei:::tsi;flz amplitude of its variation was only 18 ppm, whicénsller & Kovaltsov (2010)'
than the typical photometric precision, Maehara et al. 2 ®hve assumed However, even if the AD 774/5 event was as hard as the

that KIC 7133671 is a non-rapid rotator (Maehara, priv. cojnm hardest solar flare observed in the last century (SPE 1956
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Feb 23), it would not have been hard enough for th& recorded in the last few millennia, even though many naked
and '°Be production observed in AD 774/5 (Cliver et al.eye sunspot and aurorae observations were done, e.g. Fritz
2014). For SPE 1956, neithé?Be nor cosmic ray peaks (1873) and Clark & Stephenson (1978), so that such very
were observed, see Fig. 3: Cosmic ray data from Hualarge sunspots or very strong aurorae would have been de-
cayo and Climax have vertical cutoff rigidities 6f 13 and tectable. Very young stars can produce such large flares, be-
~ 3 GV, respectively, so that they are relevant for our studgause they rotate faster and, hence, have larger magnetic
namely including those particles which could possibly forrfields (e.g. Preibisch et al. 1995, 1998; Neuhauser et al.
14C and'°Be. We do not see any increase in cosmic rays:998, 2009). Furthermore, as argued by Shibata et al. (Jp13)
neither in Huancayo nor Climax - immeadiately after SPEuch spots which might be able to power such large super-
1956, i.e. in Feb 1956, when the SPE has hit Earth, ndiares (up tal0?° erg) would last for 10 years, which was
ther in the yearly nor monthly data sets. However, we ddearly never observed for the last two millennia, but such
see possible smatlropsin May 1956 in cosmic rays (and alarge and long-lasting spots would have been observable
broader depression in cosmic rays from about April to Julfeven though only through clouds and/or near the horizon
1956) in both Huancayo and Climax, i.e. a few month afteand/or shortly after a volcano eruption, when sufficientdus
the SPE, which might due to stronger modulation of cosmilocks some sunlight). Also, during the Carrington event,
rays by a more active Sun. The Forbush delay between sbe spot was not seen for a unusual long period of time (Car-
lar activity change and cosmic ray response on Earth is 61imgton 1859, Hodgson 1859, Tsurutani et al. 2003).

12 month (Forbush 1954), it is shorter (only a few month) - gpipata et al. (2013) argue that such super-flares may
during A+ cycles as in 1956 (until the magnetic reversaappen after a long grand minimum, i.e. after the Sun has
during the sunspot maximum in 1957/58). We should regyored enough magnetic energy for a super-flare; however,
%”Ct the analysis E;O data with 1-yr time resolution, b&Eau they also mention some further theoretical problems rélate

_ Be ice core (and*C tree ring) data also h_ave time resoluyin super-flares, e.g. an energy budget problem and the
tion of 1 yr (and not better). We also consider the thBe  roblem of energy diffusion. We also note that no partic-
records available for 1956, namely both NGRIP and Dye-gyar jarge solar flares were observed after the grand minima
both with 1 yr time resolution, none of them shows any sigp, the Jast millennium. According to figure 1 in Shibata et al.
nal after SPE 1956. ThE'C record is not useful anymore (2013), flares as large as the Carrington event Wit erg

for the time around 1956 because of the Suess and atorjg|q happen almost every year, which is clearly rejected
bomb effects. by observations of the last centuries.

Hence, we can add to the arguments givenin Cliver etal. e fact that such large flares were observed on some
(2014) that the very hard SPE 1956 was also not detectedjfnarently solar-type stars with similar temperature (Mae
cosmic rays nor in°Be, which makes it even more dubiousyara et al. 2012) therefore seems contradictory, since they
that the AD 774/5 event would have been detectable in Sughould have similar radii and magnetic fields as the Sun.
data. If there was any effect after SPE 1956, then a drop|ifever, it is possible that the two largest flares observed
cosmic rays, possibly due to a more active sun, i.e. Stronggf pmaehara et al. (2012) were observed on faster rotating
modulation, but no increase in cosmic rays. (i.e. younger) solar-type stars and/or on (as yet unknown)

The rate of such large flares on the Sun (including SPEsinaries (e.g. close binaries or with M-type companions),
was considered in Schrijver et al. (2012): The rate of solavhere flares are much more violent and frequent (e.g. Ham-
flares with~ 1.5 — 20 x 103 erg energy output (as neededbaryan et al. 2004). Indeed, Kitze et al. (2014) found that
for the AD 774/5 event in 1 au distance) was found to banother star near one of the two presumable solar twin stars
once every~ 1000 to 10,000 yr (their figure 3). Flares with with the largest flares in Maehara et al. (2012) was respon-
100 times lower total energy (including those beamed witkible for the flare (and not the presumable solar twin star),
~ 24°) happen 100 times more frequent, i.e. once-in0 either a companion or a background star.

to 100 yr. All these numbers depend strongly on how t0 €x-  \we should then consider that the stellar flares observed
trapolate from smaller flares to larger flares, because sugp Maehara et al. (2012) with the Kepler satellite were ob-
large flares were never observed on the Sun, so that theyyed in the optical band, while the AD 774/5 event was
are highly uncertain. Both rates are rqughly consistertt wity ;e to~-rays or cosmic rays: E.g., a flaring plasma con-
Maehara et al. (2012). A rate of pncemlo to 100yrcan finedina loop with a very hot plasma temperaturd 0%K
be excluded from solar observations of the last decades. (the observed range is 1 9 x 107 K), a plasma density
Schrijver et al. (2012) also argue that spots connectefin. = 10'2 cm~3 (the observed range i9'° to 5 x 10*!
to flares with energy of~ 1034 to 103° erg would cover cm~?) and a plasma loop volume V #)3* cm? (the esti-
~ 12 to 40 % of the surface of the Sun, so that they arenated range i8 x 102 to 7 x 1032 cm?®), corresponds to the
pratically impossible: The energy of a flare and the sizes ehormous emission measurel®® cm~—3 (observed typi-
sunspots are limited due to the solar magnetic field, whiatal values are in the range d6°' to 10°° cm™3, see e.g.
itself is limited by photospheric pressure equilibrium to &eale 2007), at one light year distance from the Earth, the
few kG - hence, the limits given in Schrijver et al. (2012)incidenty-ray energy above 1 MeV is 7 x 10 erg of
Neither such large flares (aurorae) nor sunspots were epersistent emission during one year, several orders of mag-
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nitude less than needed for the production of radiocarben7.7 kyr (within 1 & error bars), pointed towards Earth as
observed in tree rings at AD 774/5. short GRB, from anywhere in the Galaxy. With the recently

In summary, the rate of both stellar and solar flares wittevised estimate of th&'C and energy content of the AD
the neccessary energetics may roughly be consistent with4/5 event (U13), a short GRB would need to take place
zero or one event in 3000 yr or 11,000 yr, as observed fafithin some~ 10 kpc, i.e. in a volume including the Galac-
the AD 774/5'4C variation (M12), so that we will continue tic Center. The expected rate of up to one merger ifi.7
to consider them. kyr in the whole Galaxy would correspond to a few up to
one merger in- 10 kyr for a volume within~ 10 kpc. This
rate is only a factor of a few deviant from the 3 kyr age of the
Japanese trees. Given that no such other strong or stronger
Given the (still highly uncertain) rate of large flares on Sot_event was found in 11 kyt*C IntCal data (the AD 993/4

event was weaker), the rates of BH-BH mergers and strong

lar analog stars, we estimated whether a solar super—flqgeC events may even be consistent with eachother

as large as needed for the AD 774/5 event may be possible The rate of'C increases as the one in AD 774/5 (M12)

within some 3000yr. Such arate of large flares on solar an‘ié,l_of course also highly uncertain, as only one is observed in
log stars is an average of all stellar activity phases (onev gnly ' y

: ; L : 000 yr (or 11,000 yr), i.e. very small-number statistics (2
valid only for maximum activity in grand maxima). ﬂfqres, i.e2++/2 =2+ 1.4 flares): With the observed sin-

Above (Sect. 2), we concluded to expect at most one su - - i
ficiently (for the AD 774/5 energetics) large solar flare evgle large event within 3000 yr (or within 11,000 yr, respec

tively), the 68.3 % confidence interval or credibility range
ery > 1500 to 10,000 years (or one every 750 to 400’000. from the Bayesian perspective (Love 2012) for the rate is
years as fulll o error range). This translates to a probablit

o ¥.000083 to 0.00075 large events per yr (i.€.25 to 2.25
for one fl_are within 3000 years of as low &s0).3 (or 0.008 large events within 3000 yr), @x.000023 to 0.000205 large
considering the full range).

) : . event per yr, obtained from one large event within 11,000 yr

. Also, ac_cordmg to Kovalisov & Usoskin (2013), ConSIOI'i.e. again0.25 to 2.25 large events within 11,000 yr) - as-

erllng data I?I '“”af rocksl,l thteh;élzi:grence rate of such Iaréﬁming that solar flaring rate can be described with station-

solar super-flares 1s smafer Peryr. ary Poissonian process independent from the activity phase
This probability for a large solar flare can be comparegyine syn. However, itis clear that solar flare rate is chang-

to the probability for, e.g., a short GRB beamed towardsg ring and with the Schwabe cycle (and also with longer
Earth:0.0013 t0 0.0005 for short GRBs (within 4 kpc within cycles), i.e. it must be described by a non-stationary Pois-

3000yr),= 0.075 for mergers of_tw_o neutron_stgrs as Shoréonian process (see, e.g. Wheatland et al. 1998, Gorobets
GRB beamed towards Earth (within 4 kpc within 3000 yr)e \esserotti 2012). Indeed, by analysing the flare waiting
or 0.04 to 0.20 for mergers of two White Dwarfs as shortyqe gistribution, based on a GEOS X-ray/Hares of the
GRB beamed towards Earth (within 4 kpc within 3000 yr)g,, it turns out that average waiting time during solar mini
alsol o error ranges, see HN13 for deta|l_s "_md reference$y m is more than one order of magnitude longer in compar-
If we consider only one such event within 11,000 yr, agqp, 1o the maximum, which is also true for sunspot num-
shown by Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012) based BiC data, peyg (Gorobets & Messerotti 2012). Thus, given the tight

we would expect a probability df.15 to 0.73 for a merger cqrrejation between the average sunspot numbers and flare
of two White Dwarfs as short GRB beamed towards Eartfeivity, our linear scaling is justified for the probabyjlits-

within 4 kpc. timate.

If we consider the revisetfC production ratio and en- \ye consider that the observed rate of events at least as
ergy input to Earth for AD 774/5 (U13), i.e. 4 to 6 times |es$arge as the AD 993/4 event is one in 1130 yr, than the num-
energy, then the event, as e.g. short GRB, would be a facjQlys are as follows: For one event in 1130 yr, the event rate
of V4 to /G more distant, i.e. at up te- 10 kpc. Then, the 5 9.00044 to 0.00040 per year (withds % confidence); for

probability for such an event, e.g. a short GRB (or a merggfq events in 1130 yr, the event rate is 0.00061 to 0.00026
of two compact objects), is also larger by a factorof to per year (again withis8 % confidence).

V6. N If the M12 energy estimate for the AD 774/5 event is
Hence, the probability ranges of very large solar flareg:ajed down by both a factor of 100 due to beaming (Melott
and short GRBs overlap. Short GRBs can happen due §01omas 2012) and another factor of 4 to 6 (U13), then
the merger of compact object_s like neutron stars and Blagksg|ar flare as cause for the AD 774 increase would
Holes (BH), maybe also White Dwarfs. The merger ratgee( to be only- 4 times larger than the AD 1859 Carring-
of two Black Holes is up 1 to 1000 mergers per Myr pefs event (for similar spectra). As we can see in our Fig. 2,

Milky Way Equivalent Galaxy (Kalogera et al. 2004). Thepe Carrington evel was not detected iC nor in1°Be,
latter upper limit rate corresponds to one BH-BH merger

per kyr. If such a merger would be observable as short GRB? While the energy estimate for the Carrington event is onty veugh

one would have to correct the rate for the beaming fracti@® While Carrington himself noted thane fly does not make a summer
regarding this event, we would like to remark that, even dréhwould

J = 0.01 to 0.13 for short GRBs (Rezzolla et al. 2011_)have been larger flares in the last150 yr, they are not detected itC
For f = 0.13, one would then expect up to one merger imor '°Be data with 1-yr time-resolution.

4 Discussion
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Fig.2 Historic records around th&C variation in AD 774/5 from AD 745 to 805 (left) and around th® 1859
Carrington event from AD 1792 to 1885 (right): (dBe flux in atoms cm? s~! for Greenland GRIP data (Vonmoos et al.
2006, recieved from J. Beer, priv. comm.); {fBe flux in atmos cm? s~! for north pole Dye-3 Swiss Ice core data (Beer
et al. 1990, recieved from J. Beer, priv. comm.); (b) and'{@ge flux in atoms cm? s~! for south pole Dome Fuji data in
red (Horiuchi et al. 2008); in panel (g) also NGRIBBe flux in blue (Berggren et al. 2009a,b); (¢C with 1- to 2-yr time
resolution (M12 and M13 data in blue, while the full blackdiwith data points with error bars show the IntCal09 data
with lower (5 yr) time resolution; (h}4C with 1-yr time resolution (Stuiver et al. 1998b) in blackdainom IntCal09 in
red; (d)'*C with 1- to 2-yr time resolution (U13, blue) and IntCal09 iadk; (i) number of aurora sightings per year from
Fritz (1873) as black lines, Legrand & Simon (1987) as red,land from Tromholt (1902) for Skandinavian aurorae (in
blue), plotted are number of days per year with sightingshabthe Carrington event itself does not show up signifigant
where there were tens of sightings within a few days (the liigeshows the extra aurora peak at around 1795 indicating
the extra Schwabe cycle, i.e. two Schwabe cycles insideltheyele 4); (e) number of aurora sightings per year (from
Neuhauser & Neuhauser 2014b); (j) sunspot group numbens oyt & Schatten (1998). In panels (c), (d), and (h), we
plotted the'“C data~ 2.5 yr ahead of their measurement time, because they were prddu@bout that time due to the
carbon cycle. The vertical lines indicate the AD 774/5 ydbatt), and the AD 1859 year of the Carrington event (right);
also 2 yr earlier for*C. The'*C data (parts ¢ and d, M12, M13 and U13) show the strong fasfiisn AD 774 to 775.
The Carrington event was not detected4@ nor in'°Be, not even if théBe would need to be shifted by a few years due
to timing precision. The right panels also shows the sceddllalton minimum from about AD 1793 to 1825.

even though much more precise data with one-yr time resoerding to Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012), the AD 774/5 event
lution are available. There is not even only a small increasis not detected in the GRIP data yielding an upper limit in
It was noticed before by Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012) thathe fluence above 30 MeV @z < 3 x 10'° photons/cm
their model is not consistent with the AD 1859 Carringtomat the 0.03 significance level for Greenland. Even though
event data (their figure 4). the 19Be at the northern and southern poles are not always

If a solar flare or SPE would hit the northern and soutH(—jent'Cal’ non-detection df Be at the northern pole may be

ern polar regions on Earth with the same energy, then tt getrlhas_ ewdenc;e agfamst a SOIaélﬂTre (or SIPEf%: .U13 state
same amount of’Be production would be expected. Ac- at their scenario (of a presumable large solar figieljis
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an expected peak that is higher (by ab@ut) than the ob- According to M12, a solar flare or SPE can be excluded for
served peak. Thus, the GRIP series is not fully consistehe AD 774/5'*C event, because solar flare are not hard
with our [U13] scenario and the other data series, but thenough. In HN13, we have estimated that in the AD 774/5
existence of the peak cannot be excluded atsthig level event, at leas270 4 140 times more!*C than!’Be was
(U13). Regarding the southern Dome Fuji data, U13 writeroduced; here we assumed that all tABe detected for
that the AD 78%eak is delayed by several yeaampared the decade around AD 774/5 was produced during one year,
to their scenario and that their data have tcshifted by 5 namely the same year as tHeC in AD 774/5; the ratio is
years to match the observed d4t#13, all in their section 4 an upper limit, because some of tHBe produced in that
and figure 3). We would like to note, as seen in Fig. 2, thatecade may have been produced by other events. According
there is an increase #fYBe GRIP data for the time interval to detailed calculations by Usoskin et al. (2006), SPEs can
AD 760-782 (compared to the time before and after that ipproduce only 25 to 27 times moféC than'°Be (their ta-
terval), while the'°Be increase in Dome Fuji data is seen irble 1), while Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012) have shown that
the time interval AD 780-790; none of them is highly sig-SPEs can produce 38 times mat€ than'Be (their sec-
nificant. The difference in timing might be attibuted to theion 2.2). Both values would be too low for the AD 774/5
low precision in the absolute timing ¢fBe data. event.

Even if such a solar flare or SPE several times larger U13 suggest that 4 to 6 times leS< was produced in
than the Carrington eventin AD 1859 would have happenexb 774/5. Given that the amount 8fBe production should
in AD 774/5, it would have resulted in strong auroral sightremain unchanged, the differential production ratid t&
ings down to the tropics. For the smaller Carrington everid °Be would then be reduced to 54 + 30 (scaling from
in AD 1859, Fritz (1873) lists more than 50 aurora sightingsiN13), which is then marginally consistent with the expec-
for the northern hemisphere (even on Hawaibat +20°  tation from Usoskin et al. (2006) and Usoskin & Kovaltsov
and on theBarke Baltimoreatb = +14° northern latitude) (2012), namely 25 to 38 times moteC than'*Be.
and also several dozens for the southern hemisphere. How- . . .
Summary: There are several problems with the interpre-
ever, there are no such records for AD 774/5. There arg,. 4 - i
. tation of the AD 774/34C variation as solar super-flare:
however, a few records on aurorae withii0 yr around
AD 774/5 (but not in AD 774/5), showing that aurorae in
those decades were noticed and that records do exist (lilut
no excess). As shown in Neuhauser & Neuhauser (2014h
there were aurora observations in Arabia in AD 793 an
817, i.e. a quite southern location, hence strong aurorae_-
but without anothet*C increase at those times (Neuhause?' . .
super-flare only a few times larger than the Carrington

& Neuhauser 2014b). . o
. event (U13), and having similar spectra, then the Car-
While M12 and Schaefer et al. (2000) argued that such a rington event should have been detected@ and/or

strong event would have resulted in ozone layer destruction 10ge variations. which is not the case (Fig. 2). Hence
and, hence, an extinction level event on Earth, this was re- e AD 774/5 event either was not a solar super-flare or
cently challenged by Thomas et al. (2013): In their more de- i \was much more than 4 times stronger than Carrington
tailed calculations, they show that the UVB radiation would (in the latter case, aurorae should have been observed
have increased, but reducing the ozone layer by only some \ynich is not the case).
10 %, so that there would have been no extinction leve} - sirong solar flares were never detected before as strong
event; however, erythema and possibly skin cancer would 14¢ 4, 10Be incresases in data with one year time reso-
have increased by 14 t660% depending on the strength | tion.
and hardness of the fla_re; the largest effect would have begn The rate of strong super-flares on solar analog stars (av-
expected ab = 55° latitude (Thomas et al. 2013). There  graged over all activity phases or obtained only in strong
are no indications in medieval reports found so far about activity phases) is highly uncertain and very low, pos-
such effects beginning just after the event, i.e. in AD 774/5 sibly zero; the rate of very hard flares (needed for the
- even though such reports are in many cases very detailed. production ratio ofC to 1°Be) is even more uncertain
Thomas et al. (2013), however, may have over-estimated 54 smaller

. 10 2 )
the effect: They used a fluence &< 10° protons cm™ g The only two early-G type Kepler stars observed to have

as a lower boundor all three cases they calculate, while  ghown a large super-flare (Maehara et al. 2012) may be
Usoskin & Kovaltsov (2012) already noticed trafluence either fast rotators or binaries, i.e. not really solar syin

10 2 ia i H .
greater than3 > 10°" protons cm® is inconsistent at the o one of them, it was recently found that another star

0.03 significance levehamely inconsistent with non-detec- (companion or background) next to the presumable so-
tion of 1°Be on Greenland (Usoskin & Kovaltsov 2012). lar twin produced the flare (Kitze et al. 2014).

Neither exceptionaly strong aurorae nor any sunspots
were observed around AD 774.

. The differential production ratio 8 C to °Be may not

be consistent with a solar flare.

If the AD 774/5'C event would have been a solar

Even if the aurorae were not noticed or not reported or i¥. If the AD 993/4 event would also need to be a solar
the reports were not yet found, we can consider whether the super-flare, too, the problem of the flare rate is even
14C than'%Be production is consistent with a solar event. more severe: One would need an even larger flare rate.
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Fig.3 Solar activity proxies around the Solar Proton Event SPE61686 AD 1956 Feb 23 (from AD 1951 to
1960): (a) Monthly geo-magnetic aa-index (in nT from ftgdogoaa.gov/STP/SOLARATA/). (b) Yearly geo-magnetic
aa-index. (c) NGRIP'°Be flux in atoms cm? s~! from Berggren et al. (2009ab). (d) Dyei8Be flux in atoms
cm2 s~! from Beer et al. (1990), received from J. Beer in electromim®. (¢ & d) Note that we plot a differ-
ent y-axis, namely from AD 1933 to 1978, i.e. a larger rangsaise!’Be timing is much more difficult; however,
there is no strong peak, not even withir20 years around SPE 1956. (e) Monthly cosmic ray flux from Hugoca
(ftp.ngdc.noaa.gov/STP/SOLABATA/). (f) Yearly cosmic ray flux from Huancayo. (g) Monthiyosmic ray flux from
Colorado/Climax (ftp.ngdc.noaa.gov/STP/SOLBRTA/). (h) Yearly cosmic ray flux from Colorado/Climax. (flonthly
sunspot group numbers from Hoyt & Schatten (1998). (j) Weadrorae from Legrand & Simon (1987). In panels a, e and
g, small arrows point to an increase in aa (panel a) and a simmgdlin cosmic rays at 1956.4 (1956 May) and/or a broader
depression in cosmic rays from about April to July 1956 (p&reand g) - maybe due to stronger modulation by a more
active sun (the time delay after the SPE on 1956 Feb 23 is dilnetBorbush effect (Forbush 1954) being a few month in
the A+ cycle in 1956). A short-term strong rise is seen in aa alrdaaty Dec 1955 to Jan 1956 (too early for the SPE
1956), in Feb 1956 there is no strong aa signal. The rise iraabec 1955 to about March 1955 shows that solar activity
and wind were larger for that time, so that less cosmic ragseda (hence, the depression). Given that d88e in ice and
14C in trees have only 1-yr time resolution, we should consideyearly cosmic ray and aa data, then we see no signals
at all. In panels ¢ and d, we see that there is also no signal 8BE 1956 if°Be data. The downward trend of the cosmic
rays and of °Be from AD 1955-1959 is explained by the rise in solar agtiffibom AD 1955-1959, i.e. solar modulation.
14C is not available anymore for the time around 1956 (sinceitAB 1900) due to the Suess and bomb effects.

8. By comparing energetics and spectrum of the very har@. It is dubious, whether the Sun itself can produce such
1956 SPE with AD 774/5, Cliver et al. (2014) found a large super-flare, given its magnetic field (Schrijver et
strong doubts on the solar flare interpretation for AD al. 2012).

77.4/5; S!DE 1956 also was not_dgtected as spike in C‘?ﬁius, both the proposed causes for the observed short-term
mic rays; there are also no variations due to the flare IRereases of“C or 1°Be in tree fings or ice cores, a large

. o N . .
cosmic ray nof’Be data with 1-yr time resolution (Fig. SPE and a Galactic short GRB, face certain difficulties like

3)- low event rates.
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A solar super-flare is also questionable unless some n@wrwitz, V., Zavlin, V.E., Neuhauser, R., Predehl, P.ufiper,
physics is developed that could explain how solar energetic J.E., Brinkman, A.C., 2001, A&A 379, L35

particle irradiation can be better focussed by a factor &urwitz, V., Haberl, F., Neuhauser, R., Predehl, P., ToemJ.E.,
1000 and/or local accelaration near Earth. This implies tha Zaviin, V.E., 2003, A&A 399, 1109

the solar super-flare interpretation does not fit within thgamngton' E.C., 1859, MNRAS 20, 13

. hapman, J., Csikszentmihalyi, M., Neuhauser, R., 201, iA
current knowledge of solar and stellar flares. Also, if Usosk press, arxiv 13 Aug 2014

in et al. (2014) is correct in concluding that, in the last fewt, s 1968 JKAS 1, 29

decades of the last century, the Sun were in its highest afarke, D.H. & Stephenson, F.R., 1978, QIRAS 19, 387
tivity mode for the last few millennia, would it not be prob-Cliver, E.W., Tylka, A.J., Dietrich, W.F., Ling, A.G., 2014pJ
lematic that the strongest solar flares did not occur in the 781, 32

most recent time, i.e. during the presumable recent Grakdgllins, G.W., Clapsy, W.P., Martin, J.C., 1999, PASP 11711 8
Maximum ? Damon, P.E. & Peristykh, A.N., 2000, Radiocarbon 42, 137

Damon, P.E., Kocharov, G.E., Peristykh, A.N., Mikheev&.,|.

AcknowledgementsWe used the ATNF online catalog of pulsars ~ Dai, K.M., 1995, CRC 2 (24th International Cosmic Ray Con-
maintained by G.B. Hobbs and R.N. Manchester, and the McGill ference, Vol. 2), 311 .

online catalog of SGRs and AXPs maintained by the McGill PulPa@mon, P.E., Eastoe, C.J., Hughes, M.K., Kanil, R.M., Lokg,
sar Group. We are grateful to H. Maehara for further infoiorat Peristykh, A.N., 1998, Radiocarbon 40, 343

about the Kepler flare stars in his 2012 Nature paper. Wesveti Egg;ej‘goyl;g‘ l\S/Ic?iy]c.)':;lZ Mi’1é291' A&A 248, 485

the!*C IntCal09 and®Be Dome Fuiji records from www.radiocar- o : - .

bon.org and ftp.ncdc.noaa.gov, respectively. We gottBe GRIP EddY’ J.A., 1977The Sun since thg Bronzg Age AGU Interna-
and Dye 3 data in electronic form from J. Beer. We retreived fu tional Symp. on Solar-Terrestrial Physics

ther1°Be from the IGBP PAGES/World Data Center for PaIeocIi-E'Chler’ D. & Mordecai, D., 2012, ApJ 761, L27

14 . . Eisenbeiss, T., 2011, PhD thesis, University of Jena, Geyma
matology. The*C data plotted in Usoskin et al. (2013) for theForbush, SE.. 1954, JGR 59, 525

German Oak tree were sent to us in electronic form by L. WaCkelfritz, H.. 1873, Verzeichnis beobachteter Polarlichteiag C.
We thank all those for their electronic material. We alsonaok- Gerold's Sohn Wien

edge good comments from an anonymous referee. RN would "Eﬂbbons, G.W. & Werner, M.C., 2012, Nat 487, 432

to thank K. Kokkotas, Y. Eksi, A. Benz, G. Torres, and D.L. NeUgrgpets, A. & Messerotti, M., 2012, SoPh 281, 651

hauser for discussion. We would like to thank the Germaional  Gross0, N., Montmerle, T., Feigelson, E.D., Andre, P., Gaga,

science foundation (Deutsche Forschungsgemeinscha) B S., Gregorio-Hetem, J., 1997, Nat 387, 56

financial support in the collaborative research center 8dott  Hambaryan, V.V. & Neuhauser, R., 2013, MNRAS 430, 32

schungsbereich SFB-TR 7 Gravitational Wave Astronomyguitoj (HN13)

Cr. Hambaryan, V.V, Staude, A., Schwope, A.D., Scholz, R.D.,

Kimeswenger, S., Neuhauser, R., 2004, A&A 415, 265

Hathaway, D.H. & Wilson, R.M., 2004, SoPh 224, 5

References Hodgson, R., 1859, MNRAS 20, 15

) Hohle, M.M., Haberl, F., Vink, J., de Vries, C.P., Neuhause,
Ahluwalla, H.S., 1994, JGR 99, 11561 2012. MNRAS 419, 1525
Ahluwalia, H.S., 2013, AdvSpR 52, 2112 Horiuchi, K., T. Uchida, Y. Sakamoto, A. Ohta, H. Matsuzai,

Allen, J., 2012, Nat 486, 473 Shibata, and H. Motoyama, 2008, Quat. Geochronol. 3, 253

Ashbrook, J., 1959, S&T 18, 427 , , Hoyt, D.V. & Schatten, K.H., 1998, SoPh 179, 189
Baker, D.N., 2004, in: Space Weather: The physics behind-a SlHurIey K., Boggs, S.E., Smith, D.M., et al., 2005, Nat 43898

gan, Scherer, K., Fichtner, H., Heber, B., Mall, U. (Edsgct  j5ckman, C.H., et al., 1995, J. Geophys. Res. 100, 11641

ture Notes in Physics Vol. 656, Springer, p. 3 Kalogera, V., Kim C., Lorimer, D.R., et al., 2004, ApJ 601,791
Baker, D.N., Kanekal, S.G., Kanekal, S.G., Li, X., Monk, .S.P (erratum in ApJ 614, L137)

Goldstein, J., Burch, J.L., 2004, Nat 432, 878 Kaplan, D.L., van Kerkwijk, M.H., Anderson, J., 2007, ApJ066
Beer, J., Blinov, A., Bonani, G., Hofmann, H.J., Finkel, R.1990, 1428

Nat 347, 164_ ) ) Kitze, M., Hambaryan, V.V., Neuhauser, R., Ginski, C., 200IN-
Benz, A., 2008, Living Rev. Solar Physics 5, 1 (Sept 2013) RAS 442. 3769
Berezhko,. E.G., Petukhov, S.I., Taneev S.N., 2001, COmf. ha Kocharov, G.E., Ostryakov, V.M., Peristykh, A.N., Vasil&tA.,

Cosmic Ray Conf. 27, 8, 3215-3218 1995. SoPh 159. 381
Berggren, A.M., Beer, J., Possnert, G., etal., 2009a, GEeS.  Koyaltsov, G.A. & Usoskin, 1.G., 2013, SoPh 289, 211

L. 36, 111801 Laster, H., 1968, Science 160, 1138

Berggren, A.M. et al. 2009b, NGRIP Ice Core 600 Year An agrand, J.P. & Simon, P.A., 1987, AnGeo 5, 161
nual 10Be Data, IGBP PAGES/World Data Center for Patjy v, Zhang, Z., Peng, Z., et al., 2014, Nature SR 4E3728
leoclimatology Data Contribution Series number 2009-154,0ve, J.J., 2012, Geophys. Res. L. 39, L10301
NOAA/NCDC Paleoclimatology Program, Boulder CO, USALyne, A.G., Pritchard, R.S., Smith, F.G., 1993, MNRAS, 265,
Bibby, J.L., Crowther, P.A., Furness, J.P., Clark, J.SO80N- 1003
RAS 386, L23 Maehara, H., Shibayama, T., Notsu, Y., Nagao, T., Kusaha, S.
Bothmer, V. & Zhukov, A., 2007The Sun as the prime source of Honda, S., Nogami, D., Shibata, K., 2012, Nat 485, 578
space weatherin: Bothmer, V. & Daglis, I.A. (Eds.Bpace Manchester, R.N., Hobbs, G.B,, Teoh, A.,

weather - physics and effects 31-92, Springer UK Hobbs, M., 2005, AJ 129, 1993 (updates on
Breen, A. & McCarthy, D., 1995, VA 39, 363

Www.an-journal.org (© 2011 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim



802 Neuhauser & Hambaryan: Solar super-flare in AD 774/5 ?

www.atnf.csiro.au/people/pulsar/psrcat) Reimer, P.J., Baillie, M.G.L., Bard, E., et al., 2009, Radidon
Masarik, J. & Ready, R.C., 1995, Earth Plan. Sci. Lett. 184, 3 51,1111
Mason, B.D., Wycoff, G.L., Hartkopf, W.I., Douglass, G.®/or- Rezzolla, L., Giacomazzo, B., Baiotti, L., Granot, J., Keliotou,
ley, C.E., 2001, AJ 122, 3466 (Washington Visual Double Star C., Aloy, M.A., 2011, ApJ 732, L6

Catalog) Roth, R. & Joos, F., 2013, Clim. Past Discuss. 9, 1165
Maunder, E.W., 1890, MNRAS 50, 251 Schaefer, B.E., King, J.R., Deliyannis, C.P., 2000, ApJ, 3226
Melott, A.L., 2014/ arXiv:1401.7276 Schwabe, H., 1844, AN 20, 205
Melott, A.L. & Thomas, B.C., 2012, Nat 491, E1 Siscoe, G.L., 1980, Rev. Geophys. Space Sci. 18, 647
Melott, A.L., Thomas, B.C., Dreschhoff, G., Johnson, C2Q10, Schrijver, C.J., Beer, J., Baltensperger, U., et al., 2012eophys.

Geology 38, 355 Res. 117, 8103

Menjo, H., Miyahara, H., Kuwana, K., Masuda, K., Muraki, Y.,Shibata, K., Isobe, H., Hillier, A., et al., 2013, PASJ 65, 62
Nakamura, T., 2005, Proc. 29th Internat. Cosmic Ray Congporer, F.W.G., 1887, Vierteljahresschrift Astronorhisc

Pune, 2, 357-360 Gesellschaft 22, 323
Mereghetti, S., 2008, A&AR 15, 225 Steinhilber, F., Abreu, J.A., Beer, J., et al., 2012, PNAS, BY67
Miyahara, H.,Masuda, K., Muraki, Y., Furuzawa, H., Menja, H Strassmeier, K., 2009, A&A Rev. 17, 251
Nakamura, T., 2004, SoPh 224, 317 Stuiver, M., Reimer, P.J., Bard, E., Beck, J.W., Burr, G-ighen,
Miyahara, H., Masuda, K., Muraki, Y., Kitagawa, H., Nakamur K.A., Kromer, B., McCormac, G., van der Plicht, J., Spurk,
T., 2006, J. Geophys. Res. 111, A03103 M., 1998a, Radiocarbon 40, 1041
Miyahara, H., Masuda, K., Nagaya, K., Kuwana, K., Muraki, Y. Stuiver, M., Reimer, P.J., Braziunas, T.F., 1998b, Radwwa 40,
Nakamura, T., 2007, Adv. Sp. Res. 40, 1060 1127

Miyahara, H., Kitazawa, K., Nagaya, K., Yakoyama, Y., Mat-Suess, H., 1965, JGR 70, 5937
suzaki, H., Masuda, K., Nakamura, T., Muraki, Y., Nakamuraletzlaff, N., Neuhauser, R., Hohle, M.M., Maciejewski, @010,

T., 2010, J. Cosmology 8, 1970 MNRAS 402, 2369

Miyake, F., Nagaya, K., Masuda, K., Nakamura, T., 2012, 1é& 4 Tetzlaff, N., Eisenbeiss, T., Neuhauser, R., Hohle, M.RO11,
240 (M12) MNRAS 417, 617

Miyake, F., Masuda, K., Nakamura, T., 2013, Nature Commlhomas, B.C., Melott, A.L., Arkenberg, K.R., Snyder, B.RO13,
DOI:10.1038/ncomms2783 (M13) Geophys. Res. L. 40, 123

Miyake, F., Masuda, K., Nakamura, T., 2014, JGR 118, 7483 Tromholt, S., 1902, Catalog der in Norwegen bis Juni 1878
Neuhauser, D.L. & Neuhauser, R., 2014a, Halo-Code unad-Hal  beobachteten Nordlichter, Dybwad Kristiania (publishé&dra
Vergessenheit, in: Wolfschmidt, G. (Ed.) Prdazer Himmel the death of the author by editor Schroeter, J.F.)
Uber Tubingen - Barocksternwarten - LandesvermessungTewnsend, L.W., Stephens, D.L., Hoff, J.L., Zapp, E.N., dsa
HochenergieastrophysitNuncius Hamburgensis, Vol. 28, in ~ H.M., Miller, T.M., Campbell, C.E., Nichols, T.F., 2006, Ad

press (english version in preparation) SpR 38, 226
Neuhauser, D.L. & Neuhauser, R., 2014b, AN, to be submhitteTsurutani, B.T., Gonzales, W.D., Lakhina, G.S., Alex, 102,
August 2014 JGR 108, 1268

Neuhauser, R., Wolk, S.J., Torres, G., Preibisch, T.,tS8atialha, Usoskin, I.G., 2013, Living Rev. Solar Physics 10, 1 (Sef3)0
N.M., Hatzes, A., Frink, S., Wichmann, R., Covino, E., Alsal Usoskin, I.G. & Kovaltsov, G.A., 2010, SoPh 261, 353
J.M., Brandner, W., Walter, F.M., Sterzik, M.F., 1998, A&A Usoskin, I.G. & Kovaltsov, G.A., 2012, ApJ 757, 92

334, 873 Usoskin, I.G. & Kovaltsov, G.A., 2014, arXiv:1401.5945
Neuhauser’ R_’ Koeltzsch, A., RaetZ, S_’ Schmldt’ TO\BJ', USOSkIn, I.G., SO|ankI, S.K., KOVSJISOV, G.A., Beer, J.OK’I’GI’, B.,

grauer, M., Young, N., Bertoldi, F., Roell, T., Eisenbeigs, 2006, Geophys. Res. L. 33, L08107 o

Hohle, M.M., Vanko, M., Ginski, C., Rammo, W., Moualla, Usoskin, .G, Kromer, B., Ludlow, F., Beer, J., Friedridh, Ko-

M., Broeg, C., 2009, AN 330, 493 valtsov, G.A., Solanki, S.K., Wacker, L., 2013, A&A 552, L3

Neuhauser R., Hambaryan V.V,, Tetzlaff N., Hohle M.M.,dgis USOskin, I.G., Hulot, G., Gallet, Y., et al., 2014, A&AL56210
beiss T., 2011, ‘Constraints on neutron-star theories frofn den Bergh, S., 1973, PASP 85, 335
nearby neutron star observations’, In: 11th Symposium on Nyan Leeuwen, F., 2007.’ ARA 474’ 653 .
clei in the Cosmos Conf. Proc. Paper, Invited Talk (held July'e'ra' L.E.A., Solanki, S.K., Krivova, N.A., Usoskin, 12011,

s . A&A 531, 6
zfii?/,'fl'ii'giffrg)’ N press Vogt, S.S., Hatzes, A.P., Misch, A.A., Kiirster, M., 1999121,
Pt 547
Nogami, D., Notsu, Y., Honda, S., Maehara, H., Notsu, S,
Shibayama, T., Shibata, K., 2014, arXiv:1402.3772 VO””A“fgfbg/'" Beer, J., Muscheler, R., 2006, J. Geophys. Rés.

Notsu, Y., Shibayama, T., Maehara, H., et al., 2013, ApJ I21,

Pavlov, A.K., Blinov, A.V., Vasilyev, G.I., Vdovina, M.AVolkov,
P.A., Konstantinov, A.N., Ostryakov, V.M., 2013a, AstL 39
571

Pavlov, A.K., Blinov, A.V., Konstantinov, A.N., OstryakpV.M.,
Vasilyev, G.I., Vdovina, M.A., Volkov, P.A., 2013b, MNRAS
435, 2878

Payne-Gaposchkin, C., 1952, Ann. Hard. Coll. Obs. 115, 219

Preibisch, T., Neuhauser, R., Alcala, J.M., 1995, A&A 3043

Preibisch, T., Neuhauser, R., Stanke T., 1998, A&A 338, 923

Reale, F., 2007, A&A 471, 27

Walter, F.M., 2001, ApJ 549, 433

Walter, F.M. & Lattimer, J.M., 2002, ApJ 576, L145

'Walter, F.M., Wolk, S.J., Neuhauser, R., 1996, Nat 379, 233

Walter, F.M., Eisenbeiss, T., Lattimer, J.M., Kim, B., Haanyan,
V., Neuhauser, R., 2010, ApJ 724, 669

Wheatland, M.S., Sturrock, P.A., McTiernan, J.M., 1998) 409,
448

Yiou, F., Raisbeck, G.M., Baumgartner, S., et al., 1997, do-G
phys. Res. 102, 26783

Yonenobu, D., & Takenaka, C., 1998, Radiocarbon 40, 367

Zank, G.P., Rice, W.K.M., Wu C.C., 2000, JGR, 105, 25079

(© 2011 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Www.an-journal.org


http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.7276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.0447
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.3772
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5945

Astron. Nachr. / AN (2011)

803

Zimmerman, R., 1998, Astronomy, Nov. issue, 46

www.an-journal.org

Fig.1 Solar activity proxies around the AD 1908 Jun 30
Tunguska event (1902-1915): (a) aa-index, both monthly in
black and yearly in red. (b)’Be flux in atoms cm? s~!

with 1-yr time resolution (Dye-3 from Beer et al. 1990).
(c) '°Be flux in atoms cm? s~! with 1-yr time resolution
(NGRIP from Berggren et al. 2009ab). (H)C data in p.m.
from IntCal09 with 5-yr time resolution in red (Reimer et
al. 2009), with 1-yr time resolution in black (Stuiver et al.
1998b), and from Yonenobu & Takenaka (1998) in blue
(from trees in Tunguska) and green (trees from Japan) -
all plotted 2.5 yr ahead of their measurement time (in the
northern summer of a tree ring yearhence incorporated at
epochz.5), because they were produced in the atmosphere
~ 2.5 yr earlier due to the carbon cycle. The small rise
seen in'4C from 1909 to 1913 is just the normal modu-
lation due to the Schwabe cycle. as sunspots decrease to
their minimum in 1913.6. (e) Monthly sunspot group num-
bers in black (Hoyt & Schatten 1998) and yearly aurorae
from Legrand & Simon (1987) in red. The dotted line in-
dicates the date of the Tunguska event: AD 1908 Jun 30.
There is no signal if°Be nor'“4C. We agree with Melott

et al. (2010) by concluding that the Tunguska event did not
bring in any detectablé’Be nor'*C. (Yonenobu & Tak-
enaka (1998) found a small overabundance found in trees
grown in 1909, i.e. they did not take the carbon cycle into
consideration (that it takes one to few years until the event
is seen in trees), and their presumable effect was found to
be a purely botanical effect by Suess (1965); we see their
Tunguska tree data as blue dots (and their Japanese controll
sample as green dots) in panel (d), all plotted as usual 2.5
yr ahead of their measurements; we conclude that their data
are consistent with the other data plotted within their erro
bars.)
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