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containing accreting millisecond X-ray pulsars (AMXPs).e
SAX J 1808.4-3658 (Wijnands & van der Klis 1998), and in

" T NomaPuesl observing the transition link from an X-ray binary to a radio
5| o MsPs cesd ] pulsar PSR J1023)038 (Archibald et al. 2009). At the end of
Binaries T the accretion phase (accreted mass greater 2.9, the neu-

tron star magnetic field may arrive at a bottom value of about
10° — 10° G and its spin period may reach a minimum of about
a few milliseconds. A millisecond pulsar is formed (van den
Heuvel & Bitzaraki 1995ab; Urpin, Geppert & Konenkov 1998).
The accretion-induced field-decay and spin-up torque make t
magnetic field and spin period (Hobbs & Manchester 2004;
Manchester et al. 2005) to change fr@n- 10*! — 10'® G and
P ~ a few seconds t® ~ 10° - 10° G andP ~ a few mil-
80 25 20 45 40 05 00 05 10 15 liseconds. It is the recycling process that leads to the daho
LOGIP(s)] distribution of radio pulsars.
In this paper, we examine the accretion-induced field-decay
and spin-up model of Zhang & Kojima (2006) for these recy-
Fig. 1. Magnetic fields and spin periods of observed pulsars (dafied pulsars. We investigate thefférences in model-predicted
taken from the ATNF pulsar catalogue). Black dots are normBland P distributions with dfferent initial conditions. We also
pulsars. Red dots represent MSPs. Green triangles arerpulsampare those distributions with currently observed ofbss
in binaries. The "spin-up line” represents the minimum spirpaper is organized as the following. Section 2 gives an osarv
period to which a spin-up process may proceed in an Eddingtai the model. We describe the input parameters necessang in t
limited accretion, while the "death-line” corresponds tpaar calculations of field and spin evolutions and analyze theltes
cap voltage below which the pulsar activity is likely to sshit in Section 3. Section 4 contains discussions and summary.
off (Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991).

LOG[B(G)]

1. The model

Radio pulsars are found to be of two kinds, i.e., normal p
sars, with magnetic fiel& ~ 10*? G and spin period® ~ a few
seconds, and millisecond pulsars (MSPs), which have low-magneutron star in a binary, with an initial magnetic field obaip
netic fields B ~ 10° — 10° G) and short spin period®(< 20 By ~ 10'2 G and an initial spin period of abo&% ~ a few sec-
ms, e.g. Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991; Lorimer 200®)nds, can accrete material from its companion and forms-an ac
These bimodal distributions in magnetic fields and spinqekyi cretion disk. When the ram pressure of accretion materizlsg
are shown, e.g., in Fig. 1 in Wang et al. (2011) and also iflFigthe magnetic pressure, a magnetosphere forms. As a result, a
of this paper, which, with data taken from ATNF pulsar catdsoundary layer appears between the innermost disk and mag-
logue, shows a large population of normal pulsars and a smaletosphere due to the transition for rotating velocity afspha
population of MSPs. These two populations are connectdd witom Keplerian to the spin velocity of the neutron star (laogv
a thin bridge of pulsars in binaries. Moreover, most MSPs ageSunyaev 1999). In this layer, the accreted matter will bareh
in binary systems. It has long been proposed that MSPs aeded onto the polar patches by the field lines, where the com-
formed through a recycling process in which neutron stars giressed accreted matter causes the expansion of magnletic po
crete material from their low-mass companions and are spmone in two directions, downward and equatorward (Zhang &
up by the angular momentum carried by the accreted materighjima 2006). Therefore, the magnetic flux in the polar zane i
During this phase, the magnetic field is buried by the acdretdiluted, and more matter is accreted to the polar cap afigseis
material and decays (Alpar et al. 1982; Taam & van den Heuvelthe surface of the neutron star. Finally, the polar cap are
1986; Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991; Radhakrishnpands and occupies the entire neutron stars surface, anthtie
& Srinivasan 1982; Bhattacharya & Srinivasan 1995; van deretic flux is buried in the equatorial area. The magnetospiser
Heuvel 2004). These objects are therefore called recyclsBd then compressed to the neutron star surface, leading tojaectob
(Taam & van den Heuvel 1986; Bhattacharya & van den Heuwelth weak fields in large scale (about10® G) and very strong
1991, van den Heuvel 2004). fields in small scale (about 10'* G). Meanwhile, the angular

The evolutionary precursors of recycled MSPs are wideipomentum carried by the accreted matter spins up the neutron
believed to be pulsars in binaries with high magnetic fielgtar, forming a MSP with the spin period of a few milliseconds
(B ~ 10" - 10" G) and long spin periodR ~ a few sec-
onds, Bhattacharya & van den Heuvel 1991; Liu, van Paradgs2 M ic field evoluti
& van den Heuvel 2007; Lorimer 2010). It is evident tHat — agnetic field evolution
andP of normal pulsars and recycled pulsars are correlated Wifased on the above accretion-induced field-decay and gpin-u
the duration of accretion phase and the total amount of tetremodel, the accretion-induced field and spin evolution isinietd
mass (Taam & van den Heuvel 1986; Shibazaki et al. 198halytically: (Zhang & Kojima 2006)

Wijers 1997). If a neutron star accretes a small amount omas

from its companion, e.g+ 0.001M, — 0.01M,, a recycled pul- Bt

sar with mildly weak field and short spin perioB ¢ 10'° G, ®= (1-[Cev—-1P) @)
P ~ 50 ms) will be formed (e.g. Francischelli, Wijers & Brown

2002), like PSR 191816 and PSR J0737-3039 (Lyne et alwhere we haVQ/ - M, the accreted massM = Mt, the
2004; Kramer 2006). Strong supporting evidences for thig-re Mo

cling idea have been found in low mass X-ray binaries (LMXBsyust massMg ~ 0.2Ms, andC = 1+ /1-x5 ~ 2 with

ufl. The recycling process
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X2 = (2—;)4/7. Bo = B(t = 0) is the initial field strength and system is characterized by the magnetic field and spin period
B is the bottom magnetic field, which is defined by the newvhich are related to the initial magnetic field, initial spieriod,
tron star magnetosphere radius matching the stellar raicius accretion rate, accretion time, and the mass and radiusitriare
Ruw(Bf) = R Ry is defined aRy = ¢Ra where Alfvén radius stars. In computing the model-prediction®fand P, we adopt

Ra = 3.2% 1080m|\'/|—2/7#4/7m—1/7 (Elsner & Lamb 1977; Ghosh these input parameters as the following:
& Lamb 1977). The model dependent parametés about 0.5 (1) All precursors to recycled MSPs are assumed to be normal
(Ghosh & Lamb 1979b; Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983; Frank et apu!sars with magnetic field of aboBp ~ 10*2 G and spin period
2002).I\7I17 is the accretion rate in units of 10g/s. ugo is the of about a few seconds. According to the data taken from ATNF
magnetic moment in units of 390G cn?. The massn = M/M, catalogue, the loB and logP distributions of normal pulsars

is in the unit of solar mass. According to this model, the bof2n be well described by a Gaussian function (see Wang et al.
tom field of neutron stars is determined by the condition that 2011) We the_ref_ore take Iogr_10rma_| distributions as t_hemﬂpf
magnetosphere radius equals the neutron stars radiusgZnarinitidl magnetic fields and spin periods. The probabilitysiey

Kojima 2006). Using the relatioRw (Bs) = R, we can obtain the function reads,

bottom field, 1 1 x-
. pO) = —=— exp(- 5[], (6)
M1 1. -8 7 Vo T
Br = 132X 1OSG(M18)2m4R6 ¢ (2)  wherey is the mean value of the distribution, ands the stan-
) . dard deviation. We takg = logB(G) = 12 ando- = 0.5 for
whereMg = M/10* g/s andRg = R/10° cm. the B distribution (see e.g. Hartman et al. 1997; Hobbs et al.

2011; Kaspi 2010; Wang et al. 2011) and= logP(s) = 0 and

o = 0.4 for the P distribution (see e.g. Lorimer 2010 and ref-
erences therein). The range Bfand P to consider is taken as
During the accretion phase, the neutron star is spun up by Be= 10'%° - 10*° G andP, = 0.1 - 30 s, respectively.

angular momentum carried by the accreted matter. The sp#) The accretion rate is taken in the range friin= 10'° g/s
evolves according to the following relation given by Gosh & M = 10'® g/s (see e.g. Wijers 1997) and is assumed to be

1.3. Spin evolution

Lamb (1979b): constant during the whole process. The duration of the tioore
phase is in the range front = 107 yr to At = 10° yr. Most sys-
—P = 58x 105[(ﬂ)7%R;72|251 tems may accrete. D— 0.2M,, at the end of the accretion phase
Mo (see Shapiro & Teukolsky 1983). However, in some binary sys-

tems, the maximum accretion mass can lte-M.8M,, (van den
Heuvel 2011), depending on the intrinsic properties of §® s

where we define the parameters, the surface Bgjd= B/10'2 tem. We adopt Iognormgl dis_tributions (see Hqg. 6) for theacc
G, the moment of inertidus = 1/10"g cr?, the X-ray bright- tion rate and the accretion time. The mean values and stndar

ness [ = GMM/R) Lz in units of 167 erg's, respectively. The deviations arg: = logM(g/s) = 17, = 0.1 for the accretion
dimensionless parametefws) is the fastness parameter, whosE€ andu = logAt(yr) = 8, o = 0.4 for the accretion time re-

2 3
xBI(PLi)n(ws) syrt, (3)

expression is given by Gosh & Lamb (1979b), spectively. L
(3) According to recent statistics of neutron star mass (see
1- ws/wc Zhang et al. 2011), we consider a Gaussian massdistribution
Nws) = 1.4 (ﬁ) (4)  with the mean at 1.4M,, and the standard deviation equal to
® 0.2 Mg, within therangefrom 0.9 Mg t0 2.2 M.
wherews is defined as (4) It is widely believed that the neutron star radius is akidu
Q. M o757 67t 37 km2. V\/ke consider a uniform distribution of the radius from 10 k
ws= G R 1.35[( Mo) Re1BYPILY T, (5) to20km.

with Qs being the stellar spin frequency afil is the Keplarian » > pistribution of recycled MSPs

frequency.ws is the ratio parameter of the angular velocities

which describes the relative importance of stellar rotaiod \We calculated the finaB and P according to the accretion-

plays a significant role in our entire understanding of aimngo inducedB andP evolution model described in sectibh 1. In or-

the rotating magnetic neutron stars (Elsner & Lamb 1977;gBhoder to produce the model-predicted distribution, we geteera

& Lamb 1977; Li & Wang 1996, 1999; Shapiro & Teukolskylarge number of input parameter random samples from the in-

1983). For a slowly rotating magnetic neutron stag, < 1. put parameter distributions mentioned in secfion 2. HeDént

wc depends on several properties of the system (Gosh & La®@mputation runs with 300, 3000 and 30000 samples were per-

1979b) and is taken to be 0.35 in this computation. formed to examine how many samples are needed to have a con-
verged result. Fid.]2 shows tiigeandP distributions of recycled

o MSPs obtained with 300, 3000 and 30000 random samples, re-

2. Band P distributions of MSPs spectively. We can see that, with the initial conditions sidn

ered in sectiof 211, the Zhang & Kojima (2006) model indeed

expects the magnetic fields of recycled MSPs are 8£10° G,

According to the accretion-induced field-decay and spin-wigmd their spin periods are a few milliseconds. We dividedehe

model by Zhang & Kojima (2006), a pulsar with strong magnetidistributions into histograms with bin size of 0.1 and conagla

field (e.g.B ~ 10*? G) and slow rotation® ~ a few seconds) in their difference with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (K-S) t¢Br ess

a binary system may be spun up to become a millisecond pulstal. 1992). For the comparison d distributions between 300

via accretion, and the magnetic field decays to a bottom valaed 3000 samples, the K-S statistic gives a 86.1% probabilit

(B ~ 1% - 10° G) during this phase. The final state of a recycledf the two being drawn from the same parent distribution.tTha

2.1. Input parameters
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Fig.3. B and P input distributions with narrow and wide Gaussian widthee(upper panels) and their resultant fiahnd P
distributions (the lower panels).

o so00 R usually defined as pulsars with spin period less than 20 rgs. Fi
SSsosamles || g S0 eemnes [ shows theB and P distributions of observed MSPs. Because
N of the wide ranges of the input parameters, we have some MSPs
with longer computed spin periods (see FElg. 2). The comparis
with observation is conducted for spin periods shorter th@n
ms, and the computel and P distributions for these recycled
pulsars are plotted in Fifj] 5. Again using the K-S test, wentbu
that the degree of similarity for thi distributions is 62% and
that of theP distributions is 73%. We also performed & test
to check the consistency between the model predictedaistri
tions and observed ones. The errors in the observed ditstritzu
are assigned ag/N; for each bin, wherd\; is the number of ob-
_ served recycled pulsars in tli bin. They? value is 228 (19
PP =SSR s degrees of freedom) for thB distribution, which corresponds
LOGIB(G)] LOGIP(s)] to a null hypothesis probability of 24.6%, and.@§11 degrees
] o of freedom) for theP distribution, which correspondsto a 12.0%
Fig.2. The computed and P distributions of recycled MSPs || hypothesis probability. Both the K-S test ayfctest indicate
with different numbers of random input samples. The left (righi)at the consistency between the currently observedialigions
panel is tth (I?) d|str.|but|on. As discussed in the text, the comgnd the Zhang & Kojima (2006) model prediction is roughly at
puted distributions with 30000 random samples are goodgmol oyt the so-called &-level. In other words, although not of a

andkare the ones used for comparison with observation in thigh degree of similarity, they are not inconsistent to eattler.
work.
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2.3. B and P evolutions of recycled MSPs
probability for the two distributions of 3000 and 30000 sdesp ] ] ]
is 100.0%. For thé® distributions, that probability is 64.9% for Fig-[@ displays theB and P evolutionary tracks during the ac-
that of 300 and 3000 samples, and again reaches 100.0% for figtion phase with initially slowly rotating and highly ey
of 3000 and 30000 samples. We therefore content ourseldas Wized progenitors. In this calculation, we took the initrabg-
the results obtained with 30000 random samples. netic field asBy = 5 x 10'? G and the initial spin period as
Although the initial conditions, that is, input paramefars Po = 1 s. Accretion rates of #8g/s, 137 g/s, and 16° g/s were
described in section 2.1 are quite commonly adopted, we fgansidered. These tracks were fO||0WQd qntll the accretassm
ther checked the sensitivity of the model prediction restot eached IMo. The upper right panel in Fig] 6 shows that the
the variation in the distribution of the input parameters. itged Magnetic field decays with the accumulation of the accreted m
different input widths of the lognorma@ and P distributions, terial and that the bottom values of magnetic fields coreedath
which are 0.375 (instead of 0.5) f@& and 0.2 (instead of 0.4) the accretion rates. The lower left panel shows that theaputs
for P. The ranges exploited for ti@andP distributions are the tates faster and faster when accreting more and more mass and
same as in sectidn 2.1. These input distributions and the-corthe spin period is insensitive to the accretion rate aftereting
sponding computed fin& andP distributions are shown Fif] 3. @bout 0001IM.
Based on the K-S test, the similarity between the final digtri
tions obtained with narrow and wide inputs is 100.0%, fohbo
B andP distributions. They are insensitive to mild variation o
their progenitor distributions. We tested the accretion-induced field-decay and spin-upeimod
Finally, we compared the model-predictBdand P distri- for recycled MSPs (Zhang & Kojima 2006, Wang et al. 2011).
butions with currently observed ones. The observed MSPs émeour computation, we considered lognormal distributiofs

. Discussion and Summary
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Fig.6. B andP evolution in the recycling process. The upper left panelghtihe joint evolution oB andP. The upper right and
lower left panels are their evolution as a function of acmlahassAM. The solid, dashed, and dotted lines are the evolutionary
tracks with the accretion rate of ¥0y/s, 13 g/s, and 18° g/s, respectively. The initiaB andP are taken a8y = 5x 10*? G and

Po = 1 s. The lower right panel is a zoom-in view of the lower lefbphbin a linear scale for spin periods shorter than 5 ms.

initial B andP in the range o8y = 10'%° — 10 G andPy, = matter (e.g. Romanova 2008; Kulkarni & Romanova et al. 2008)
0.1-30 s, a Gaussian neutron star mass distribution in the rarvgeaich in turn may modify the field strength evolution and then
of M = 0.9-2.2M, a uniform neutron star radius distribution inperturb the spin evolution. During the accretion, the atmne
R =10-20km, , alognormal distribution of the accretion rate inate may change due to changes of the system and some insta-
M = 106 — 10 g/s and of the accretion time ifit = 10’ — 10°  bilities, which can lead to the flerence between the theoretical
yr. We found that the computdglandP distributions of recycled results and the actual values.
MSPs are insensitive to mild variations in the width of thiiah It is generally believed that there are two possible ways to
distributions. Based on the K-S test aptitest, we found that form MSPs, i.e. the standard accretion-induced field-decaly
the Zhang & Kojima (2006) model prediction is consistentwitspin-up model and accretion-induced collapse of white &war
observation at the #~level. (AIC). Due to the conservation of magnetic flux during the-col
The accretion-induced field-decay model is based on the ii%g)f:ﬁgwhrgggrﬁ?gi’i;] des“gﬁcTZ;cg?ggixng:g direA?;]%icgtﬁdtﬁo
alized idea of dilution of polar magnetic flux due to accretio number of MSPs formed via AIC is no more than 20% (Zhang

All the possible instabilities are ignored. Besides, a tamts etal. 2011), this may also contribute to make the obseB/ad

accretion rate is assumed during the whole accretion psoce§ ;.. . X
There are, however, some specialities for each system,&sjc%i?ﬁégb\zgoonnslyoghgig igg:g%vgfgg{sem from that of MSPs

the influence of thermal and viscous instabilities of theretbon . .
disk and the propellerfiect on the mass transfer process. The SOMe selectionfEects should also be noted when comparing
orbital angular momentum loss of the system and its causgs nf3¢ model prediction with observation. For example, therspi
also have somefiect on the finaB andP state. The numerous down energy loss raté o« 2;, is related to the radio power of a
plasma instabilities, such as the Rayleigh-Taylor inditgtand ~ pulsar. MSPs with relativer; stronger magnetic fields araftein
the Kelvin-Helmholtz instability (Ghosh & Lamb 1979a), mayspin periods are easier to be observed.

result in the penetration of the magnetosphere, prying té fi  Owing to the ohmic dissipation, the buried field may

lines aside and azimuthally wrapping the field lines by ttek dire-emerge after accretion (e.g. Young & Chanmugam 1995;
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. o Fig.5. The computed and P distributions of recycled MSPs
Fig.4. The B andP distributions of observed MSPs (data takeqith spin periods shorter than 20 ms.
from the ATNF pulsar catalogue).

deformation’, which leads to the emission of gravitationaves

Bhattacharya 2008). Besides, If the magnetic field of remycland the loss of angular momentum, in particularly because of
pulsars arrive at the bottom value at this stage and the timere IS Strong dependence on the spin frequency to the 5th power
has not yet ended, the accumulation of material may spineip {§-9- Bildsten 1998; Haskell & Patruno 2011; Patruno, Higke
recycled pulsar further. However, the magnetic field of reut DAngelo 2011). On the other hand, however, the magnetic-bra

stars will not decay. The magnetic flux carried by the plasnf3d resulting from the action of stellar wind indirectly cas
accreted onto the neutron star surface may increase theoneugWay the angular momentum (Rappaport, Verbunt & Joss 1983),
star surface field strength. which is more €icient than gravitational radiation by about 2

We also plot theB and P evolutionary scenarios during theC/d€rs of magnitude in some close systems (Kalogera, Kolb &
accretion process in Fig] 6. All of these plots show that tH&Ng 1998). Furthermore, the magnetic spin equilibriumiset
iskkmagnetosphere coupling seems successful in explaining the

bottom magnetic field strength isftérent for diferent accre- - ; . -
tion rates and that the minimum period is insensitive to the a2k of submillisecond pulsars (D’Angelo & Spruit 2011; Kaa

cretion rate at the end of the accretion phase. After aatrete St @ 2011). In supplement to thosficets, the results of the

Mo, the spin period reaches about 1 ms. If the there is eno'ﬁﬂ:retion-induced fi(;ld—dr?cayrz]a_nd sg)lin-up model as prede_i:;n(; d
mass that can be accreted (e.g. M2), the spin period can be 1S Paper suggest that the achievable minimum spin ped

shorter than one millisecond, forming a submilliseconcspul 1 the recycling process may depend mainly on the amount of
It is claimed that the maximum accreted mass is B8 un- MaSS available for accretion, before the limiting shonpestod

der the assumption of M., companion star van den Heuvel &S€t PY the magnetic spin equilibrium is reached.
Bitzaraki 1995a; Wijers 1997. From the recent statisticeef-
tron stard MXB (Liu, van Paradijs & van den Heuvel 2007)
most neutron stafsMXBs have the companion mass of 0.
M. According to the accretion-induced field-decay and spift¥e appreciate very much the valuable comments from anony-
up model, the spin period can reach the value of 1.1-1.2 ms afeus referees, which improved this paper a lot. This work was
ter accreting 0.7-0.8/4,. So far, the observed shortest periogartially supported by the National Natural Science Fotinda

for MSPs is 1.4 ms (Hessels et al. 2006), and that for milliseaf China (NSFC 10773017) and the National Basic Research
ond X-ray pulsars is 1.6 ms (e.g. Patruno 2010). Those two spirogram of China (2009CB824800). It was also supported by
frequencies, 716 Hz and 620 Hz, are both lower than than ttie National Science Council of Taiwan under grant NSC 99-
believed break-up spin frequeney1000 Hz (e.g. Lattimer & 2112-M-007-017-MY3.

Prakash 2004). Models to explain the lack of submillisecond

pulsars have been proposed, including angular momentuwsn los

due to gravitational radiation and the magnetic spin eoilim. References

A significant quadrupole moment may exist due to some 0scilajpar M. A, Cheng A. F. & Ruderman M. A. et al. 1982, Naturep3d28
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