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ABSTRACT

We study the exceptionally short (32-41 ms) precursors ofitkermediate-duration thermonuclear X-ray bursts olekwith the
Rossi X-ray Timing Explorer from the neutron stars in 4U 06189 and 2S 0918-549. They exhibit photon fluxes that surpase tht
the Eddington limit later in the burst by factors of 2.6 t0.3/le are able to explain both the short duration and the sEddimgton
flux by mildly relativistic outflow velocities of (c to 0.3c subsequent to the thermonuclear shell flashes on the nesttnan These
are the highest velocities ever measured from any thernbesuftash. The precursor rise times are also exceptionadist:sabout 1
ms. This is inconsistent with predictions for nuclear flamg®ading laterally as deflagrations and suggests detosatistead. This
is the first time that a detonation is suggested for such doshagnition column depthy(g, ~ 10'° g cnT?). The detonation would
possibly require a faster nuclear reaction chain, such padsyng thex-capture ont?C with the much fastet>C(p, y)**N(«, p)*f0
process previously proposed. We confirm the possibility déenation, albeit only in the radial direction, througle gimulation
of the nuclear burning with a large nuclear network and atagmeropriate ignition depth, although it remains to be sebather
the Zel'dovich criterion is met. A detonation would also yide the fast flame spreading over the surface of the neutamts
allow for the short rise times. This needs to be supportedubyré two-dimensional calculations of flame spreading atrétevant
column depth. As an alternative to the detonation scenasospeculate on the possibility that the whole neutron stfase burns
almost instantly in the auto-ignition regime. This is mated by the presence of 150 ms precursors with 30 ms rise timssne
superexpansion bursts from 4U 1820-30 at low ignition calutepths of~ 10° g cnT2.
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1. Introduction Most of the X-ray burst signal is due to cooling of the burned
layer. The cooling time, or burst duration, scales with tm@ant
Thermonuclear shell flashes on neutron stars (NSS) hgghjing matter, therefore with the thickness of the lageg.,
up. the _photospheres to typical temperatures of 19 in't Zand et al/ 2014). Most bursts ignite at a column depth of
giving rise to Type | X-ray bursts| (Grindlay etlal. 1976;, ~ 108 g cnr? and have durations of 1 min. At the

= . =Ty ‘ — n Hie
Woosley & Taam 1976; Maraschi & Cavalizre 1977; 10ss 197¢iher end of the spectrum are the so-called superburstsgwith

Swank etal.| 1977] Lamb & Lamb 1978; Lewin et al. 1993;... L 1-12 2 i
Strohmayer & Bildsten 2006). The primary fuel for such flash%:ctlgn 1C(gu'pgr;r?]2ﬁg;se Zg’g;_ 20%)%1: Cur?w(r:]rirnra Eré?l(;j;;?%r(])%l'
(hydrogen and helium) is provided by the companion staren ti& o maver & Browh 2002; Keek & in't Zahd 2008). Bursts that
hOS“F‘g low-mass X-ray _bmary (LMXB). CL_Jr_rentIy, abou_t 1003st ~ 1 hr are called intermediate duration bursts and have
bursting NSs are known in (_)urga}laxy, prowdmgagalactlﬁﬁlaintermediate ignition column depths §f, ~ 10©° g cnr2

rate of a few per hour. Luminosities often reaei0*° erg s*, (in"t Zand et all 2005; Cumming et/al. 2006). These are of spe-
making X-ray bursts easily detectable throughoutthe galax .ja| jnterest here. They are thought to arise when thereéd-ar

. hIn tE_e past two deﬁades, the.har\I/est of X-ray bursts Wag ey thick pile of helium on a relatively cool NS. On a cold
rich. This is due to the Proportional Counter Array (PCA\g the ignition temperature is reached deeper in the epeelo
on RXTE (1995-2012; e.g., Jahoda etal. 2006; Galloway et gl the thick ignition layer. Such ignition conditions aead-
2008), the Wide Field Cameras on BeppoSAX (1996-200gt,nd (in 't Zand et all 2007) in ultracompact X-ray biies
e.g.,LJageretal 199 Cin tZand et ‘_al. 2(.)04_) and JEM-X UCXBSs), in which the NS is accompanied by a hydrogen-poor
INTEGRAL (launched in 2003 and still active; e.9., Lund €t ahg|iym-rich white dwarf in a compact orbit of period lessrtha
2003), each yielding at least 2100 burst detecflombe instru- " (e.g. Nelson et 8. 1986). The white dwarf is thought to
ment with the largest photon collecting area is the PCA, e_uab be the hydrogen-poor core of a star denuded in the past of its
8000 cnt, compared to a few hundred érfor the other two in- hydrogen-rich atmosphere by the accretion process. tgnitf

struments. This yields, for a few-keV blackbody spectruinsh yicy helium piles on cool NSs will provide the highest nule
ing at the Eddington limit at a distance equal to that of tHaga power.

tic center, typical photon rates of 46™1. The PCA data, there-
fore, are particularly well suited to the study of X-ray ksrat
millisecond timescale.

The luminosity during an X-ray burst is determined by the
fuel amount and composition, which dictates specific reacti
rates through the associated nuclear reaction chain. In &0%

! These are collected in the 'MINBAR’ database (Galloway ét athe bursts|(Galloway et al. 2008) the luminosity is high egtou
2010), see URhttp://burst.sci.monash.edu/minbar that it reaches the Eddington limit. This happens partityla
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Fig. 1. (Top panels) Light curves of the major parts of the burstsoliethe burst from 4U 061409 as measured in 6-50 keV with
HETE-II-FREGATE (Kuulkers et al. 2010) and right from 2S @3349 as measured in 2-60 keV with the PCA (in't Zand et al.
2011). In both bursts, the end of the photospheric expamiase ('touch-down point’) occurs at 75 s, recognizableesak in the
6-50 keV flux for 4U 061409 and as a dip in the 2-30 keV flux for 2S 0918-549. (Bottom [g@r#oomed in light curves of the
same burst at 2 ms resolution, as measured with the PCA. Tiigisg¢ime-resolution measurementsten from regular data gaps
due to telemetry saturation. The drop at the end of 4U 8694s due to the PCA being slewed away from the source. No di@ad t
corrections were applied.

when the energy production is dominated by helium burning There are two hypotheses about the nature of the expanded
via the 3r process and subsequemicaptures. Although he- photosphere in superexpansion bursts. Both attribute fieete
lium burning yields only roughly /B of the energy per nucleonto an expansion to at least ®l@m, in line with the observa-
that hydrogen burning does, the reaction rate overcompensaion (e.g./ Molkov et al. 2000) that not only the burst raidiat
this to an extent that the nuclear power froma Burning is fades, but also the accretion radiation since the X-raytamit
higher than from CNO hydrogen burning (Fujimoto et al. 198%ortion of the accretion disk is covered by the expanded NS
Bildsten| 1998). When the power reaches the Eddington linghotosphere. The first hypothesis (argued by, e.g., Wadibat
(i.e., most nuclear power transforms to radiation, excegsp 11982; | Ebisuzakiet all 1983; Paczynski & Proszynski 1986;
bly during superbursts, see Cumming et al. 2006), the NSophafdoss & Melia 1987; Nobili et al. 1994) entails a steady-dtate
sphere expands due to radiation pressure. The photosphlere welocity (< 0.01c) wind. lin’'t Zand & Weinberg [(2010) noted
at the same time, cool adiabatically (e.g., Grindlay €t 88). two problems with this model. First, it does not explain why
When the expansion is large enough (we call this 'superexpadhe photosphere returns to the NS surface fairly quicklyilevh
sion’; lin 't Zand & Weinberg 2010), the temperature will movehe luminosity does not change as fast and is still Eddington
out of the bandpass and the X-ray signal is lost (Tawara et inited. Second, it does not explain why the superexpansion
19844,b| Lewin et al. 1984). The signal returns when the phddration is independent of burst duration, equivalent ta-ig
tosphere moves back to the NS and the superexpansion ptiase depth. Therefore, in’t Zand & Weinberg (2010) propose
is over. One is left with the appearance of a precursor. #rint that something important happens during the initial stéfghe
mediate duration bursts are due to helium burning, a highilunburst, when the quasi-static wind has not established ket: t
nosity and superexpansion is particularly expected simeéuel expulsion of a shell, like in a nova, which expands and cools
amount is large and the nuclear reaction rate high. whereby the radiation moves below the bandpass. The shell
keeps expanding during the 'dark’ stage, being driven byinen
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ued Eddington-limited radiation pressure. It dilutes aaitdthe Table 1. Basic parameters of the two bursts (some information
end of the superexpansion stage, becomes optically thithig\t from|Kuulkers et al. 2010 and in't Zand et/al. 2011).
point the NS underneath shines through it, still radiatintha

Eddington limit. The apparent radius is a mix of the far-awayarameter 4U 06109 2S5 0918-549
shell, which scatters the NS emission, and the NS and drops @ime (MJD) 51944.91157 54504.12698
a timescale of a few seconds. The NS photosphere still exliatDate 2001-Feb-04 2008-Feb-08
at the Eddington limit and is slightly expanded. This is ke RXTE ObsID 50031-01-03-05  93416-01-05-00
the quasi-static wind argued by, e.g., Paczynski & Proska'ynspcuS 0.1,2,3 5 0,2 5
(1986) and Joss & Melid (1987). It is less expanded than pr&luence (erg cr) 317> 10° 1.90x 107
dicted ¢ 102 km instead of 182 km), possibly because ad. energy outp. (€rg) 8x10° 7% 10°

S ; : A Peak flux (erg cm?s™t) 2.66x 1077 1.18x 1077
those predictions do not take into account line driving irea r Timescale (5) 120 160
pombined gas (_expelling the upper cooler parts of the Winql (S%recursor duratign(ms) 411 3041
in't Zand & Weinbergl 2010, for a more detailed discussion)syperexpansion duration (s) ~ 1:4%01 1.250.01
Joss & Melia |(1987) show that it takes about 1 s for a wind t@ouch-down point (s) 7% 5 75+ 5
reach a static state. It may be during this dynamic stagettieat |gnition column depth (g cn?) 8x10° (1-2)x 10w
geometrically thin optically thick shell is expelled, acdimg to  Bol. pers. flux (erg crmés™)  3.77x 10°° 55x 10710
in't Zand & Weinberg I(2010). Interestingly, for a tempenatu (1.4% of peak flux) (0.5%)

of 2 1 GK, the opacity becomes smaller because it is dominatetThe timescale is defined as the fluence divided by peak flux (see
by Compton instead of Thompson scattering. As a result, th€alloway et all_2008): The precursor duration is measured between
Eddington limit increases going into the flash layer by adact the times that the precursor rises above and decays belov 8% o
of up to five (Hanawa & Sugimaoto 1982). Therefore, at the start peak flux in the full PCA bandpass.
of a burst, a larger fraction of the layer may be expelledéfri-
clear luminosity is larger. The column thickness of the ébeple
shell should be at least 10* g cnT? to remain optically thick
(> 1 g cnT?) up to a distance of 10° km. On the other hand, NS, as shown by optical spectroscopy (Nelemans!ét al.| 2006).
it cannot be thicker than about 1% of the ignition column deptKuulkers et al.|(2010) investigated the burst activity siite dis-
because the nuclear burning does not provide enough er®rgy €overy and found 30 bursts in almost 40 years of data, with ver
tween 1.6 MeV and 4.4 MeV per nucleon; Fujimoto et al. 198 Bright peak fluxes of up to 15 times the Crab source. Apart from
to transport more mass out of the NS gravitational welPQ0 the record holder Cen X-4 (Belian et al. 1972; Kuulkers ét al.
MeV per nucleon for a canonical NS with mass 1.4 &hd ra- [2009), this is the brightest of all bursters which makes it an
dius 10 km). excellent target for studies at small timescales. The niigtdo

Thirty-nine superexpansion bursts have been detecteddromU 0614+09 has been determined at 3.2 kpc from equating the
sources throughout the 50-year history of X-ray astronogeg ( peak flux of Eddington-limited bursts to the Eddington luogn
AppendiX8). More than half are from a single source (4U 1722y limit expected for a hydrogen-poor atmosphere (Bramdi'e
30). In almost all cases, precursors last about 1 s. Twontger [1992; Kuulkers et al. 2010). The average accretion ratensto
diate duration bursts detected with the PCA from 4U 0819 only 0.8% of the H-poor Eddington limit (in 't Zand et/al. 2007
and 2S 0918-549 form an exception, with precursors lastingrfae burst we investigate here is discussed_in_Kuulkers et al.
mere 30-40 ms. These two bursts are the subject of our stu@®010) and in_in't Zand & Weinberg (2010). It is the brightest
The fast precursors immediately point to very fast shelbeiel burst detected with RXTE. Kuulkers et al. determined an-igni
ties and provide interesting constraints on the physiagrofion, tion column depth ofjign = 8 x 10° g cn 2 by modeling the
nuclear burning, flame spreading, and dynamical phenomienaail of the burst with a cooling envelope. The burst is onlytiya
the NS photosphere. In Selct. 2 we introduce the general propmvered by PCA observations, as the observation ended 83's af
ties of the two bursts, citing results of previous studiext®3 burst onset. The remainder of the burst was measured wiét oth
reports the analysis of the timing and spectral propertiehe instruments and, after 1.2 hr, again with the PCA. The domati
two precursors. In Sedil 4 we interpret the properties im$esf is long, with an estimated 6-50 keV e-folding decay time of 40
the physical aspects mentioned above. We conclude in [Secs. & is a typical intermediate duration burst (e.g., in "'ndzet al.
and discuss future prospects. 2005; Cumming et al. 2006).

The source 2S 0918-549 is similar to 4U 0609, but at a
2. Introducing the two bursts larger distance (5.4 kpc;_Nelemans et al. 2004, in 't Zand.et a

) 2005). The tentatively measured orbital period is 17 min

The initial phases of both bursts were detected with the PC{Zhong & Wang 2011) which would also make it an ultracom-
The PCA consists of five co-aligned proportional countetsunipact X-ray binary, as already suspected on the basis ofadptic
(PCUs) that combine to a 8000 émeak dfective area at 6 keV spectroscopy (Nelemans etlal. 2004). The average accratien
in a 2-60 keV bandpass_(Jahoda et al. 2006). The spectral ig€.5% of the Eddington limit (in 't Zand et al. 2007). The sur
olution is about 20% (full width at half maximum) at best anave discuss was published previously in in’t Zand etal. (3011
the mostly used data collecting mode, including here, allaw The fluence translates to an energy output ®f.G** erg for
time resolution of 122s. Generally, not all PCUs operate at th@ distance of 5.4 kpc. We estimate, on the basis of the same
same time. The burst light curves are shown in Eig. 1. Derivégethod as applied on the burst of 4U 0609 (see above and
parameters are listed in Talile 1. Here follows a summaryeof tKuulkers et al! 2010), that the ignition column depthyig =
earlier findings. (1 -2) x 10'° g cn7? (A. Cumming, priv. comm.). The dura-

The source 4U 061409 contains a NS that has been adion is longer than 310 s, at which time the observation ended
creting for at least 40 yr (Giacconi etial. 1974). It is an UCXB herefore, this is a clear intermediate duration burst fthm
with an orbital period of probably 50 mih_(Shahbaz et al. 2008prototypical source of such bursts (in 't Zand et al. 200%jtelr
There are negligible amounts of hydrogen being accretetddny bn in the burst (120 s to 190 s after burst onset; sed Fig.dngtr
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Fig. 2. X-ray light curves of the precursor to the burst from 4U 06Q8 at 122us time resolution (left panels) and the burst from 2S
0918-549 at 0.25 ms resolution (right panels). The top ggapfers to photons at all photon energies, the middle ongisdtons of
energies below 6 keV, and the bottom ones to those above 6lke\X-axis refers to time since burst onset in sec. The hota&o
dashed lines indicate the level of the flux at which the Edidindimit is reached in the main burst.

upward and downward modulations occur, which are explainél the intensities of the bursts surpass the Eddington Bsit
by the dfects of an accretion disk which was dynamically dis-

turbed by the burst outflow and radiation (in 't Zand et al. 201
Another similar example was reported by Degenaarlet al.301

The two bursts are quite similar. They are of intermediatéd.

duration, show precursors of similar short duration (32¥),
have similar superexpansion durations (1.15-1.25 s), bame
ilar Eddington-limited durations (75 s), and arrive frompder
UCXBs with low accretion rates onto presumably cool NSs.

3. The two precursors
3.1. Light curves

Figurel2 provides the full details of both precursor lightvas.
The data have been collected from four PCUs for 4U Q&34

5.

and two PCUs for 2S 0918-549. Combined with the larger dis-

tance for 2S 0918-549, this implies worse statistics fos thi

source.

The following observations can be made from the light

curves:
1. the precursors last 43 ms (4U 06D9) and 32 ms (2S 0918-
549);

measured in the main burst (see also Eig. 3) by factors of 2.6
and 3.1, respectively (after correction for dead times & th
PCA,; see AppendixB);

the spectrum softens immediately once the Eddingtort limi
is first reached, within 0.5 ms from burst onset (as is most
easily observed by the increasiag keV intensity and more

or less constant 6 keV intensity);

there is considerable variability on submillisecondsstale.

For 4U 061409, there is still information contained at the
maximum time resolution of 122s. It shows a spike 4 ms
into the burst which lasts 2 ms. Later, after 12 ms, it ex-
hibits an unresolved spike which lasts less than a22The
Poisson probability for the flux to rise so high above the lo-
cal average in a single trial is only@x 107, Coincidental

or not, there appear to be three additional spikes at smaller
significance: one before and two after the major spike. The
most significant one has a chance probability for such a high
flux or higher of 27 x 10°3. The three wait times are ex-
actly 5.0 ms. The spikes arrive from higher energy photons
(> 6 keV). The data on 2S 0918-549 are of less statistical
quality, but they also show ms variability. There is a marked
spike immediately at the start of the burst, lasting 1 mgraft

2. both burst rises are just resolved and reach the Eddington,nich the flux drops by about 75%
limit, as determined from the maximum in the main burst '

phase, very quickly - within about 0.5 ms;
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Fig. 3. Time-resolved spectroscopy of 4U 0640D (left) and 2S 0918-549 (right). The dash-dotted linesciag maximum flux
levels measured as late as possible in the burst. The spmctdzl is a simple Planck function. The count rate (top paisehot
corrected for dead time while the bolometric flux and radigs ®e note that the Cash statistic was employed for findiadtst
fit, not they? parameter shown in the bottom panels.

3.2. Measurement of expansion speed speed of (P +0.8) x 10* km s* during that time interval. If the
evolution of the radius is studied more closely, an accttara

We analvzed the evolving spectrum of the precursors and m&f be seen. The last two radius measurements of the precurso
bursts. zor each time %inpwe extracted pthe well-calibratdgnslate to a speed Of'mi_ 0.3)x 10° km gl_or 0.3c. )
(Jahoda et al. 2006; Shaposhnikov ét al. 2012) 2.8-30 keb-spe  The apparent speed in 2S 0918-549 is lower than in 4U
trum (this involves standard-2 channels 3 and onward, dogint 0614+09 by a factor of 3. The last precursor radius is 242
from 0). The spectra were modeled with an absorbed Planék km. With a start value of 10 km, the radius change trans-
function, with Ny fixed to 3x 107t cm2 for both sources lates to an average speed off( 0.5) x 10" km s™. The radial
(Quett et &l 2001), which is actually a negligible amounthie change between the last two precursor data points trasstate
2.8-30 keV bandpass. The blackbody temperature and nornfg9 + 0.9) x 10* km s or 0.1c.

ization were fitted using the software pack&fPEC version These speed measurements are uncertain. The large radii are
12.8.1g (e.gl. Arnalid 1996). The number of photons is sonraeasured from the Wien tail of the Planck function; the peak
times small and we decided to employ the Cash statistic (Casftthe Planck function is outside the PCA bandpass. Thigintr
1979) to search for the best-fit parameter values. We igrtbieed duces large uncertainties in derived temperatures andsiemis
cosmic and accretion background since their contributareg- areas. However, the conclusion that the speed is a few tefths
ligible (a few tenths of a percent). We note that the X-rayatd the speed of light is justified and supported by the mere fact o
ing part of the accretion disk is blocked out by the expandirtge short duration. The PCA loses the signal from a blacklifody
photosphere (e.g.._Molkov etlal. 2000; in't Zand & Weinberg becomes cooler than 0.25 keV (in't Zand & Weinberg 2010).
2010). FiguréB shows the results. For 4U 0604, the temper- For a constant Eddington luminosity, the equivalent radiosld
ature drops to a low value of 891+ 0.018 keV and the radius be larger than 1km. If this happens within the precursor dura-
increases to 93% 193 km before the signal is lost. This haption of ~ 30 ms, the average speed must HedTrhe data clearly
pens within 32 ms and the radius change translates to anggvenaoint to mildly relativistic outflows.
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A caveat that is generally encountered in the analysis wbscopy suggests that the speed is not constant and aesler
burst spectra is that they are expected to deviate from tnecRIl to 0.3c for 4U 0614+09. This is a mildly relativistic outflow.
function because of inverse Compton scattering in the NS at- The relativistic character of the outflow allows for a natura
mosphere. This introduces a systematitedlence between the explanation of the second peculiarity, that of super-Egigtin
measured 'color’ temperature and the actu@éaive temper- fluxes, provided that the outflow is bulk motion and not, for in
ature. Theoretical work (e.g., London etlal. 1986; Pavlosiet stance, an optical depttifect. The visible approaching side of
1991; Suleimanov et al. 2012) suggests that tiecéive tem- the shell will be Doppler boosted by a factBrfor the energy
perature is always lower than the color temperature. To@at flux of
the same flux, the emission area needs to be larger by approxi- .
mately the same factor squared. This implies that our viéésci B = (1)
actually correspond to lower limits. with

Although the errors are large, the bolometric flux during the
precursors is seen to increase above the Eddington limieas mp = 1/1(1 - gcog), 2)
sured in the main burst phase after the superexpansiondltre b
metric flux during the precursor of 4U 061@9 is seen to peak I the Lorentz factor 14/1 — 82, 8 = v/c, 6 the angle between the
at 183+ 0.13 times the level seen during the main phase. Fo&locity and the line of sight andthe energy spectral index. For
2S 0918-549 this is .63 + 0.27. These values compare to 3.% Doppler boost factor equal to the measured super-Eddingto
and 2.6, respectively, found in Sefct. 3 which apply to the PCétio 17 + 0.2 (for the bolometric luminosity for both sources,
photon count rate instead of the bolometric flux. see Fig[B)¢ = 0, anda = 0, 3 would be 0.180.04. This is sim-

The spectral analysis of the precursor of 4U 060@was re- jlar in magnitude to the estimate from the time-resolved:spe
peated by matching the time bins to the most important fea’[UItroscopy_ It is worth noting that expansion speeds of a fethte
of the light curve. Particularly, we defined time bins thatcha of the speed of light are of the same magnitude as the escape
the flares at 4 and 12 ms. We find that the flare at 4 ms is hoélocity from the NS surface (OcBor a canonical NS).
ter than the trend (1.8 versus 1.4 keV at abausgynificance), Apart from this special relativisticfiect, one expects gen-
while the flare at 12 ms does follow the trend. The temperatuggal relativistic ects as well. The Eddington limit as seen by
accuracies for both flares are similar. a distant observer depends on the photospheric locatidmein t

We note that the spectral analysis is incomplete for the majravitational well according to
burst phase. In contrast to the situation during the precurs
phase, the X-ray radiating part of the accretion disk is ¢tdu 2GM
to be visible again during the main burst phase and intesfefgEdde o /1~ Rc2 ©)
slightly with the burst spectrum. We do not pursue a full gsial
here because we are interested predominantly in the paecurgith G the gravitational constani/ the NS mass anR the dis-
For a more complete analysis of the main burst phase, thered@nce to the NS center of mass (e.g.. Damenlet al.| 1990). For
is referred td_in 't Zand & Weinberd (2010) ahd in 't Zand et ala canonical NS, the Eddington limit would be 31% smaller for
(2011). See also in't Zand etldl. (2013) and Worpel efal. £201R = 10 km than forR = co. For Mys = 2 M, this would
for a more extensive study of the behavior of the accretisk dieven be 56%. These numbers could explain a part of the ef-
spectrum during bursts. fect that we see. However, the sanfizet should also be visible

in other precursor bursts irrespective of the precursoatitur,

since it only depends oM andR. We checked this in the lit-
4. Discussion erature, see the references.in in 't Zand & Weinberg (2016) an

) o the light curves in_in't Zand et all (2012), and found it not to

Our precursor analysis shows three peculiarities: sh@tpr pe the case. Furthermore, it should already be clearlyleisib
sor durations, super-Eddington fluxes and shortrise tifffésse pursts with moderate photospheric expansion. THemtince in
observations point to exceptional conditions. From thisfahg the Eddington limit betweeR = 10 andR = 20 km should al-
discussion we conclude that the short rise time measuretidor ready be 17%. This has not been detected (Damen/et al. 1990).
two bursts is consistent with the helium burning of a thigkela General Relativity fects do not seem to be a dominant feature
(Yign = 10™° g cn?), in which temperatures rise high enough tey measurements df. Damen et al.[(1990) attribute this to the
initiate the2C(p, )**N(a, p)'®0 bypass so that probably a detdominance of systematidfects, such as compositional change
onation is invoked that allows for a fast spreading of the @anin the photosphere, changes in the accretion radiatiomg tine
which is undfected by NS rotation, and a fast ejection of a sheburst and deviations from blackbody radiation and assediat-
Radial velocities are mildly relativistic. rors in bolometric correction. Furthermore, the expectehges
in L are smaller than what we observe in our two short precur-
sors.

This would be the first time that Doppler boosting has been
detected in a thermonuclear flash, whether a shell flash on a NS
The precursors we observe are the shortest for any thefwhite dwarf, or a Type la supernova.
monuclear flash. For the 36 other precursor bursts listed in
Appendix[A (excluding one superburst), the durations ranges  short rise time: flash ignition and flame spreading
between 150 ms and 4 s. The precursor phenomenon is at-
tributed to photospheric expansion to radii of kéh and beyond The short duration of the precursors goes hand in hand with sh
(Tawara et all_1984a,b; Lewin etal. 1984). The time-resblveise times. We find that the rise time to the Eddington limit is
spectroscopy of our bursts (Figl. 3) is consistent with that eS 0.5 ms. The rise time of a burst is expected to be the sum
planation. Our precursor durations point to an averagedspte of the nuclear reaction timescaig, the timet,aye it takes the
10® km/tyec ~ 0.1c. A close look at the time-resolved specheat wave to travel upward and reach the photosphere, and the

4.1. Short precursor time and super-Eddington fluxes:
relativistic outflow
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~ 10 large adaptive network with thermonuclear rates from a gemp
2 124 lation by Rauscher et a_\. (2003), which includes _tbzereaction,
T a- and p-capture reactions, as well as, ) reactions, among
10 others. For our study, we select a burst that ignites closkeeo
102 bottom of the accreted fuel columnyat. = 1.7 x 10°g cn1?,
N which is on the order of the values inferred for the bursts dis
- 10* cussed in this paper.
@ 10° At the burst onset, heating byrdurning creates a convec-
S 10° tion region aroundgs, and local runaway burning starts after
N 16's in one zone afgn. We study the burning processes in this
=0 ¥ 3 zone, as we expett,cto be shortest here (Figurk 4). The density
o | | | | | | 1 . . . . 7 _3 .
I T e e e e L s in this zone igign = 2.3 x 10" gcnT™. Nuclear burning before
5 10 : the local runaway increases the temperatur€ te 1 GK, and
g 107 (a, p) reactions produce a small number of protons. Even though
"; 10° this number is only 4 107 times the number af-particles, the
T Lt 12C(p, y) reaction already has a much higher rate tia(«, y).
107 E The reactiort?C(p, v)**N(a, p)*e0 bypasses the slower reaction
102 E 3 12C(a, y)*®0, and provides more seed nuclei torcapture and
« 10" | 1—se (a, p) reactions. The latter reaction further increases theoprot
S 100 S —— ? { = - 2Clan) mass fraction to as much ass%. At the peak of the specific
2 107 fpeee Ly E ) energy generation ratey,, the nuclear flow throughC(p, y)
10?2 feommmmmmmmmmmm 777 e ~ exceeds theaflow by several orders of magnitude. Most of the
£ ' ' ' ' —— 12C is destroyed, providing seed nuclei for further fastapture
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 reactions. As the temperature rapidly increases to 5 GKethe
Time [us] is a brief dip in the flows of?C(p,y) and*?C(a, y), because

photo disintegration enhances the rate of the reverseioeact

Subsequently, nuclear burning reach®&di, which on a longer

Fig. 4. Details of the nuclear burning at the start of a heliufmescale undergoes electron capture to f6ffe. This is the
flash, around the time when the specific energy generatien raf, st ahundant isotope in the ashes. Finally, the flow through
€nuc IS highest. For a KEPLER model in the zone where runawasc, ) equals the @ flow, as almost all carbon created by the
thermonuclear burning initiates the flash, we show as a immct Iatter’reaction is immediat'ely destroyed by the former.

of tir_:_le, dt' sri]nt(:jel_the startl of tge local r Unawaeymc,dtemperal- We estimate,,c from the ratio of the specific internal energy
ture T (dashed line), nuclear burning timescajg, dynamical ;4 “At the peak ofe, it reaches a minimum ofy,c =

timescalétgyn, mass fractions of three isotopes, and the nuclepig . '15-85. Apart from the conclusion that it is well below our
flow through several reactions relative to thefRw.

measured rise times, it has the important implication thi t
is shorter than the dynamical timescalet@f ~ 3us (defined
as the ratio of the pressure scale height and the sound speed)

time tspreadit takes the flame to spread laterally over the NS SUFA that ZONelnye is shorter thargyy, for 0.49ys and within this

face. The rise time is determined by the longest of thes@thig, , { time the helium mass fraction is reduced.@60while the

timescales. We discuss each of these three timescalesisspar burning generates @ x 10'8erg gL

4.2.1. thyce 4.2.2. twave

For a heuum flash2|gn|t|ng aYign = 109 crrrz_ (pressure \without the12C(p, 7)13N(, p)1°0 bypass, burning is subsonic

P ~ 10*dynecm? for a canonical NS), burning thr(\;Ughfor helium bursts withyig, ~ 10'°g cn2. Burning spreads from

the 3r-process and a chain af-captures yieldsmc ~ 107°s  the jgnition depth to lower depths as a deflagration, and iseat
(Fujimoto et al. 1981). Weinberg etlal. (2006), however,ndu ransported towards the surface by convection on a timesdal

for yign = 3 x 10°genr? that bypassing the sloWC(a, )0 105 5. Previous models withgn = 3 x 10° g cn? (including
reaction with 2C(p, y)*N(«, p)*°O using protons created inthe bypass reaction; Weinberg ellal. 2006) found that cdinrec

(a, p) reactions substantially redudag. One-dimensional sim- stalls at a depth where the thermal timescale i$ ms, which
ulations performed by Wallace etal. (1982) with the hydraset the burst rise time. Fgy, ~ 10'° g cn? convection likely
dynamic stellar evolution code KEPLER (Weaver et al. 1978aches even closer to the photosphere, producing a shiseter

of helium flashes withyig, =~ 10°gcni? included the  Our KEPLER model that includes th&C(p, y)*N(a, p)1e0
12C(p, v)®N(a, p)®0 reactions. Although Wallace etldl. (1982)pypass, however, has hydrodynamic burning, when< tayn.
omitted the production of protons by,(p) reactions, the im- For one-dimensional (Wallace etal. 1982) and two-dimeradio
portance of this flect became apparent when hydrogen froifzingale et al.| 2001) models that satisfy this conditione th
their accretion composition mixed into the helium burnieg r flame spreads as a detonation, and launches a shock towards
gion, andtyyc was briefly reduced to belows. To further in- the surface. We note that these models require a larger
vestigate this #ect, we performed new KEPLER simulations ofis they lack the enhanced energy generation rate due to the
the accretion of 98% by madsie and 2%'“N onto a canoni- *?C(p,y)'*N(a, p)'°0 bypass. The KEPLER model also in-
cal NS. We used a modern version of KEPLER that was useldides a shock that reaches the surface and a shock-breakout
in recent X-ray burst models, and we refer to the respectipeak in the light curve with a timescale gf10°°s. Fall-back
papers for details| (Woosley et al. 2004; Heger et al. 20Q7adf the shocked outer atmosphere on a dynamical timescale of
Keek & Hegerl 201/1). Nuclear burning is implemented usingtan ~ 3x107® s heats the atmosphere, which leads to a fast rise of
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the light curve. Although the precise details of the shoaakr Perhaps we are dealing with neither deflagration nor deto-
out are likely not accurately reproduced in our one-dimamai nation. In the previous section we discuss a simulation show

simulation (see, e.gd., Keek & Heger 2011), the heating of tley an extended convection zone for 16 s at burst onset. The
photosphere oty is robust. convection is responsible for the heat transport up to airert

One-dimensional models may not be best suited to det8fight, creating a much shallower radial temperatureibistr
mine the presence of detonation. Detonation requires nigt offon that is near the ignition condition. The lateral tenzper
twe < tayn, but also adherence to the Zel'dovich criteriofure dls_trlb_utlo_n is expectt_ed to be c!oser to uniform thaa th
(e.g./Zel'Dovich et al. 1970) which states that the inigpbn- radial distribution (e.g. Weinberg & Bildsten 2007), sottltee
taneously supersonic burning region should be large enthegh fUel layer may be critically close to ignition throughoutniay
geometric dilution does not prematurely terminate the mieto NOt take much lateral heat transport to ignite neighborirg f
tion.|Weinberg & Bildsten (2007) apply the Zel'dovich criten pockets and the ignition may quickly spread over the NS. This
to the case of carbon flashes, but show that uncertaintiesinen{S N0t @ detonation, but it may have similar spread velagitie
large and prevent a definite determination. However, ieetype (this "auto-" or 'self-ignition’ is discussed for chemicabm-
of whether convective or shock heating takes place, bottiyme bustibles in, e.g!, Frolov etal. 1992; Makhviladze & Rodkity

timescaled,aye shorter than the observed rise times of our twd291; Bartenev & Gelfand 1990). In this scenario, the distin
bursts. guishing factor of bursts with fast rises from those withwslo

rises would be the strong lateral homogeneity in the tentpera
distribution.

4.2.3. tspread

Models proposed for the lateral propagation of the flamerfedl  4.3. The peculiarity of these two bursts

two categories: detonations and deflagrations. In the dadet-0 ) ) )

onations, after the ignition has started at some locatienflame  The question arises why particularly these two bursts haek s
starts a shock wave which, advancing, ignites the rest dfufe short precursors. A_part from this _characterlstlc, thellsu_te not

via compression (in dierent possible ways, sée Zingale et af€em to be exceptional. The variety of other bursts withyrec
2007 Simonenko et 41, 2012). The flame proceeds at the sa¥RES is large, without a clear trend. They include short ang |
speed as the shock and can reach supersonic speeds on the Brdgts € 1 min to 1 hr) and precursors ranging between 0.15
of 10° cm s. Detonations are typically revealed in numerica? and 4 s, with no correlatlon between them. A_II _bursts with
simulations of deep helium ignitioryigm = 4 x 1011 g cnr2; Precursors appear to arrive from hydrogen-deficient UCXBs
Zingale et all 2001; Simonenko et Al. 2012), but so far the rin-tZand & Weinberg 201C; in 't Zand et al. 2012). Therefpre
tation of the star and theffects of the Coriolis force have While the deficiency of hydrogen seems to be a prerequisite fo

been neglected. Suclffects may prevent a large bulk motiorPhotospheric expansion strong enough for precursor appeey
(Cavecchi et al. 2013). the rapidity of the precursor must be determined by other pa-

meters. We propose that the helium abundance is an inmporta

. . r
On the other hand, deflagrations are driven by ther 4 ) ‘o i
conduction [(Fryxell & Woosleyl 1982; Cavecchi et al. 201n§§0h parameter. In 4U 1820-30, the abundance is high enough

; ; ¢ Cumming 2003) to generate the needed power for a fairly fast
and proceed more slowly. Even if hydrodynamics, via t 15) expansion=~ 10° km/0.15 s= 7x 10° km s°1), even
Coriolis force, can increase the speed due to geometfiaite .. i ’

- y | - > though the ignition column depth is limited (i.e., on the erdf
(Spitkovsky et al. 2002; Cavecchi etlal. 2013), velocitemain 2 : ; ; )
lower than~ 10° cm s© (Cavecchi et a1, 2013) in the regimelOB g cnt<). Perhaps also the high accretion rate in 4U 1820-30

. : . . helps. This makes the start value of the NS temperature kagh,
of ordinary bursts, implying that the NS surface is Cor“m‘3tethat temperatures during the flash rise high enough to intreke
covered only after roughligpread= 1 s.

fast bypass reaction in the nuclear reaction chain. Perbaps
Our bursts take place at a column deptlyoef 10° g cnt?, two cases are exceptional in having a high helium abundance
intermediate between the regimes explored so far. Our dgta sas well as a large ignition column depth. This would provide
gests that the flame spreads over half the NS circumferenceinexceptionally large luminosity and radiative drivingptiash
tspread 1 mMs. The flame spread time appears to be out of thee shell to exceptionally high velocities, and invoke aaction
realm of deflagrations and in that of detonations. A tengatn- zones large enough to provide short burst rises. In otheay lon
clusion is that we are dealing with detonations. superexpansion bursts (e.g., in 4U 1722-30 and SLX 1735%-269

However, measurements in a third burster show that thisfilkov etal. 2000} 2005, respectively), the helium aburegan

not so straightforward. Short rise times also occasioragilyear May be smaller.

in bursts with lower ignition depths. Some superexpansiosts The duration of the superexpansion stage (i.e., the time be-
from 4U 1820-30 have precursors lasting only 0.15 s with rigeveen the onset of the precursor and that of the main bursgpha
times of 30 ms (see Appendix] A). These bursts are short, aneist be proportional to the initial column thickness of thels
most likely due to pure helium ignition (Cumming 2003), havdivided by the speed. For a duration of 1.2 s and a speecaof 0
e-folding decay times less than 10 s and should, therefaxes hthe shell distance to the NS is l.@m when it becomes opti-
ignition column depths on the order of 8§ cn2. Therefore, cally thin, which translates to a dilution factor of®L@herefore,
ignition depth is not the only parameter important for wieeth if the speed of the shell is constant aB®(0.1c for 2S 0918-

the flame propagates as a deflagration or detonation. Coeld 549), the initial shell column thickness would be81@) cnt?

NS spin rate be the other one? The tentative measurement ¢£@ g cni?) which is at the limit of the energy constraint of
spin of 415 Hz for 4U 061409 (Strohmayer et al. 2008) sug-10-2yjgn. Accurate calculations are outside the scope of this pa-
gests it is not. The Coriolis force will be strong, but appdise per and need to take into account the radial structure ofttekt s

it is not an issue. This may be explained by the absence of byille., the geometric thickness) and the speed evolutiotin bb
motion, for instance a flame propagating as a pressure wave inhich depend on continued driving by radiation pressure (th
detonation. flux remains Eddington-limited for a considerable time iafie
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precursor) and possibly line driving (elg..in't Zand & Weérg onations and short rise times as a function of ignition depgh
2010). lium abundance, pre-burst temperature, and NS spin rate.

This study shows that X-ray bursts exhibit significant ard in
teresting variability on submillisecond timescales tleateal dy-
namic and localized phenomena on NS surfaces. The bursts we
There is considerable variability in both precursors. In 4§fudy here are among the top 0.5% brightest bursts seerdhus f
0614+09, we see after 2.5 ms a spike that lasts 1.5 ms. Notatft still only the largestinstrument flown thus far (in thiexent
this spike is due to- 6 keV photons only and the time-resolved®@ndpass) enabled the submillisecond study. With an atier-
spectroscopy shows the temperature to temporarily ineréas Magnitude larger photon collecting area in the same basgpas
25 0918-549, we see an initial 1 ms long spike which subsid@9re bursts can be studied, possibly a few tens, some of which
within another ms. This is visible in both bandpasses, irtrest &N be studied at improved statistical accuracy. The LOFS- mi
to the spike in 4U 061409, although the statistical quality pre-Sion concept with 10 fphoton collecting are& (Feroci et al.
cludes a strong statement about this. Additionally, 4U a@s 2012) is excellently suited for these studies. The envidage
shows flares that are so short that they cannot be resolviad viifhena mission with 2 collecting area for the L2 ESA oppor-
the 122us resolution of the data. Interestingly, this is the lightHnity (Nandra et &l. 2013) does not have the optimum barsdpas
crossing time of a mere 36 km. (the dfective area at 6 keV is expected to be similar as the PCA

The data point to an optically thick outflow. There is no re2? RXTE) and the observing program will not have as much
son to believe that this outflow should be isotropic and wite o €MPhasis on X-ray bursters, but the soft bandpass will ingro
speed. An irregular structure is plausible, witttelient pockets the possibility of measuring the soft spectra at large esjoan
of gas traveling at dierent speeds. This may result in collision®12ses and will better constrain the photospheric radarsifas
that give rise to brief episodes of additional radiatiomywauch POSsible with the PCA. Furthermore, the higher spectrallves
like in the prompt emission of gamma-ray bursts where irgterr{iOn may reveal narrow spectral features resulting fromogis
shocks are thought to be responsible for the large varigtili 10N by the expelled material which may be enriched with nu-
the prompt emission (Rees & Meszaros 1994). clear ashes. Th|§ may particularly be possible dL_mng thimin

Although our bursts are very bright, no burst oscillationa2ges O.f the main burst vv_her_1 the expelled material becomes o
were detected (for a review of burst oscillationssee V). tcally thin. Unfortunately, it will be at least another 18ars be-
For the burst from 4U 061409, this is not a meaningful state-for€ Athena or LOFT may beco.m(.e operational. I.n the mea[? time,
ment because there is only PCA data for the Eddington-ldnit@‘.STROSAT (to be launched within a few years; Agraiwal 2006)

phase. Never has a burst oscillation been detected durty stfil! Provide the best opportunity to continue the study opst:

; P ; ion bursts with a similar combined capability as RXTE
a phase in any burst. For 2S 0918-549, it is a meaningful-st gpansion . ; X
ment. A search by in't Zand etlal. (2011) for burst oscillaﬁoa{iCA (through its LAXPC instrument) and Swift-XRT (through

revealed none; the fractional rms upper limit is betwee.9/tS SXT instrument).
and 6.9% for data stretches of 4 and 1 s, respectively. Tlke lacknowledgements. We thank Andrew Cumming for calculating the ignition
of burst oscillations in 2S5 0918-549 may be related to the fag®lumn depth of the burst from 2S 0918-549, Nevin WeinbetyTarilio Bagnoli

: - far useful discussions, and Craig Markwardt from the RXTEmefor advice
flame spreadlng preventing the deveIOpment ofa strong énm@ PCA data analysis. LK ackr?owledges support from NASA ADgant

anisotropy to give rise to burst oscillations. NNX13A147G and NSF award AST 1008067,

4.4. (Sub)millisecond variability
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Appendix A: Superexpansion bursts

Table[A.] presents a list of all superexpansion bursts tiecne
aware of. This table is an augmented version of Table 1 pub-
lished by in't Zand & Weinberg (2010).

The shortest precursor after those presented in this paper
was found in a burst from 4U 1820-30, which was published in
in't Zand et al. (2012) as burst no. 4 (MJD 54958.740; ObsID
94090-02-02-01). The light curve is shown in Fig.JA.1. Theeri
time is 30+ 2 ms. Another higher quality burst is shown in the
same figure. This also has a short rise time and a somewhat
longer duration. It is burst no. 7 (MJD 54981.187; ObsID 9209
01-05-00).
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Table A.1. List of 39 bursts with superexpansion.

Duration (s)

0.81
T

InstrumentMJD Super |Moderat Ref#
Precursofexpansiofexpansio Tgecay N
phase | phasds. | phasétne o sl ]
4U 0614+09 2
RXTES1944903 | 0.04 | 12 | 75 | 40 | 1 £ of ]
250918-549 g5
RXTE/54504.127 | 003 | 1.2 | 75 | 125 | E
A 1246-588 c Rl ]
WFC/50286.290 3.0 15 54 38(5) 2 °
WFC/51539.874 1.5 6.0 25 19(1) 2
4U 1708-23 (probably) Sh .
SAS-G43181.834 | 42 | 60 | 304 [300(50)] 3.4
XB 1715-321 e
SAS-(G42957.620 2.4 15 36 30 3 0.77 0.78 0.79 0.8 0.81
Hakuchg45170.231 3 4.0 105 85(5) 5 Dead fime froction 1
4U 1722-30 Fig.B.1. Live time fraction '2’ calculated from @8(1- 1.25x
WF(/50318.279 4.0 2.0 16 18(3) 6 1075C) against live time fraction "1’ calculated according to the
nggggigégg gg 28 ig igg g formal recipe + (10°%C1+1.5x 10"4xC2). The line indicates

: ' ' where both are equal.

WFC/50368.307 2.0 5.0 14 19(3) 6

WFC/50526.311 1.0 4.0 15 21(6) 6

ng//ggggg:igg g:g ig ié 195(38) g App_endix B: PC_:A dead time correction for high
WFC/50553.130 25 1.5 17 12(2) 6 time resolution

WEgggggi'ggg gg 4213 g ig% g The formal recipe for dead time correcffomses 0.125 s resolu-

. . . ! : 5 4
WFC/51231.379 20 50 17 26(11) g Wwith C1 the combined rate per PCU of the Good Xenon Events
WFC/51270.560 20 55 25 14(2) 6 and Propane events and the coincidence ('Remaining’) Bvent
WF(C/51278.690 25 2.5 15 13(1) 6 The symbolC2 represents the count rate of the Very Large
WF(C/51422.838 2.0 6.5 22 28(5) 6 Events (i.e., those that trigger the upper energy discetoir).
WFC/51431.282 4.0 5.0 27 26(5) 6 Unfortunately, this is not useful for the 1@imes larger time
WF(/51453.377 15 5.5 20 24(6) 6 resolution employed here. Therefore, we calculated am-alte
WF(/51461.331 4.0 3.5 19 23(4) 6 native dead time correction from only Good Xenon Events,
WEggigégggg i’g gg gg g% g since these dominate the_ dead time during the bursts, throug
WFC/51956:091 50 35 a1 29(10) 6 1/0.98(1- 1.25x 107°C) with C the Xenon event rate per PCU
RXTE/50395.292 3.6 16 23 [30.2(0.1 7 from the event mode data. This alternative recipe was Gaébir

S X 1735269 against the formal recipe for a time resolution of 0.125 suigh-
FGRAL/52897.733 20 | 70 | 482 [600(100] 8 Out the burst, see Fig. B.1. For 4U 0640D at 122:s resolution,

ZU 1820-30 the dead time fraction rises to 35% at the peak of the pregurso
RXTE/51430.07%4 15.0 23 1400 2500 9 compared to about 20% at the peak in the main burst, and for 2S
RXTE/54956.774 0.5 0.6 3.8 3.2() 10 0918-549 to 22%. Without dead time correction, the observed
RXTE/54958.740 | 0.15 11 3.8 3.4(2) | 10 precursor peak count rate i€z 0.1 times that of the main burst
RXTE/54978.321 | 0.15 13 3.8 3.7(2) | 10 phase, for both bursts. After dead time correction, thissri®
gggéig;?-‘l‘gg 8%8 ég gg gggg 18 3.1+ 0.3 for 4U 0614-09 and to 26 + 0.3 for 2S 0918-549.
RXTE/54994.534 0.60 0.7 3.2 3.1(2) 10
M15 X-2

Gingg47454.730 15 55 88 60 11
WFC/51871.593 1.5 7.5 169 155(11)| 12

INumbers in parentheses represamtuhcertainties in the least signifi-

cant digit(s)# 1 -[Kuulkers et al.[(2009), 2 - in 't Zand etlal. (2008), 3 -

Hoffman et al.|(1978), 4.- Lewin et al. (1984),/5 - Tawara et al. 4£98

6 - |Kuulkers et al.|(2003), 7|- Molkov et al. (2000), 8 - Molkotvat

(2005), 9 + Strohmayer & Brown (2002), 10 -in't Zand et al.120, 11
-lvan Paradijs et al. (1990), 12 - in 't Zand et al. (200¥This number
is rather uncertain due to incomplete coverage of the btsaperburst

2 see the RXTE Cook Book at URL
http://heasarc.nasa.gov/docs/xte/recipes/cook_book.html
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