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ABSTRACT

Flares are known to play an important role for the evolution of the atmospheres of
young planets. In order to understand the evolution of planets, it is thus important
to study the flare-activity of young stars. This is particularly the case for young M-
stars, because they are very active. We study photometrically and spectroscopically
the highly active M-star 2MASS J16111534-1757214. We show that it is a member of
the Upper Sco OB association, which has an age of 5-10 Myrs. We also re-evaluate the
status of other bona-fide M-stars in this region and identify 42 members. Analyzing the
K2-light curves, we find that 2MASS J16111534-1757214 has, on average, one super-
flare with E > 10% erg every 620 hours, and one with E > 103* erg every 52 hours.
Although this is the most active M-star in the Upper Sco association, the power-
law index of its flare-distribution is similar to that of other M-stars in this region.
2MASS J16111534-1757214 as well as other M-stars in this region show a broken power-
law distribution in the flare-frequency diagram. Flares larger than E > 31034 erg have
a power-law index § = —1.3 £ 0.1 and flares smaller than that § = —0.8 £ 0.1. We
furthermore conclude that the flare-energy distribution for young M-stars is not that
different from solar-like stars.

Key words: stars: flare — stars: activity — stars: low-mass — stars: magnetic field — stars:
individual: 2MASS J16111534-1757214 — planets and satellites: atmospheres magnetic
fields

1 INTRODUCTION There are three possible mechanisms that can explain
why some planets have a Hydrogen dominated atmosphere
and others not: 1.) gas-poor formation scenario (Owen & Wu
2013); 2.) atmospheric losses driven by the energy release
from the formation-process (Ginzburg, Schlichting, & Sari

Studies of planets in the mass range between 1 and 15 Mgarth
have revealed a large diversity of their densities. Planets in
this mass-range can have densities as low as 0.05 gcm 3 like
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i(oeé)lecr;—Sl ‘(51}\1/[&5113& 12021811)’7 or a’Is‘hl.uglh as 1j.gCH}t ,.hkg K2 2018; Gupta & Schlichting 2019, 2020), and 3.) atmospheric
(Guenther et al. ) - This large diversity in densi- losses due to the XUV-radiation from the host star (Lammer

ges e rel?tedtto dlﬁffntbcompoimonz (;Ifl“ie plznet.sé High- 1. 2014; Linsky & Giidel 2015). The XUV-radiation is the
Censity planets must be bare rocks an ¢ low-density ones soft X-ray plus the extreme UV-radiation®.

must have extended Hydrogen-dominated atmospheres. Re- Although there are currently some indications that gas-

cent studies have revealed that close-in planets with radii poor formation might be the dominant process for planets of

smaller than 1.4 Rpartn are rocky, and planets larger than late K- and M-stars (Cloutier & Menou 2020), atmospheric
1.8 Rgarth have extended, Hydrogen dominated atmospheres erosion exists and must be taken in to account. All youn
(Owen & Wu 2013; Jin et al. 2014; Lopez & Fortney 2014; ' youue,

Fridlund et al. 2020). Only few planets have radii between

1.4 and 1.8 Rgarth. U NUV: 1700 to 3200 A (3.875 - 7.203 eV), FUV: 912 to 1700
A (7.293 - 13.559 eV), EUV: 100 to 912 A (13.059—124 eV), soft
X-ray: 2-100 A (6.4 keV - 124 eV), XUV: 2-912 A (13.59 eV - 6.4
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low-mass stars emit XUV-radiation, thus all young plan-
ets with atmospheres must have some XUV-driven mass-
loss. We thus have to study this process in any case. XUV-
radiation from the host star ionizes and heats up the outer
layers of the planet which then escapes (Linsky & Giidel
2015). Particularly important are studies of the atmospheric
escape-rates in M-stars, because M-stars are the preferred
targets for the search of low-mass planets due to their abun-
dance in the galaxy, and because it is comparatively easy to
detect low-mass planets orbiting them (Quirrenbach et al.
2020). However, potentially habitable planets orbit close to
the host stars and the high activity phase lasts longer for
M-stars than for solar-like stars, so that they are exposed to
a high level of XUV-radiation over a long time (Johnstone
et al. 2015; Johnstone, Bartel, & Giidel 2020).

Flares contribute significantly to the XUV-radiation,
and the younger and more active the star is, the larger the
contribution from flares to the XUV-radiation (Linsky &
Giidel 2015; Telleschi et al. 2005) . The coronal emission
measure distribution can be reproduced assuming that it is
the result of a superposition of stochastically occurring flares
(Telleschi et al. 2005; Wood et al. 2018). Flares are hotter
than stellar coronae. The XUV-radiation from flares thus
penetrates deeper into the atmospheres of the planets.

Because of their sporadic nature, long monitoring cam-
paigns are needed to find out how many flares with what
energy are emitted. The key question is: Is the contribution
from a few super-flares larger, or smaller than the contribu-
tion of the many small flares? In other words: Is 8 smaller
or larger than minus one (see Section 5.2)7 If small flares
dominate, a typical measurement of the XUV-flux will be
the sum of the emission from the corona plus all the small
flares that appeared during the exposure. If rare but large
flares dominate, one measurement of the XUV-flux is not
enough.

In our previous works, we have studied the two highly
active M-stars AD Leo and EV Lac (Muheki et al. 2020a,b).
Since AD Leo and EV Lac have ages of about 250-300 Myr
(Shkolnik, Liu, & Reid 2009), the next logical step is to study
the flare activity of M-stars that are significantly younger.
Recently Ilin et al. (2020) studied the light-curves of 2111
members of open clusters have ages between 135 Myrs and
3.6 Gyrs. They find a rapid decline of the flare activity for
M1-M2 stars when the star have spun down the rotation
rate to 10d at the age of about 700 Myrs.

M-stars in the Upper Scorpius OB association are ideal
targets for such a study, because Upper Sco has an age of 5-
10 Myrs (Fang, Herczeg, & Rizzuto 2017; David et al. 2019).
As we will show in this article 90% of the M-stars in Upper
Sco have rotation periods of less than 10d and are thus in
the high activity phase. Furthermore, planets have also been
discovered in this region. K2-33 (EPIC 205117205) is an M-
star that has a transiting planet of R, = 5.0475-31Rg with
an orbital period of 5.425 days (Mann et al. 2016). Depend-
ing on the mass of the planet and the activity level of the
star, the atmosphere could be subject to extremely high es-
cape rates (Kubyshkina et al. 2018). Perhaps, we witness the
transition of a mini-Neptune to a rocky planet. Very recently
another star hosting two planets has been found (Bohn et al.
2020). It is thus certain that planets have already formed in
this region. The region has also been observed in the Kepler

K2 mission, which provides us with a good data-set to study
flares.

Unfortunately, the K2 observations of K2-33 do not al-
low to determine the power-law of the flare-frequency distri-
bution accurately enough to calculate atmospheric erosion
of the planet due to the XUV-radiation from flares. We thus
take a slightly different approach: We identify the most ac-
tive M-star in Upper Sco, determine the power-law index
of the flare distribution S. In the next step we determine
the average (8 for all M-stars in Upper Sco, compare it to
this star. If the two are the same, we know that this rela-
tion is universal for M-stars at that age and can be used for
modeling the erosion rate of M-star planets at that age. The
critical question is: Is 8 smaller, or larger than minus one
for active and less active M-stars at this ages.

The most active M-star in Upper Sco is
2MASS J16111534-1757214 (EPIC 205375290; called
2M1611-1757 from now on). This star is also interesting
because it is the first M star where solar-like oscillations
were discovered (Miillner et al. 2018). Identifying the most
active M-star in Upper Sco is also important for another
reason: What we need is the energy emitted by flares in the
XUV-regime, not the optical. For that we have to observe
flares simultaneously in the optical and in X-rays, which
can only be done for a star with a very high flare-rate.
Coronal-Mass Ejections (CMEs) can also be important for
the erosion of planetary atmospheres. CMEs are rare, we
only have a chance to detect them if we have identified the
most active young M-star.

A first estimate of how much energy is released in the
XUV can already be obtained using the branching ratio for
flares on other stars. This allows us to answer the question
whether flares can be important for the erosion of planetary
atmospheres, or not.

The mass and radius and other properties of 2M1611-
1757 are given in Section 2. In Section 3 we show that
2M1611-1757 is a member of the Upper Sco association.
The spectroscopic and photometric flare studies and the re-
sults obtained from them are discussed in Section 4 and Sec-
tion 5. In Section 5 we furthermore show that the [-value
of 2M1611-1757 is similar to other M-stars in this region.
The impact of flares on planetary atmospheres is discussed
in Section 6. Conclusions are in Section 7.

2 MASS, RADIUS AND OTHER PROPERTIES OF
2M1611-1757

Thanks to the Gaia mission, it is now possible to deter-
mine accurate stellar radii by combining the parallax mea-
surements with the measurements of the relative brightness.
Because of the extinction, photometric measurements at in-
frared wavelengths are preferred.

Infrared photometry has additionally the advantage
that there are less spectral lines than in the optical. Be-
cause M-stars have less absorption lines in the infrared, the
correction for the line-blanketing is smaller. Figure 1 shows
a comparison between stellar diameters determined interfer-
ometrically and calculated using 2 MASS-photometry and
the parallaxes from the early release of the Gaia DR3 catha-
log (Skrutskie et al. 2006; Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2018,
2020).

MNRAS 000, 1-13 (2020)
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Figure 1. Comparing measured and calculated diameters of stars
using the method described in the text. The error is on average
0.021 R..

The error is on average 0.021 R.. Using this method,
we obtain R. = 1.247 £+ 0.096 Rgun for 2 MASS 1611-1757.
Using the evolutionary models published by Baraffe et al.
(2015) for an age of 5 and 10 Myrs and the absolute bright-
ness of the star at infrared wavelength, we derive a mass of
M, = 0.71 £ 0.08 Mgy, for this star. The error of the mass
is dominated by the error of the age. The mass and radius
derived by us are thus in excellent agreement with previous
determinations. All parameters for 2M1611-1757 from the
literature and derived by us are given Table 1.

3 2M1611-1757 IS A MEMBER OF THE UPPER
SCORPIUS OB ASSOCIATION

Using the 2dF multi-object spectrograph at the Anglo-
Australian Telescope (AAT), Preibisch et al. (2001) observed
6 deg? area in the Upper Sco OB association and identified
98 bona-fide members of it. The AAT spectra had a reso-
lution of 1.8 A ( AA/A = 4000) and cover the wavelength
range from 6150 to 7250 A.

Because of the dense forest of spectral-lines in M-stars,
it was not always easy to measure the equivalent widths of
the Li16707 lines in the AAT-spectra. Using the FLAMES-
UVES spectrograph at the ESO VLT UT2 telescope in
ESO programe 097.C-0040(A) we thus re-observed 57 stars
in this region. The FLAMES spectra have a resolution of
AN/ = 47000 and cover the wavelength range from 4820
to 5790 A and 5880 to 6840 A. The higher resolution of the
FLAMES spectra made it much easier to measure the equiv-
alent width of the Li16707 A line. Fig. 2 shows part of the
spectrum containing the Ha and the Li16707 A lines. The
spectrum was taken on 1 June 2016 from UT 04:06 to UT
04:36 (HJD 2457540.67688 to 2457540.69748).

Combining these measurements with the parallax mea-
surements from Gaia, we found that 42 of the stars are
members of Upper Sco association but 16 are not. The re-
sults are presented in Tab. 2 and Tab. 3. The average par-
allax of the confirmed members in Upper Sco is 6.87 £ 0.36
mas, (d = 145.6 + 7.6 pc). The average proper motions of
confirmed members are pm — RA = —10.6 £ 6.0mas and
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Table 1. Parameters of the star 2M1611-1757

Parameter Value

Name 2MASS J16111534-1757214,
EPIC 205375290,
1RXS J161115.1-175741,
Gaia EDR3 6249000566108106112

RA[h:m:s] 16:11:15.3443 (3

DE [d:m:s] -17:57:21.42779 (3

RA[d] 242.8139346

DE|[d] -17.95595216

Glon [deg] 355.6973728700222(3)

Glat [deg] +23.83794726211355(3)

pm-RA[mas/yr]
pm-DE[mas/yr]

RV [km/s]

plx [mas]

Distance [pc]
Distance module [mag)]
Mass [Mg]

Radius [Re]
SpecType

Teff[K]

Lum. [Lg]

Age [Myr]

Rot. period [d]

BP [mag]

RP [mag]

V [mag]

R [mag]

G [mag]

Kp [mag]

J [mag]

H [mag]

K [mag]

W1 (3-4 pm) [mag]
W2 (4-8 pum) [mag]
W3 (8-15 um) [mag]
W4 (15-30 um) [mag]
FmmA\ [mJy™™m]
Av [mag]

EW Lil [A]

EW Ha [A]

EW Hg [A]
FHe [10%9 ergs™1]

Fyp [10%° ergs™!]
Ly [10%% ergs™1]
HR1

HR2

X-ray [ct/s]

—8.954 4 0.0223)
—24.626 £ 0.016(3)
—7.23+0.17()

7.364 4+ 0.017(3)

135.78 + 0.32(3)

5.6642 £ 0.0051

0.6 £0.18, 0.71 + 0.08(5)
1.24(3) ) 1.247 4 0.096(%)
M1(4,5)

3535(3), 3750(4) | 3670 + 180(12)
0.2153), 0.38(4) | 0.29 4 0.03(8)
1.3-5.5(8) 5-10(9)
6.0308 =+ 0.0084(5)
14.1204 £ 0.080(3)
11.8219 + 0.056(3)
13.3(1)

11.91)

12.9300 + 0.0023(1)
13.233

10.227 + 0.027(2)

9.486 + 0.023(2)

9.204 4+ 0.019(2)

8.754 4+ 0.023(7)

8.250 & 0.020(7)

6.291 + 0.016(7

4.723 +0.029(7)

< 0.180'88 (8)

1.6(4

0.600 + 0.035(%)

—2.4® 474010
—1.440.20)

3.29 + 0.04(10)|

2.94 +0.2811, 2.58 + 0.16(11)
0.47 £+ 0.01(10)

16

0.96 + 0.39(6)

0.44 4+ 0.29(6)

0.0467 + 0.0135(6)

1 SIMBAD, Centre de donné es astronomiques de Strasbourg

(Wenger et al. 2000).

2 Skrutskie et al. (2006).

3 Early release of Gaia DR3 (https://www.cosmos.esa.int/
gaia)(Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2018, 2020).

4 Preibisch et al. (2001).

5 This work
6 Voges et al. (2000).

7 AIWISE Data Release (Cutri et al. 2013).

8 Garufi et al. (2020).

9 Fang, Herczeg, & Rizzuto (2017).
10 This work, FLAMES spectra,
11 This work, Mt. Abu spectra

12 Miillner et al. (2018)
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Figure 2. Part of the normalized FLAMES spectrum of 2M1611-
1757 showing the Ha and the Li16707A line.

pm — DEC = —23.0 4 1.4 mas, respectively. The values ob-
tained for 2M1611-1757 are thus consistent with a member-
ship in Upper Sco.

We also determined the rotation-rate of the stars from
the light-curves. We find that 31 of the 36 M-stars with
known rotation rates have periods shorter than 10d. That
means 86% (74%) of the M-stars in this region are in the high
activity phase. We did not observe K2-33 with FLAMES,
because the results for this star were already published by
Mann et al. (2016). With a rotation period of 6.29+0.17 days
it belongs to the class of active M-stars. Figure 3 shows the
equivalent width of Li16707 A line of the stars in Upper Sco
together with the equivalent width of other young clusters.
The equivalent width of the Li16707 A-line for 2M1611-1757
is EW = 600 + 35 mA demonstrating that it is a member
of the cluster. In some cases the S/N of the spectra was
too low to detect the Li16707 A-line. The stars that neither
have a significant Li16707 A—line, nor the right distance are
considered not to be members of Upper Sco.

The X-ray brightness of 2M1611-1757 is log(Lx) =
30.2 log(ergs™'). For comparison: The Sun has log(Ly) =
26.4-27.7 log(ergs™") and solar-like stars in the Pleiades
log(Lyx) = 29.1-29.6 log(ergs™") (Giardino et al. 2008). The
X-ray flux thus is 300-6000 times larger than that of the
Sun. The large X-ray brightness, the distance, the equiva-
lent width of the Lil 6707 line, and the extinction all support
the hypothesis that 2M1611-1757 is an M-star in the Upper
Sco OB association. AO-observations with VLT/SPHERE
show that 2M1611-1757 is not a visual binary. No disk was
detected with ALMA (Garufi et al. 2020).

4 SPECTROSCOPIC MONITORING

We observed 2M1611-1757 in two observing nights using
the Mt. Abu Faint Object Spectrograph and Camera -
Pathfinder (MFOSC-P) mounted on the Physical Research
Laboratory (PRL) 1.2m telescope at Mt. Abu India (Srivas-
tava et al. 2018, 2021). For our observations we used the
grating with 150 lines per mm which gives a resolution of
AMX/X ~ 500. The spectra were exposed for 600s. They cover
the wavelength region from 4563 to 8409 A. The observations
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Figure 3. Equivalent width of the Lil 6707A lines in clusters of
different age. The big red dot is 2M1611-1757.

of the first night were taken on the 5™ of May 2020 from
18:34 to 23:30 UT (HJD 2458971.27898 to 2458971.48454).
In this night, we obtained 21 spectra. The observations of the
second night were taken on the 20" of May 2020 from 16:49
to 22:23 UT (HJD 2458990.20651 - 2458990.43846). In the
second night we obtained 28 spectra. We thus monitored the
star spectroscopically for 10.5 hours in total. The detailed
description of the MFOSC-P instrument and the data reduc-
tion are given in Rajpurohit et al. (2020). Figure 4 shows an
average spectrum of the star. The intensity-scale is the to-
tal emission from the star. The Ha, HS and the TiO-band
head are marked. The nomenclature is the same as in (Reid,
Hawley, & Gizis 1995).

The fluxes in Ha in the first and second nights are
showns in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. The average Ha line-flux in
the first night was (2.94 & 0.06) 10*° ergs™" and (2.58 =+
0.03) 10?° ergs ™! in the second. The upper limits of the Ha-
emission from flares are 4.410%! erg in the first night and
1.410%! erg in the second.

Using the branching ratio between the continuum in the
TESS-band and Ha emission of Fress/Fua = 10.408+0.026
from (Muheki et al. 2020b) we can convert these upper lim-
its into continuum fluxes. We have to take into account that
the wavelength regions of TESS and Kepler are different,
though. Using the typical temperatures of the optical contin-
uum emission of 10000 to 20000 K for flares, this correction
factor is FKepler/FTEss = 1.8 £ 0.2. The upper limits Ha-
emission correspond to 7—91032 erg and 2—3 1032 erg in the
optical continuum, respectively. The detection limits of the
spectroscopic observations are thus comparable to the pho-
tometric observations of the Kepler-K2 mission discussed in
Section 5.

Large spots on the stellar surface lead to a decrease of
the average temperature of the star. Using the TiO-5 index
from Reid, Hawley, & Gizis (1995) we derive a temperature
difference of the star in the two nights of AT.g = 90+ 69K,
which is insignificant. There is thus no evidence that the
spot-coverage was much larger in one night than in the other.

MNRAS 000, 1-13 (2020)



Table 2. Stars that are not members of Upper Sco

Flare stars in Upper Sco

EPIC

ST

RA

DEC

Kp!

G2

3

3

3

plx p.m. p.-m.

h:m:s d:m:s [mag] [mag] [mas] RA DEC

[mas/a] [mas/a]

204809256 K3  16:07:40.908 -20:45:54.23 14.84 14.83 0.190 + 0.040 —9.751 £+ 0.039 —8.236 £ 0.027
204820565 K1 16:07:47.312  -20:42:52.39  13.98  15.68 0.964 + 0.051 6.137 £ 0.059 1.508 £ 0.038
204826968* - 16:07:18.264  -20:41:08.08 13.16  13.46 1.127 £ 0.064 —1.1494+0.070 —52.730 + 0.047
204873961 K4 16:08:51.400 -20:28:25.02 13.91 13.92 0.395 + 0.020 —4.942 + 0.027 —3.169 £ 0.017
204967795 K8 16:01:51.816  -20:02:19.31 12.53 1249 11.423 £0.017 75.354 £0.019 —21.651 £0.011
205027701 K3 16:11:02.864 -19:45:18.36  13.10 13.11 0.085 + 0.014 —2.460 + 0.017 —5.300 £ 0.012
205040048 G8  16:08:40.438 -19:41:45.04 14.99 19.19 0.432 +0.311 3.871 £ 0.377 —6.424 £ 0.284
205065331 K6 16:07:25.968  -19:34:27.57  14.52  14.45 0.136 + 0.030 —4.432 + 0.032 —7.845 £ 0.026
205068387 K4  16:11:00.071  -19:33:36.41  13.26 13.24 0.341 + 0.016 —5.635 £ 0.022 —4.211 £0.013
205082091 K5 16:07:50.956  -19:29:34.75  13.24  13.19 0.226 + 0.018 —1.501 + 0.020 —4.810 £ 0.017
205084272 F8  16:07:51.787 -19:28:55.18 12.80 12.80 4.340 £0.043 —28.000 £0.044 —18.676 + 0.033
205085384 K1  16:09:39.751  -19:28:35.55  13.01 12.99 1.632+£0.035 —16.543 +£0.039 —15.473 £0.031
205137523 F8  16:10:23.563  -19:13:04.37 12.50 12.56 2.283 + 0.026 —3.964 + 0.034 —30.466 £ 0.024
205158932 K4 16:10:57.684 -19:06:35.24  13.80 13.72 1.147 £ 0.019 2.104 + 0.022 —5.020 £ 0.016
205160903 K4  16:08:31.682  -19:05:58.83 13.13 13.14 0.359 + 0.019 0.240 £ 0.019 1.817 £0.013
205168450 K6 16:09:09.907 -19:03:41.05 11.94 11.91 0.498 + 0.015 —3.000 £ 0.019 —4.337 £0.013

1 Kepler magnitude,

2 Gaia magnitude, 3 Gaia (https://www.cosmos.esa.int/gaia)(Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2018, 2020),
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Figure 4. Low-resolution spectrum of 2M1611-1757. The intensity-
scale is the total emission from the star. Prominent features in the
spectrum of the star are marked.

5 PHOTOMETRIC MONITORING: THE KEPLER-K2
LIGHT-CURVES

Based on the list of stars in the Upper Sco association from
Preibisch et al. (2001) we put in a proposal to observe 119
stars in this region in the Kepler K2-mission. The Kepler
satellite observed these stars continuously for 1860 hours. In
total 3231 photometric measurements were obtained. The
time sampling is one photometric measurement every 34.5
minutes.

5.1 Rotation rate and filling factor

Stellar spots that are not located at the poles cause as a
sinusoidal modulation of the light-curve (Fig. 7), which al-
lows to determine the rotation period of a star. From the
period of this modulation we obtain a rotation period of
6.0308 + 0.0084 days.
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Figure 7. An extract of the light-curve showing numerous flares
and the modulation due to star-spots

The average depth of minima in the light-curve is
3.45 + 0.29%. The depth of the minima allows to calcu-
late the filling-factor of the spots that are not located at
the poles. Because many active stars have polar spots, the
filling-factors derived are lower limits.

Using the relation

Tepot = Tetar — 3.58 X 107 ° T2, — 0.249 X Terar + 808 [K],

gives a spot temperature of 3093 + 20 K (Notsu et al. 2019).
The lower limit of spot-filling factor is 7.140.9 % as derived
from the relation (Jackson & Jeffries 2013):

Aspot /Astar = AF/F [1 - (Tspot/Tstar)4]71-

5.2 The frequency of flares in 2M1611-1757

During the 78 days of observations, we detected 105 flares on
2M1611-1757. Part of the K2 light-curve is shown in Fig. 7.
Clearly seen are several flares with their characteristic rapid
increase and exponential decrease. The largest flare had 4.0
10%° erg, and the smallest one detected 8 10°% erg, in the
Kepler band (4200-9000 A) Statistically, there is one flare
with E > 10%%erg every 620 hours, one of E > 10%%erg every
52 hours, and one of E > 310%3erg every 24 hours. For
comparison, the large solar flare observed by Carrington in
1859 is estimate to have emitted ~ 10*?erg (Tsurutani et al.
2003). Flares larger than that are canonically called super-
flares.

Because flares have a power-law distribution the cumu-
lative frequency distribution can be fitted using the relation:

log(v) = v + Blog(E) 1)

where v is the cumulative frequency of flares with an
energy greater than E and f is the power-law exponent
2. Figure 8 shows the cumulative frequency distribution
for 2M1611-1757. The red points in Fig. 8 is the cumu-
lative frequency distribution of K2-33. There is one flare

2 The power law distribution can also be described as dn/dE =
k E®. The relation between o and B is: =1 — a.

35.5
2M1611-1757

a5 K2-33

34.5

34

log E [log(erg)]

33.5

33 R R
-3 —2.5
log (nu) [h!]

Figure 8. Cumulative flare frequency distribution for 2M1611-1757
(black points) and of K2-33 (red points). The solid lines represent
our linear least-squares fit to the upper and lower part of the
distribution.

E > 310%erg every 372 hours. Unfortunately, only 26 flares
were detected in this star which is not enough to determine
the statistics of flares precisely. However, there are enough
flares to determine the ratio between the flares in K2-33 and
2M1611-1757. Counting only flares with Eopt > 1033 erg, we
find that flares in 2M1611-1757 emit 50 times the amount
of energy as those in K2-33.

The smallest flare detected in 2M1611-1757 had
8102 erg. Since the completeness limit is three times higher
than the detection limit, we set a lower energy limit (Emin)
down to which the flare-statistic is still complete, before we
can calculate the index.

Using Emin = 2.6 10%® erg, we derive 8 = —0.80 & 0.16
for the whole distribution. A better way to determine S is
the maximum likelihood estimation (Gizis et al. 2017). Using
the same energy limit as above, we obtain 8 = —0.65+0.15.

As can be seen in Fig. 8 2M1611-1757 has a bro-
ken power-law distribution. The energy range between
log(E)=34.5 to 35.6 has a power index = —1.24. The en-
ergy range between log(E)=33.4 to 34.4 has § = —0.57. The
significance of a broken power-law is discussed in Section 6.1.

5.3 The frequency of flares for M-stars Upper Sco

Is 2M1611-1757 representative for an M-star at that age?
To find out, we determine the flare-statistics for all con-
firmed M-stars in Upper Sco listed in Table 3. The cumula-
tive frequency distribution for all confirmed M-stars, except
2M1611-1757, is shown in Fig. 9 (black points). We exclude
2M1611-1757 from this analysis, because we would like to
compare the cumulative frequency distribution of all other
M-stars with that of 2M1611-1757.

Using the maximum likelihood estimation, we obtain
B = —0.52 + 0.13. The S-values of 2M1611-1757 within the
errors are the same as that of all other M-stars in Upper
Sco.

However, as pointed out by Shibata et al. (2013) the
detection threshold for flares depends on the rotation pe-
riod of the star. The reason is that smaller flares can more
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Figure 9. Cumulative flare frequency distribution of all confirmed
M-stars in Upper Sco (black), and only for M-stars where the
completeness limit is better than 1033 erg (red points).

easily be detected in slowly rotating stars than in rapidly
rotating ones. The detection threshold furthermore depends
on the signal-to noise of the light-curve, and the brightness
of the star. The last point is important because the relative
brightness increase of a flare is larger if the star is intrinsi-
cally fainter. Okamoto et al. (2021) introduced the detection
completeness filter DCaiter to correct for the missing flares.
DCiiter is the ratio of stars where a flare of a specific energy
can certainly be detected to the total number of stars in the
sample.

We calculate for each star the detection limit for flares,
and the completeness limit. The detection limit is the energy
of the smallest flare observed in that star. The completeness
limit is the energy down to which all flares can be detected in
that star. We find that the main limiting factor for the flare
detection in our sample is the brightness of the star. For this
reason, we made the statistics for the M0 to M3-stars, and
for M4 to M6 stars separately. We split the sample in this
way, so that both samples contain about the same number
of stars. Figure 10 shows the detection and the completeness
limits for M-stars in Upper Sco.

Let us take energy of 1033 erg as an example. Flares of
that energy can be detected in 82% of the M0 to M3-stars.
However, all flares down to that energy can only be detected
in 52% of the stars. For M0 to M3-stars, the detection and
completeness limits are 94% and 82% of the stars, respec-
tively.

There are two ways to correct for the incompleteness.
We can either correct the flare-rates, or we can simply se-
lect only those stars where the statistics down to 1033 erg are
complete. The red points in Fig. 9 show the cumulative fre-
quency diagram for the 20 M-stars where the completeness
limit is better than 1033 erg. This means we can be certain
that we have detected all flares down to that energy in these
stars.

The flare-distribution turns out to be a broken power-
law. Flares with E > 310%*erg have 8 = —1.3 £ 0.1 and
flares smaller than that § = —0.8 + 0.1. Figure 11 shows
the average amount of energy emitted per second by flares
of different energies. We used only the 20 M-stars where
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Figure 10. Completeness and detection limits. Shown is the frac-
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lower than the energy shown. "Det.” is the detection limit and
”Comp” the completeness limit.
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Figure 11. Average amount of energy emitted by all flares in the
energy intervals shown. For this analysis we used only the 20 M-
stars in Upper Sco where all flares with E > 1033 erg were detect.

the flare-statistics is complete down to 10%3 erg. Per energy

interval more energy is emitted by larger flares than by small
ones. The dividing line for M-stars in upper Sco is E >
3103 erg.

5.4 The decay time of the flares

Since the energy of flares decreases exponentially, the decay-
time tq of a flare is defined as the time at which the energy
has decreased by 1/e of its peak value. Figure 12 shows the
relation between the decay-time of the flares and the energy
emitted. The red points are for the optical continuum emis-
sion of 2M1611-1757. The black points are values obtained
in the soft X-ray regime for flares of active stars of different
spectral types taken from Giidel (2004).

We selected for this analysis only 15 flares with Eqpe >
103 erg that show a clean exponential decay. We did not
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Figure 12. Energy emitted by flares in the X-ray regime (Giidel
2004) and in 2M1611-1757 in the optical regime versus the decay-
time. The upper dashed curve is for the X-ray data, the lower
dotted, the optical data.The blue points are stars named in the
text.

include multiple events overlapping each other. Although
the black points is the energy of flares emitted in soft X-
rays and the red points the energy emitted in the optical
regime, the two fall almost on top of each other. This result
can be used to estimate the branching ratio of flares between
the optical and the soft X-rays in Section 6.3.

The relation between the decay time log(ta) (log(s)) and
the energy of a flare in the soft X-ray regime log(Ex) (log

(erg)) is:

log(ta) = (—6.0 £ 0.9) + (0.28 + 0.02) - log(Ex) (2)

The relation between the duration for flares and their
energies for super-flares on solar-like stars published by Mae-
hara et al. (2015) is *:

log(ta) = (~ —10) + (0.39 & 0.03) - log(Eopt) (3)

Flare decay times for solar X-ray flares have been stud-
ied by Veronig et al. (2002) who found log(td tota1) ~ —0.96 -
log(Ex), with tdtotar the total duration of the flare which
includes the rise and decay time. For solar hard/soft X-ray
flares, Namekata et al. (2017) found log(ta) ~ 0.2 — 0.33 -
log(Eopt). These factors equation 2 and 3 are surprisingly
similar. Further discussions on that matter can be found in
Section 6.3.

6 DISCUSSION
6.1 Comparing 3 for young M-stars with with other stars

We determined the power-law index of the flare-frequency
distribution for 2M1611-1757 in Section 5.2, and for all other

3 The factor -10 is approximate. It is not given in the article, we
determined it from the figure in that article.

young M-stars in Upper Sco in Section 5.3. M-stars in Up-
per Sco have a broken power-law distribution with a critical
energy of E > 310%* erg. Larger flares have § = —1.3 4+ 0.1
and smaller ones f = —0.8 £ 0.1.

Broken power-laws have been reported for other stars as
well. For example, a broken power-law was also observed in
the giant star KIC 2852961 which has 1.7+ 0.3 Mg (K&véri
et al. 2020). Flares with energies above E > 51037 on this
star have f = —1.84£0.06 and flares below that energy have
B =-0.29+£0.02.

Why do stars have broken power-laws? A possible sce-
nario was proposed by Mullan & Paudel (2018). Granules
force the field lines at the foot-points of coronal magnetic
loops to undergo a random walk which can twist the field
lines so that a flare occurs. A critical point in this scenario
is the ratio between the diameter of the foot-points of the
loops to the magnetic scale height. The frequency is differ-
ent for flares originating from loops with foot-points that
are larger than the scale height than for flares where the
loops are smaller. If this hypothesis is correct, the flare fre-
quency distribution should be a broken power-law for all
types stars. This means if we observe a star for a long time
but our measurements are not particularly sensitive, we will
find 8 < —1. The same result will be obtained if the star is so
inactive that we simply do not observe really large flares. If
we observe a star for a short time but the measurements are
very sensitive, we will obtain § > —1. If we observe the same
star over a long period, we may find that the distribution is
a broken power-law.

For example, 8 < —1 were obtained by Ilin et al. (2020)
for stars in open clusters, by Shibayama et al. (2013) for
super-flares of G-dwarfs and by Stelzer et al. (2007) for pre-
main-sequence solar analogies in the Taurus. White-light
flares on the sun, and thus presumably also on other solar-
like stars, are large events which are typically only observed
in impulsive and energetic flares (Watanabe, Kitagawa, &
Masuda 2017). 8 > —1 were, for example, obtained by
Shibayama et al. (2013) for small solar flares, by Jess et al.
(2019) for nano-flares on the sun, by Audard et al. (2000) for
flares on M-star, and by Maehara et al. (2015) for solar-like
stars using the Kepler short-cadence data.

All these values do not contradict each other if we as-
sume that the underlying distribution is a broken power-law.
In this context it is interesting to note that a broken power-
law can be seen in their figure in the article published by
Stelzer et al. (2007).

6.2 The energy of the largest flare and the magnetic flux

According to (Shibata et al. 2013), the energy released in the
largest flares is related to the area of the star-spots. Because
(Shibata et al. 2013) studied solar-like stars, it would be
interesting to find out if this relation also holds for M-stars.
The lower limit of spot-filling factor of 2M1611-1757 is 7.1+
0.9 %, corresponding to 7.1 4+ 1.210*! cm? (see Section 5.1).
Using the relation given (Shibata et al. 2013), we derive an
upper limit of the flare X-ray intensity of 2.5 + 0.7 10%¢ erg.
The largest flare observed had only 4 10*° erg, and was thus
one order of magnitude weaker than the upper limit. The
relation published by (Shibata et al. 2013) thus also holds
for M-stars.

Using the relationship between total unsigned magnetic
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flux (®), and X-ray spectral radiance (Lx) published by
Pevtsov et al. (2003), and Ly = 10*°ergs™" we estimate
® = 2.610%° Mx for 2M1611-1757. The magnetic flux den-
sity thus estimated to be about B = 3700 G. The size of
the spots, the size of the flares and the magnetic flux of
2M1611-1757 are thus similar to other active stars. For ex-
ample, the magnetic flux density of the active M-star AD Leo
is B=13300G (Cranmer & Saar 2011).

6.3 Estimating the branching ratio between the optical and
the soft X-rays and the flare-decay time

As pointed out by Mullan & Paudel (2018) the energies re-
leased in the optical continuum emission and the X-rays are
related if the common physical process contributes to both.
This is the case if the energy released in the coronal loops,
which emit X-rays, is transported to the photosphere from
which optical emission emerges. If the optical continuum
emission is related to the X-ray emission, their decay times
should be related.

Observations of solar flares in fact show that the soft-X
ray light curve closely follows the Ha-light curve (Leitzinger
et al. 2020), and the white-light curve. If we assume that
flares that have the same decay time are the same, we can
statistically derive the branching ratio between the optical
regime and the soft X-ray regime by shifting the optical
points into position of the X-ray points.

Using observations in the X-ray regime, and optical pho-
tometry and spectroscopy of AD Leo, Namekata et al. (2020)
determined a relation between the optical continuum and
Ho in the form Iga ~ Igc'iltio'%. One flare was observed
with all instruments. This flare emitted 1.1 x 10°C erg in Hev
and 3.4 x 103! erg in the (0.5 -10 keV) X-ray regime. The
light curves in the X-ray and Ha have some similarity, but
it appears that the decay time is longer in Ha than in X-
rays. In other events is also appears that the decay time
is longer in Ha than in optical continuum. Unfortunately,
the optical continuum emission of this particularly flare was
rather weak which makes it difficult to compare the X-ray
and optical continuum emission.

Figure 12 shows the decay times for optical continuum
emission for M-stars in Upper Sco (red points), and the de-
cay times for active stars in the X-ray regime (Giidel 2004)
(black and blue points). The relation of the decay time and
the energy in the X-rays and in the optical is given in Equa-
tion 2 and Equation 3, respectively. Since the duration of
flares is related to the length scale (L) and the magnetic
field strength (B) in the form E ~ B2L3 (Namekata et al.
2017; Toriumi et al. 2017) it is different for different types of
stars. This explains why the equation 2 and 3 are not identi-
cal. Because the black and blue points in Fig. 12 are various
types of stars, the scatter has to be large. We marked as
blue points the stars at the lower edge of the distribution.
These stars that are Castor, AD Dor (K0V), EQ1839.6+8002
(M4V), AR Lac (K0IVe+G51V) , I Peg (K2+1Ve), V773 Tau
(K3Ve) and Lk Ha 92 (G8e).

Nevertheless, if we assume that flares of the same de-
cay time are similar, we can estimate the branching ra-
tio between the X-rays and the optical continuum emis-
sion (Fig. 12). However, we should keep in mind that the
branching ratio depends on the energy of the flare in the
form Fopy ~ FO9959-04 (Namekata et al. 2017). That means
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the branching ratio depends on the energy of the flare and
the type of the star. For flares on M-stars in the energy-
range from 10%* to 10%¢ erg, we estimate a branching-ratio
of the order Eqpi/Ex = 1.5 to 2.0. Osten & Wolk (2015)
derived Ekepler/Ecors = 3 and EKepler/ESRX = 0.5. The
wavelength-ranges of these are: GOES: 1-8 A (1.55-12.4
keV), and SXR: 1.24-1240 A (10 eV-10 keV). The wave-
length range of GOES thus is closer to normal soft-X regime.
Moore, Chamberlin, & Hock (2014) found for X-Class Solar
Flares that the ratio of the total energy to the energy emitted
in the 10-1900 A wavelength regime is Eiot/Eruviruy =
4.7+ 1.5.

6.4 What is the typical brightness increase of the star due
to flares?

The total energy of all flares detected on 2M1611-1757 is
Eopt = 2.210%% erg. Summing only the flares with Eopy >
10** erg the total energy is Eop, = 1.910%¢ erg. On average
the flares with Eqpe > 1034 erg enhance the optical emission
by Lopt > 310%° ergs™'. Using the branching-ratio from
above, we estimate that the soft X-ray emission due to large
flares is of the order Ly > 210%° ergs™!. Since, the X-ray
brightness of 2M1611-1757 is Ly, = 2,103 ergs™'. However,
we have to be careful with this conclusion, because the scat-
ter of the X-ray points in Fig. 12 is an order of magnitude.
We need to observe flares in young M-stars simultaneously
in the optical continuum and the XUV.

6.5 The duty cycle

Defining the duration of flares is difficult, because of the
exponential decay. We thus define the duration of a flare as
twice the 1/e time, or the time when the energy of the flare
has decreased to 13.5% of the peak energy. We observed 40
flares with Eqpe > 1034 erg in 2M1611-1757. If in this very
active star the duty cycle of such flares is only 4.6%.

6.6 The mass-loss rate of planets due to the flare activity

Morlock et al. (2020) used the results of this work in his
model of the erosion of planetary atmospheres. In their work,
they derive a mass loss of Mcva ~3.22 x 107" Mg yr_1 for
a hypothetical 5 Mgartn planet orbiting 2M1611-1757 at 0.1
AU. This means that a H/He-envelope of a close-in mini-
Neptune would be removed. In that article they also derive
a relation between the EUV-flux from the star and the mass
loss rate of the planet as Meva o< F%’é%,iom. This relation
allows us to calculate the mass-loss rate for planets orbiting
stars of different activity level.

As discussed in Section 6.4, flares enhance the soft X-ray
emission of 2M1611-1757 by Ly > 210%° ergs™'. Since K2-
33 is 50 times less active, we estimate Ly > 4 10%7 erg s~ for
this star. The erosion rate due to flares alone would already
be M ~ 1077 Mg yr~* if K2-33b had a mass of five Mg. This
means if a H/He-envelope contains about one percent of the
mass of the planet, it would be substantially eroded during
the first few 100 Myrs due the XUV-radiation from flares
alone. Flares thus play a role for the evolution of planetary
atmospheres, and should not be neglected.
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6.7 The erosion of planetary atmospheres is large due to
the XUV-radiation, CMEs are perhaps less important

In many studies it is assumed that the ratio of flares to
Coronal-Mass-Ejections (CMEs) is the same for active stars
as for the sun (Howard et al. 2018; Yamashiki et al. 2019).
However, M-stars are quite different from solar-like stars. It
is thus not obvious that we can assume the same flare-to-
CMEs ratio as in solar-like stars.

CMEs are important, because the protons from CMEs
significantly effect the ozone layer of an Earth-like planet
whereas the electromagnetic radiation from flares effects the
ozone layer to a much lesser extend. Tilley et al. (2019), for
example, estimates that proton events from CMEs would
deplete the ozone column of an Earth-like planet by 94% in
only 10 years. To reach this conclusion, they assumed a much
lower flare-rate than what we observed for 2M1611-1757.
They assumed that there is one flare of Ey > 1034erg in the
U-band every 11700 hours and a power-law index 8 = —1.01.
This corresponds to a rate of one flare of E > 103*erg every
8862 hours in the Kepler band.

However, what do we actually know about the CME-
activity of M-stars? In our previous study of the very ac-
tive M-star AD Leo, we obtained 2000 high resolution spec-
tra and observed 22 flares (Muheki et al. 2020a). Line-
asymmetries were often seen, but a blue-shifted components
exceeding the escape velocity of 590 + 11kms™*
observed. In another study we obtained 762 spectra of EV
Lac. Again 27 flares were observed, also a filament eruption
but no CME (Muheki et al. 2020b). Filament eruptions were
also observed by Maehara et al. (2021) in YZ CMi. The ve-
locity of the blue-shifted component was between 80 and
100 kms~!. The authors estimate the mass and kinetic en-
ergy of the upward-moving material to be 10*¢ — 10'® g and
10295 — 1035 erg, respectively. The authors furthermore
point out that the kinetic energy of these events is two orders
of magnitude lower than that expected from the empirical
relation for CMEs for our Sun. Fuhrmeister et al. (2018) ob-
tained 473 high-resolution spectra with CARMENES of 28
active M-dwarfs and detected 41 flares. Line-asymmetries
were again observed but the corresponding velocities again
did not reach escape velocities. Doppler-shifted emission fea-
tures with shifts well below the the escape velocities were
also observed at FUV and X-ray wavelengths (Leitzinger et
al. 2011; Argiroffi et al. 2019). The same results were ob-
tained in a dedicated surveys for CMEs (Leitzinger et al.
2014; Korhonen et al. 2017; Leitzinger et al. 2020).

The observations suggests that filament eruptions have
been observed but the velocities associated with them are
lower than the escape velocities from the stars, but this does
not exclude the possibility that there are CMEs. The reason
is that there are three stages of the dynamic evolution of
CMEs: a slow rise, a fast acceleration, and a propagation
phase (Gou et al. 2020). At the end of the first phase solar
CMEs have reached a height of 0.5 Rg, and at the end of the
second acceleration phase a height of 6 Rg. Strictly speak-
ing, the events observed in Ha are filament, or prominence
eruptions, not CMEs. While both phenomena are associated,
the average height of solar prominence eruption is only 0.36
Re (Gopalswamy et al. 2003). This means that it is unlikely
that we measure the final speed of the ejected material if we
obtain the events in Ha. Observations by Gopalswamy et al.

were not

(2003) show that the average speed measured in solar promi-
nence eruption is only 56 kms™!. Using the data presented
in that article it turns out that the median of the measured
velocities of CMEs are an order of magnitude higher than
the velocities measured in the prominence eruption associ-
ated with them. The relatively low speeds observed in Ha
thus do not rule out CMEs.

However, Odert et al. (2017) and Drake et al. (2016)
pointed out that the mass-loss rates of active stars become
unrealistically high if we simply extrapolate the relation of
the flare-energies to the mass-loss rate for events that are
orders a magnitude higher than solar flares. As explained in
these articles, it is plausible that a relatively strong mag-
netic fields overlying the flaring region may prevent matter
from leaving the star. The flow patterns during flares can be
quite complex. For example, an up-flow of material at tem-
perature of 10* K that lifts up plasma with a temperature of
10°~ 7K followed by downward moving condensation with a
temperature of 10* K has been observed on the sun (Tei et al.
2018). In the case of spatially resolved solar observations, the
full 3D-velocities of erupting filaments can be reconstructed
and these can be related to CMEs. Solar observations show
CME:s are in general related to eruptive filaments that orig-
inate from flares that emit more than 3 x 10%°ergs™' in
the 1-8A regime (Morimoto & Kurokawa 2003). However,
if only one spectral line is observed, it is difficult to say if
this event will cause a CME, or not. Multi-wavelength obser-
vations and observations with the next generation of radio
telescopes may solve the CME-mystery (Osten, Crosley, &
Hallinan 2018).

In summary, observations in Ha show only filament
eruptions not CMEs. It is possible that these are associ-
ated with CMEs but that remains to be shown. However,
there are a number of reasonable arguments why the CME-
rate of M-stars is perhaps not that high. The hypothesis of
a relatively low CME-rate is consistent with the results ob-
tained by Wood et al. (2014). Using an absorption feature
in Lya line as a tracer for mass-loss, Wood et al. (2014)
find that the loss increases up to a certain activity level, but
above that the mass loss is relatively small. Since most of the
mass loss is due to CMEs (Wood, Linsky, & Giidel 2015),
this also means that the CME-activity of very active stars
is relatively low.

2M1611-1757 thus may also be in the weak-wind regime.
Using the results obtained by Wood et al. (2014), the mass
loss is expected to be of the order of M ~ 210~ 3 M, year ™.
Putting everything together, young M-stars have CMEs but
the CME-activity is not as spectacular as the flare activity.

6.8 The role of flares for the habitability of planets

In a detailed study of the evolution of the activity of stars
Johnstone, Bartel, & Giidel (2020), showed that although
the rates of flares at all energies are higher for G dwarfs,
but the amount of XUV-radiation that a planet in the hab-
itable zone receives from flares are likely to be higher for M
dwarfs. More in detail, for § = —0.6, the authors find that
the amount is roughly the same for all stars in the mass range
between 0.2 and 1.4 Mg but for 8 = —1.4 planets in the hab-
itable zone of M-stars receive two three orders of magnitude
more energy from flares. Planets in the habitable zone of M-
stars receive two, or three orders of magnitude more energy
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from energetic flares than planets in the habitable zone of
G-stars.

In this respect it is interesting to note that the isotope
ratios *6Ar/*¥Ar, ?°Ne/??Ne, and *°Ar/?’Ne on Earth and
Venus can only be explained if it is assumed that the young
Sun was only weakly active in the first 100 Myrs (Lammer et
al. 2020). Analyzing the sodium and potassium of the lunar
regolith, Saxena et al. (2019) come to the same conclusions:
The young Sun was particularly inactive even compared to
solar-like stars, and even more so compared to M-stars.

Flares not only enhance the amount of XUV-radiation,
they also have a different X-ray spectrum. This is demon-
strated by the observations of the young, active KO-star
ABDor. Observations of this star show that the flux of 20
MK component increases significantly during flares, whereas
the 7 and 3 MK components remain basically constant (van
den Besselaar et al. 2003). This higher temperature of flares
is important, because the heating efficiency of planetary at-
mospheres depends on the XUV-spectrum of the star and
thus the temperature of the emitting region (Shematovich,
Ionov, & Lammer 2014). The UV radiation controls the pho-
tochemical reactions in planetary atmospheres for important
molecules such as H2O, CO2, and CHy4 (Wood, Linsky, &
Giidel 2015).

Since flares significantly increase the amount of this
type of radiation, they are highly important for the photo-
chemistry of planetary atmospheres (Lammer et al. 2018).
Biological studies demonstrate the vulnerability of microor-
ganisms if they are exposed to the UV-C radiation (1000-
2800 A) from super-flares (Abrevaya et al. 2020). Thus, flares
can make planets uninhabitable even if they are formally in
the habitable zone. Perhaps it is not a chance coincidence
that the Earth is orbiting a G-star rather than an M-star.

7 CONCLUSIONS

Using spectroscopic and photometric observations, we have
studied the flare activity of 2MASS J1611-1757. This star is
particularly interesting because it is perhaps the first M-star
in which solar-like oscillations have been discovered (Miillner
et al. 2018). We find that 2MASS J1611-1757 is a member of
the Upper Sco OB association of young stars. The analysis
of the K2 light curves shows that it has an enormous flare
activity. There is one flare with E > 10*° erg every 620 hours,
and one with E > 103%erg every 52 hours. This star is an
ideal target for studying the activity of young M-stars.

The flare-energy distribution of young M-stars in Upper
Sco is a broken power-law. Large flares have § = —1.3 £ 0.1
and smaller ones § = —0.8 £0.1. The critical point between
the two regimes is at E > 310* erg. The broken power law
distribution naturally explains why some previous studies
obtained values smaller than -1 and others values larger than
that. Surveys in which only large flares are detected obtained
values B < —1. Sensitive observations obtained over a short
time interval give 8 > —1. Sensitive, long-duration surveys
will find a broken power-law. The distribution of the decay
times is similar to that of other active stars, and also not
that different from that of solar-like stars.

We monitored the star spectroscopically for 10.5 hours
but did not detect a flare, a CME, nor the signature of an
eruptive filament. We conclude that flares are important for
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the evolution of planetary atmospheres and should not be
neglected.
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8 APENDIX: UPPER SCO MEMBERS

Remarks:

! Rotation period [d], ? Kepler magnitude, > Gaia magni-
tude, * Gaia early data release 3 (https://gea.esac.esa.
int/archive/(Gaia Collaboration 2016, 2018, 2020), ° Spec-
trum has a S/N of 2-8 which is too low to measure the EW.
6 visual binary in Gaia DR3, 7 unrelated star within 3 arcsec
in Gaia DR3, ® K2-33, data from (Mann et al. 2016).
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EPIC ST No. PL. RA DEC Kp? a3 plx p.m. p.m. EW

fla- [d] h:m:s d:m:s [mag] [mag] [mas] RA DEC Lil 6707

res [mas/a] [mas/a] [A]
204813678 M4 12 2.31 16:07:16.072  -20:44:43.80 12.97 14.74 7.029 £0.037 —11.522+0.042 —23.247+0.028 0.593 £ 0.008
204829482 M5 12 1.95 16:08:00.517  -20:40:28.93 14.87 1595 6.464 £ 0.062 —9.392£0.081 —22.356 £0.050  0.634 £ 0.060
204832041 M6 5 0.58 16:07:58.508  -20:39:48.59 14.93 17.56  6.4424+0.123 —9.391 £0.169  —23.157 £ 0.105 _oém\Zm
204838119 M3 14 3.98 16:08:15.353  -20:38:11.19 16.21 14.89  6.579 +0.034 —9.821 £0.046 —22.439 +£0.027  0.512 £ 0.003
204845955 M4 6 1.85 16:07:44.490 -20:36:02.94 13.54 13.32  6.863 £ 0.067 —7.668 £0.083 —25.1424+0.051  0.567 £ 0.006
204854345 K5 5 5.32 16:08:56.731  -20:33:45.87 11.66 11.61 7.050 £ 0.017 —9.035£0.022  —25.209 +0.015  0.487 £ 0.004
204876697 K8 28 9.28 16:08:01.414 -20:27:41.66 13.08 1296  7.0561 +0.019 —10.671+£0.022 —22.646+0.016 0.536 £ 0.008
204895521 M2 33 4.89 16:06:47.509 -20:22:32.18 14.01 13.84 7.228 £0.023 —10.579+0.027 —23.029 £0.018 Hoém\zm
204901273 M3 62 4.97 16:07:19.722  -20:20:55.55 14.14 15.00  6.399 4+ 0.034 —8.520 £0.040 —22.1224+0.027  0.392 £ 0.025
204906020° M5 1 - 16:07:02.118 -20:19:38.77 16.99 16.55 6.818 £0.099 —10.621+£0.119 —21.361 +0.081  0.294 £ 0.078
204909952 M5 0 - 16:07:27.545  -20:18:34.44 16.96 16.41 7.061 £ 0.081 —10.836 £0.099 —23.252+£0.070 Hoém\zm
204919503 M4 19 3.11 16:07:04.742  -20:15:55.75 16.13 15.88  6.453 £+ 0.051 —9.823£0.064 —21.7744+0.041 0.363 £ 0.024
204948308 M5 22 0.90 16:02:10.961  -20:07:49.58 14.91 15.83  6.690 £ 0.049 —9.455£0.056  —21.839 +£0.032  0.599 +£ 0.027
204966558 M5 17 2.17 16:02:26.138  -20:02:40.71 14.41 15.35  6.634 +£0.043 —9.610£0.052 —23.123+£0.031  0.606 £ 0.021
204986988 M3 12 1.68 16:02:22.481 -19:56:53.96 14.94 14.88 6.603 =0.033  —10.571 £0.041 —21.9474+0.024 0.558 £ 0.007
204993463 M5 1 3.42 16:03:29.416  -19:55:03.64 14.54 15.31  6.390 £ 0.043 —9.362£0.0561  —20.904 £0.035  0.477 £ 0.006
205014939 M5 7 0.55 16:04:07.756  -19:48:57.77 15.72 16.41 10.555£0.069 —43.179+0.074 —21.014=£0.049 lowS/N°®
205026365 M3 25 2.03 16:10:10.416  -19:45:39.81 13.91 14.53 7.178 £0.030 —11.3224+0.038 —22.825+0.025 0.493/ — 0.003
205034152 M3 20 3.62 16:09:13.392  -19:43:28.15 14.12 14.73  7.226 £0.038 —8.915£0.039 —24.118 £0.030  0.521 £ 0.012
205038557 M2 69 3.83 16:03:57.931  -19:42:10.91 14.48 14.30 6.486 £0.028 —11.270+0.032 —22.096 £0.020  0.410 = 0.005
2050407727 M3 5 1.12 16:10:21.526  -19:41:31.86  14.22  14.28 6.227 £0.70 —7.683£0.304 —23.567 +0.211  0.553 £ 0.029
205046529° M4 8 12.83 16:10:26.386  -19:39:51.06 13.73 15.52  7.091 £ 0.096 —8.765£0.110 —24.316 £0.072  0.474 £ 0.030
205054397 M3 21 1.810 16:10:52.406  -19:37:34.45 14.24 15.12  7.165 £ 0.036 —8.292£0.048 —24.096 £0.032  0.374 £ 0.009
205056060 M4 27 11.33 16:09:15.808 -19:37:06.30 15.99 15.73  6.432 4+ 0.047 —7.805£0.056 —21.3174+0.041  0.593 £ 0.025
205060410 M2 39 17.96 16:08:23.870  -19:35:51.91 13.06 13.14 - - - 0.553 £ 0.002
205066998° M5 - - 16:09:04.054  -19:34:00.05 16.00 15.93  6.316 +£0.239 —9.975+£0.288  —19.022+£0.201  0.507 £ 0.057
205080616 K9 0 10.7 16:08:23.244  -19:30:00.96 13.22 13.13  7.256 £0.023 —12.437+£0.024 —22.4774+0.021  0.531 £ 0.003
205089832 M2 86 8.19 16:07:07.676  -19:27:16.23 13.79 13.73  6.456 £0.085 —10.088 £0.124 —20.683 £0.082  0.495 +£ 0.053
205109605° MO 2 - 16:08:28.662  -19:21:24.46  15.25 15.53  6.089 £0.043  —14.202+0.049 —28.847 £ 0.033 Hoém\Zm
205117205% M3.340.5 26 6.29+0.17 16:10:14.738 -19:19:09.40 14.36 14.13  7.193 +0.023 —9.592 £0.028  —23.964 + 0.021 0.45+0.15
2051248397 M2 35 4.70 16:10:39.569  -19:16:52.45 14.71 14.54  6.401 £ 0.026 —9.036 £0.032 —21.1124+0.026  0.481 £ 0.006
205133963 M3 5 1.58 16:10:24.740  -19:14:07.35 12.96 14.63  6.444 +£0.031 —8.955£0.042 —21.213+0.030 0.525 £ 0.035
205137430 K7 44 12.31 16:10:31.951  -19:13:06.07 12.78 12.69  7.293 + 0.041 —8.632£0.055 —23.634 +£0.038  0.542 £ 0.005
205142641 M2 98 6.30 16:08:23.572  -19:11:31.60 14.29 14.06 7.267 £ 0.026 —8.424 £0.029  —24.674+0.020  0.521 £ 0.005
205145188 M4 2 - 16:10:28.196  -19:10:44.49 17.00 16.61 6.592 £ 0.067 —9.471£0.087 —21.632+0.064 0.396 £ 0.029
205151387 M4 2 - 16:09:00.763 -19:08:52.70 13.29 12.89  7.278 +0.024 —9.374 £0.028  —25.121 +0.019  0.470 £ 0.007
205152244 M5 18 1.81 16:09:00.036  -19:08:37.62 13.42 1542  7.303 £0.052 —9.439£0.060 —24.891 £+ 0.040 lowS/N°®
205164832 K3 4 3.06 16:08:10.828  -19:04:47.94 11.12 11.27  7.195+0.023 —9.104 £0.022 —24.910+0.015  0.450 £ 0.002
205164892 M3 25 6.65 16:10:28.571  -19:04:46.90 12.90 12.81 - - - 0.560 £ 0.002
205177770 M4 1 1.14 16:08:43.098 -19:00:51.88 16.14 14.62 - - - 0.542 £0.020
205355375 M6 34 1.16 16:11:18.211  -18:03:58.55 15.13 16.70  7.174 £ 0.088 —8.495+£0.115  —24.108 £ 0.084 Hoém\Zm
205375290 M1 138 6.03 16:11:15.342  -17:57:21.44  13.23 1292  7.365 4 0.017 —8.954 £0.021  —24.626 +0.016  0.588 £ 0.002
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