arxiv:1102.2352v1 [astro-ph.SR] 11 Feb 2011

Astronomy & Astrophysicsnanuscript no. SOCCA 10’ jpg BOLD © ESO 2018
October 22, 2018

Simulating flaring events in complex active regions driven b y
observed magnetograms

M. Dimitropoulou? H. Isliker? L. Vlahos? and M. K. Georgouli¥

L University of Athens, Department of Physics, GR-15483,ehth Greece
e-mail:michaila.dimitropoulou@nsn.com
2 University of Thessaloniki,Department of Physics, GR®0Thessaloniki, Greece

3 Research Center of Astronomy and Applied Mathematics, Aegdof Athens, GR-11527, Greece

Preprint online version: October 22, 2018
ABSTRACT

Context. \We interpret solar flares as events originating from actagians that have reached the Self Organized Critical dhgte,
using a refined Cellular Automaton model with initial comatits derived from observations.

Aims. We investigate whether the system, with its imposed physiesnents, reaches a Self Organized Critical state andh&het
well-known statistical properties of flares, such as sgdbvs observed in the distribution functions of charastériparameters, are
reproduced after this state has been reached.

Methods. To investigate whether the distribution functions of tatakrgy, peak energy and event duration follow the expeatad s
ing laws, we first apply a nonlinear force-free extrapolatishich reconstructs the three-dimensional magnetic figfol® two-
dimensional vector magnetograms. We then locate magnisgtortinuities exceeding a threshold in the Laplacian efrttagnetic
field. These discontinuities are relaxed in locafuiion events, implemented in the form of Cellular Automagenlution rules.
Subsequent loading and relaxation steps lead the systemlft®@&anized Criticality, after which the statistical pesties of the
simulated events are examined. Physical requirements asuitie divergence-free condition for the magnetic fieldoreare approx-
imately imposed on all elements of the model.

Results. Our results show that Self Organized Criticality is indeealohed when applying specific loading and relaxation rileser
law indices obtained from the distribution functions of thedeled flaring events are in good agreement with obsensti®ingle
power laws (peak and total flare energy) as well as power laitfsexponential cutfi and double power laws (flare duration) are
obtained. The results are also compared with observatimay data from GOES satellite for our active-region sample
Conclusions. We conclude that well-known statistical properties of ftaaee reproduced after the system has reached Self Organized
Criticality. A significant enhancement of our refined CalluAutomaton model is that it commences the simulation fraaseoved
vector magnetograms, thus facilitating energy calcufaitiqohysical units. The model described in this study resmaonsistent with
fundamental physical requirements, and imposes phygiocakningful driving and redistribution rules.
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1. Introduction rence, based on the assumption that the solar corona isd a st
. tistically stable Self Organized Critical (SOC) state.histcon-
Solar ﬂares are transient energy_release events above g0r ARs are perceived as nonlinear dissipative dynansizs
lar Active Regions (ARs). Populations of flares are knowgyms, externally driven by the photospheric velocity figdie
to exhibit robust statistical properties, which have been rig random shffling of the coronal loops’ footpoints in the pho-
peatedly identified in numerous observations. In particyssphere, localized instabilities are generated, whielr@spon-
lar, specific flare parameters have been consistently fougiflie for the fragmented energy release in the solar corbima.
to follow robust power laws with indices lying in well- magnetic energy release simulated via Cellular Automaa) (
defined ranges. More specifically, a series of flare obserygsgeling led to avalanche-like events. This model allovesan
Dennis 1985, Vilmer 1967, Crosby et al. 1993, Biesecker 1994, \when a certain current density threshold is exceedad.
Bromund et al. 1995, Polygiannakis et al. 2002) report thet tennancement of the original SOC concept with respect to the
distribution functions of peak flux, total energy and event d jystapility criteria and the corresponding relaxation viratso-
ration exhibit well-formed scaling laws with exponents ret y,ced by VIahos et al. (1995) and Georgoulis et al. (1995 Bo
ranges of £1.59,-1.80), (-1.39,-1.50) and (2.25,-2.80) re-  gyggested that the initial instability may trigger secagdmes,
spectively. thus dfecting sites beyond the closest vicinity of the original
This consistency of the power law indices identified in nuevent. Non-local treatment between flaring elements was als
merous independent studies stimulated a new phenomenalogittempted by MacKinnon & Macpherson (1997). In addition,
approach in reproducing and modeling the statistical bieliav [Georgoulis & Viahos (1996) constructed a refined Statiktica
of flaring activity.[Lu & Hamilton (1991) and Lu et al. (1993)Fiare Model, including both isotropic and anisotropic reléion
were the first to construct a simple model of solar flare occur-
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mechanisms as well as extended instability criteria. Thngl k line-of-sight magnetograms. Here we have created a daabas
of modeling produced a double power-law scaling behaviowf 11 different AR vector magnetograms from the University of
the flatter power law resembled intermediate and large flarékawaii Imaging Vector Magnetograph (IVM).

whereas the steeper one described low-energy events. An add VM obtains Stokes images in photospheric lines withv
tional enhancement of this model lay in the external drireus ~ spectral resolution,.larcsec spatial resolution{ 0.55 arcsec
lation. In the mentioned study, the driver of the systenofeéid per pixel) over a field of #arcmin? and polarimetric preci-

a power law itself, thus mimicking the instabilities triggd by sion of Q1% (Mickey et al. 1996). We use both fully-inverted
the emerging magnetic flux from the convection zone in aolditi and quick-look VM data. Quick-look data have been ob-
to photospheric shiing. Further extensions were introduced byained from the IVM Survey Data archive (available online at
Georgoulis & Vlahos (1998), who presented a systematicystubittp: //www.cora.nwra.com/ivm/IVM-SurveyData). The

of the power law indices’ variability as a function of thewdni’s  quick-look data reduction ffiers from the complete inversion in
properties. In this refined Statistic Flare Model, Georgo& that it uses a simplified flat-fielding approach, takes no acto
Vlahos attempted to model the stresses which are built-op raf scattered or parasitic light, and no correction is atteor
domly within ARs through a highly variable, inhomogenous exseeing variations that occur during the data acquisition.

ternal driver. Although clearly deviating from the initi&lOC In this study we use 1 fully inverted and 10 quick-look
models, the robust scaling laws in the flares’ distributiond= VM vector magnetograms. To remove the intrinsic azimuthal
tions survived. Isliker et al[ (2000, 2001) tried for thetfilime ambiguity of 180 we use the Non-Potential magnetic Field
to associate the classical CA models’ components with ghysi Calculation (NPFC) method of Georgoulis (2005). For compu-
variables. Magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) and CA approaché¢ational convenience we further rebin the disambiguategimaa
were connected through the physical interpretation of mome tograms into a 3% 32 regular grid.

CA elements, like the grid-variable, the time step, theiapdis-

creteness, the energy release process and the roléudidity.

This study revealed several inconsistencies of the CA ninglel 3- The model

such as the uncontrolled value of the magnetic field divergenoyr model consists of 4 separate modules. First we apply the
(V - B) and the non-availability of secondary variables, such §giegelmann (2008) optimization algorithm to our vector mag
the current density and the electric field. S_uch Weakneseees_ Whetograms in order to nonlinearly extrapolate the magfiefit
treated by the Extended CA model (X-CA) introduced by Islik&rom the photospheric boundary (module “EXTRA”). We thus
et al[(2002). _ construct a three-dimensional (3d) 8232 x 32 cube, within

In this study we present a model which adopts the Lu &hich the magnetic field is determined. Second, we identtiéy t
Hamilton (1991) approach as starting point and to which seyjes within our cubic grid that exceed a threshold in the mag
eral enhancements are made towards a more physical CA mqag&|c field Laplacian (module “DISCO?”). If unstable sitesar
that integrates various aspects of observed ARs and flarsts: fiound, we force the vicinity of the unstable location to urgiea
and foremost, the initial boundary and initial conditioners mnagnetic-field restructuring. This redistribution is goved by
from observed vector magnetograms. This allows us to pefsecific rules, which do not violate basic physical laws. &nd
form calculations in physical units, in direct comparisoithw gyjitaple conditions, the onset and relaxation of an iriitistabil-
observations (see for example the respective restricioas ity may trigger a cascade of similar events in an avalangpe-t
sented in Georgoulis et al. (2001)). Time remains the onBgu manner. It is clear, therefore, that the wider vicinity, agtte en-
tity expressed in arbitrary model units, as the photosph&tt- tire system, may participate in this process. Module “REIAX
tor magnetogram does not change during the simulation. An afhnd|es the field redistribution triggered by both the priyveand
ditional feature is that during the whole process (initisdd- sypsequently triggered instabilities. The whole avalancbm-
ing, relaxation of magnetic discontinuities and furthevidg) nrised of a seed, and subsequently triggered instabjliien-
the requiremenV - B ~ 0 is explicitly imposed. For this pur- sigered as one single flare. After complete relaxation, wtéu
pose we have used a nonlinear force-free extrapolationadethyyive the system via the “LOAD” module. There, a randomly-

to generate the initial conditions from observed magn@iwgr selected grid site receives a random magnetic field incremen
and impose instability criteria related to actual physipoed-

cesses. The magnetic field relaxation in the CA model follows _ _

the/Lu & Hamilton (1991) principles. The driving processlsoa 3.1. “EXTRA’: a nonlinear force-free extrapolation module
Qe3|gned to Ob‘?y specific rules which do notwolqte knowrsphy.l-he first step is the extrapolation of the photospheric mag-
ical processes in the corona. The structure of this work 18las pofic fielgs. As explained in Dimitropoulou et al. (2009), a
lows. Section 2 descr!bes .the data used in this s‘gudy antﬁg .WlehysicaIIy meaningful treatment is the nonlinear foroeefr
the necessary correctlon5|m.p(.)sed onthem.SchonBexpﬂal (NLFF) field extrapolation. Our method of choice is based
detail all the modules comprising our model: first the exdlap o, “ye optimization technique introduced by Wheatland
tion technique (EXTRA) along with the discontinuities’ ritéi- et al. (2000) and further developed by T. Wiegelmann
cation (DISCO) modules. Fu_rthermore,t_hg magnetic fielabel and collaborators (Wiegelmann 2004, Wiegelmann et al.]2006
ation module (RELAX) and finally the driving module (LOAD)yiegelmann 2008). This technique reconstructs forcesfrag-

is presented, Wh'f:h may trigger fur.th(.er |nstab!llt|es e gim- netic fields from their boundary values by minimizing the
ulated AR, fo_IIowmg rules which mimic spec;lflc physpal Pr0) orentz force and the divergence of the magnetic field vector
cesses. Section 4 presents our results and discusses mmgsﬁl.ndin the extrapolation volume:

Finally, Sect. 5 summarizes our conclusions. '

L= f W(x Y. A[BIA(V x B) x BP + V- BP]d )
2. Data-set \

Nonlinear force-free extrapolation techniques requiretme In the above functionaly(x, y, 2) is a weighting function and
magnetograms that are not as widely available as conveitiod denotes the extrapolation volume. A force-free state ishred
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whenL — 0 forw > 0. Forw(x,y,z) = 1 the magnetic field wherer = (i, j, k). Lettingm = x,y, zwe obtain
must be available on all 6 boundaries of our cubic box for the
optimization algorithm to work. However, photospheric tegc
magnetograms pertain only to the bottom boundary, whereast |
magnetic field vector on the top and lateral boundaries is un- %;2“) ~ A—ilz(BmMk + Bm_y = 2Bm )

known. The weighting function is thus used in order to mini-

mize the dependence of the interior solution from the unkmow 2250 ~ L (B, + By, , — 2B )

boundaries. In this study we introduce aflen zone of 10 grid

points expanding to the lateral and top boundaries of thepecem  adopting a central finite-fierence scheme and using the
tational box. We then choos&x,y,2) = 1 in the inner domain general case of a grid point having 6 nearest neighbors: (6).
and letw drop to O with a cosine-profile in the tfar zone to- Further assumingx = Ay = Az = 1 (the grid-size) we have:
wards the lateral and top boundaries of the computatioral bo 7 2 8

This technique was first described by Wiegelmann (2004). V2Bp(r) = 2200 3;2(’) + 220 ~ 3 B, — NNBm

An additional useful attribute of Wiegelmann’s NLFF field
extrapolation code is the preprocessing optionflieis. As the which yieldsV?B(r) as follows:
photospheric magnetic field is in principle inconsisterttwthe
force-free approximation, a preprocessing procedure wasld V2B(r) = Yo Ban(r) = nnB(r)
oped by Wiegelmann et al. (2006) in order to drive photosipher
fields closer to a NLFF field equilibrium. Preprocessing mini  From the definition of the critical quantif@.,(r) it follows
mizes the forces and torques in the system, thus satisfhimg that:
force-free requirements more closely. )

Although NLFF extrapolation methods have been greatR B(r) = —nnGay(r) 3)
improved over recent years, such models still include nomer
uncertainties/ (DeRosa et al. 2009). Additional constsagtem
from the measurements (signal-to-noise ratio, inadegesie-
lution of the 180 ambiguity) or from physical origins (variation
in the line formation height, the non-force-free naturenafpho-
tospheric vector magnetograms), which are not adequaagly h
dled in the course of the extrapolation. Such uncertairgies
unavoidably conveyed to our simulations.

82B(r)
ox?

= A_iz(Bnm\,;k + Bm—l.i,k - ZBm.j,k)

Therefore the critical quantit$,,(r) relates directly to the
Laplacianv2B. The resistivity in the solar corona is almost zero
everywhere except in regions where the discontinuitied {ha
local currents) reach a critical value. In these regionsenir
driven instabilities will enhance the resistivity by mansders
of magnitude and the second term in equation (2) will become
dominant. The convective terf x (V x B) of equation (2) will
be further discussed in section 3.4, where the driving nedul
“LOAD” is described.

3.2. “DISCQO”: a module to identify magnetic-field instabilities There are several ways to determine the threshold value for

. . . . the critical quantity, above which a site is considered aipist
We assume that instabilities occur if the magnetic fieldsstre g v

exceeds a critical threshold. For every siteithin our grid we 1. We apply a histogram method, by constructing the histagra

calculate the magnetic field streSg,(r) as of the G values in our grid. We then fit a Gaussian to
this histogram and define the threshdld, as the field
Gav(r) = |Gav(r)l stress value, above which the histogram deviates from the
Gaussian.
where 2. We define the threshold valué¢) for the whole grid, as
the maximumG,,,,, value throughout our volume, slightly
Gau(r) = B(r) — & Zn Ban(r) decreased:

o ) ) Ger = Gav(1-9)

In the above definitionan is the number of nearest neigh-  wheres << 1
bors for each site and Bn,(r) is the magnetic field vector of 3. We define the threshold valu€4(2)) per heightz , as the
these neighbors. Depending on the location of each sitérwith  maximumG,,,, value for each specific height, slightly de-
the volume, the number of nearest neighbamscan benn = creased:
3,4,5,6. The physical reason for selecting this criterion lies in - G (2) = Gay, (29(1 - 9)
the fact that large magnetic stresses favor magnetic remnn  wheres << 1
tion in three dimensions, even in the absence of null poin%, We define the threshold value as a function of heighbtg.:

(Priest et al. 2003). Ger(2) = Gay, (L — 9 exp (-2
Mathematically, it can be shown that the selectiogf as wheres << 1
the critical quantity in our model relates to thefdsive term
of the induction equation (sée Isliker et al. (1898) for aadet! Here we present the results produced by the first (histogram)

discussion). Let us write the induction equation in the form  method, which yielde@®, = 10G for our sample, and shortly
refer to the other threshold alternatives in Sect.4. Evétey s
r = (i, j,k) for which the inequalityGay,;, > G is satisfied, is
considered unstable and undergoes magnetic field regtingtu
under the rules implemented in the “RELAX” module. Notice

whereV is the plasma velocity angl is the resistivity. The that, given the definition of the critical threshold, instiies
Laplacian of the magnetic fiel B(r) can be written as follows: sometimes occur even from the first iteration, after comsing

R R R the NLFF fields. This, however, does not incur any qualitativ
V2B(r) = (V2By)i + (V2By)j + (V2ByK, impact on the evolution of the system toward SOC, or thesstati
tical results of the simulation.

%—?:VX(VXB)+)7VZB (2)
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3.3. “RELAX?”: a redistribution module for magnetic energy

In case the instability criteriofGay,;, > Ge is met for a
specific sitei, j,k, then the vicinity of the unstable location
undergoes a field restructuring, which follows the rules ¢
Lu & Hamilton (1991):

B°(1) - B(1) - Ga(n) @

Bin(r) = Bm(r) + 2Gai(1) ®)
where the superscript denotes the field components afte
the redistribution.

At this point it is important to investigate whether the
redistribution rules as defined here violate basic phydaas,
such as the zero-divergence requirement for the magndtic fi
The initial magnetic configuration satisfies approximattlg
conditionV - B = 0, as the field has been reconstructed using 8
NLFF field extrapolation. The question is whether the ma’gnef
field after the redistribution imposed by rules (4)-(5) Istil
satisfies the same demari (B* = 0). Taking the divergence
of B*(r) and its neighbor8] _(r) we find from relations (4) and
(5) respectively:

V- B*(r) = V- B(r) - &V - Ga(r)

V- Bi(r) = V- Bp(r) + %V - Gav(r) 2.

From the definition ofG,,(r) we now have:
V- Ga(r) = V- B(r) = 2V - Bpy(r)

Substituting this to the above we find:

VB(1) = 2V B(1) - 5V Bun(1) ©
V- B;n(r) ~ %V- B(r) + 7—:-"’]V- Bnn(r) (7

As V- B(r) ~ V- By(r) =~ 0 from our first iteration (ex-
trapolated fields), we fin& - B*(r) ~ V - B! (r) ~ 0. Thus, the
redistribution of the magnetic field maintains the diverceifree
condition.

Isliker et al. (1998) showed that the redistribution rules
(4) and (5) implement local ffusion and after redistribution,
G,(r) = 0, so the instability at locationhas been relaxed.

3.4. “LOAD’: the driver

After the system is completely relaxed, we introduce a dgvi
mechanism that adds a magnetic field incrend#(r) at one
randomly selected site within our grid. The driving process
complies with the following conditions:

1. B(r)-é6B(r)=0 (8)
This condition implies that the magnetic field increment is
always perpendicular to the existing magnetic fiBi@) at
the randomly selected siteFigure 1 provides a sketch of the
suggested situation, depicting the directions of the ptasm
velocity V, the magnetic fiel® and the perpendicular mag-
netic field incremen®B. We note that the condition de-
scribed by Eq. (8) is compatible with two physical scenar-
ios: (a) that Alfven waves may have been excited locally, or

/ l

magnetic
field-line

~heutral line l /

photosphere

q:ig. 1. Typical configuration of a magnetic loop anchored in the
hotosphere. The magnetic field vecBis perpendicular to an
ssumed plasma outflow velocity The model driver requires
hat the magnetic field incremerd8 are always perpendicular
to the existing magnetic fielB.

(b) that, according to the convective teRirx (V x B) of the
induction Eq. (2), a magnetized plasma upflow occurs in the
AR, out from the photosphere.

|TI§(£;)|| —ege<l 9)
This Is a typical condition known to allow the system
reach the SOC state, without the latter being influenced
by the loading process (Bak et al. 1987). As also shown by
Lu & Hamilton (1991), decreasing the driving rate by mak-
ing the magnetic field increments even smaller, increages th
average time between subsequent events. For the results pre
sented here we have used a fixed 0.3.

V- (B(r) + 6B(r)) =0 (10)
This condition should guarantee that the divergence of the
magnetic field is approximately kept to zero during the
loading process, as it was done during the redistribution of
the magnetic field (RELAX module). In order to implement
the condition, a first-order, left finite-lerence scheme is
used. In this way , however, condition (10) does not provide
adequate guarantee for a divergence-free magnetic field in
the selected site’s vicinity. This is a known problem, which
can be tackled by working with the vector potentiglwith

V x A = B, instead of the magnetic fielB directly (see
e.g/[Luetal. (1993), Galsgaard (1996), Isliker et al. (2000
Isliker et al. (2001)). Because our study uses observedwect
magnetograms as initial conditions, we naturally work with
the known magnetic fields, rather than the unknown vector
potential. Thus, equation (10) only provides a low-order
approximation towards a divergence-free magnetic field.
To monitor how &ective condition (10) is, we introduce a
“Weighted Nabla Dot B” YWNDB) monitoring parameter,
as follows:

IV-BJ
VB ()2 (24 (22
By definition, WNDB is a dimensionless quantity, lying in
the range 0< WNDB < 1. MonitoringWNDB during our
simulation will provide evidence on whether condition (10)
can be considered adequate for keeping the magnetic field
within our volume approximately divergence-free. In thie fo
lowing, we will tolerate a departure from zero of up to 20%

WNDB =
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(WNDB < 0.2) for a still a roughly divergence-free magnetic
field.

3.5. Model parameters

Linking the above-mentioned modules in one consistentlsimu r ]

tion, we construct a relatively simple algorithm and we mani

the flare duration, the peak energy and the total energy,ithe ¢ 8

tribution functions of which we intend to compare againsisth

of observational data. If an instability is identified (DIST-

either in the original magnetic configuration generated Hy t

initial extrapolated magnetogram (EXTRA) or due to an incre

mentéB randomly added at a grid point (LOAD) - the possi L

ble chain of instabilities that follows is left to completeklax 0;

(RELAX) before an additional magnetic field increment is-rar

domly placed (LOAD), possibly causing a new instabilityigh

rule takes into account the observational fact that théife of _

a flare is much smaller than the evolution timescale of an ARig. 2. Average LaplaciaG,, over the grid for %10° timesteps

Successive grid scans may be required for an instabilityeto fpr ARL0570 G, increases gradually until timestept10°, af-

completely relaxed. Each scanning corresponds tdiorestep.  ter which the SOC state is reached.

Therefore, the relaxation of an event may be accomplished in

more than one timesteps. Each loading event according to

equation set (8)-(10) commences a riavation .. Theduration B T

of an eventis defined as the total number of timesteps the eve __ C

lasted, from its onset until its complete relaxation. Theuscu-

lated released energy during the event providesdts energy

of an event whereas the peak during an event yieldskak £33.20

energyluminosity of an event [
The simulation results presented in the next section ha —

N
T
1

[8)
T
1

1x10° 2x10° 3x10° 4x10°
Timesteps

Etota’rt(ergs)

been performed using a 822x32 cubic grid with “open” %5 ;

boundaries in the relaxation events (see Isliker et al. 1206r — 33.10F E

a detailed discussion on open boundary conditions). Eauh si i ]

ulation is driven for 10° iterations, which equals the times C

that LOAD module is being called during the simulation. Thi ]

mechanism allows the production of multiple subsequengglar 3 005

in each AR. In all cases the critical thresh@g was kept fixed : —

and equal to 1G. 0 5.0x10? 1.0x108 1.5x109
# Redistributions

4. Results Fig. 3. Diagram_of logy(Eiwtaft) after each redistribution for

Applying our flare simulation model to our 11-event-dataha ARégizgaUkeGa\,, Etotart increases gradually until a stable state

we find that in all cases the simulated ARs reached the S (f '

state. An indication on whether and when the SOC state has

beenreached is obtained by monitoring the qua@ity namely, SOC is generally characterized by intermittent transport
the volume average of the critical quant@®y,. During the con- events (avalanches), whose sizes range from very smalh{a si
tinuous driving of the system and the subsequently gergtratge neighborhood) up to comparable to the system size. Power
avalanches(,, increases gradually. When the system reachksv frequency distributions describe the parameters ofehe
the SOC state(,, stabilizes around a value which depends oavalanches. It is thus reasonable to expect that since &Rkl

the system'’s characteristics. For the loading method usedri in our sample have reached the SOC state under the imposed
model (new magnetic field increments are only added wherdgdving rules, they should all produce distribution fuiects for
previously triggered avalanche has decayed), the valuendrothe flare duration, peak energy and total energy, which eithe
which G, stabilizes is slightly lower than the threshold valuéollow pure power laws or functions including a power lawtpar
Gqr- A second indication that the system has reached the SQCg. power laws with exponential rollover). The functitested
state is that the total energy of the system tends to an asymapainst the model results for all flare parameters (flare-dura
totic value. This is because SOC is a statistically statipatate. tion, peak energy, total energy) were single power lawsptiou
Figure 2 shows th&,, value over X10° timesteps foAR10570. power laws, power laws with exponential rollover, and exgon
Gav is constantly increasing up to timesteptdl0°, thereafter tial functions. In order to define the best-fitting functicer pase,
stabilizing at~ 9.80G < G, = 10G. Similarly, Fig. 3 shows the we made least square fits and performed chi-square goodfiess-
logarithm of the total magnetic energy throughout the vatunfit tests.

Ewtart after each scan of the grid for possible redistributions. Figures 4 and 5 are typical examples of our general results.
Following Gy, Etgtaft inCcreases until a stable state is reache@figure 4 depicts the distribution functions of durationyHa),
The stabilization of botks,, andEgayt is a solid indication that peak energy (Fig. 4b) and total energy (Fig. 4c)) A6t10050.
SOC has been reached #8R10570. The same behavior is seeiThe duration distribution follows a double power law witll@x

for all ARs included in our sample. —1.80+ 0.18 for the flatter part and4.03 + 0.29 for the steeper
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Table 1.Power-law indices and respective chi-square probalsiirived by the best-fit functions for the flare duration far 11
ARs comprising our sample.

FLARE DURATION (model)

Double Power Law fit Power Law with
Flat PL Steep PL Exponential Rollover
AR PL Index Probability PL Index Probability PL Index Probability
9415 -142+0.18 095
9635 -2.29+0.19 096 -5.28+ 042 095
9661 —-0.26+ 0.05 094
9684 -0.91+0.09 095
9845 -1.12+ 0.06 095
10050 -1.80+0.18 098 -4.03+0.29 095
10247 -1.27+0.07 095
10306 -1.27+0.09 094
10323 —-0.98+ 0.05 095
10488 -1.60+0.16 094 -3.64+0.19 094
10570 -0.83+0.07 095
MEAN -1.90 -4.32 -101
o? 0.35 086 036

part. Both the peak and total energy distribution functimiew Table 2. Power-law indices and respective chi-square probabili-
single power laws with indices1.63+ 0.15 and-1.45+ 0.13, ties derived by fitting a single power law to the peak flare gner
respectively. Figure 5 depicts the distribution functiofslura- for the 11 ARs comprising our sample.

tion (Fig. 5a), peak energy (Fig. 5b) and total energy (Foy fér

AR9415. Here the duration distribution follows a power lawtwit FLARE PEAK ENERGY (model)
an exponential rollover. The power law indexi$.42+0.18. The Single Power Law fit
peak and total energy distribution functions follow againgte AR PLIndex  Probability
power laws with indices-1.84+ 0.18 and-1.50+ 0.13, respec- 9415 -184:018 Q95
tively. 9635 -2.62+0.17 097
. C 9661 -1.42+0.15 098

From the above, flare-duration distributions appear to be 9684 -1.70+0.17 097
best-fitted either by power laws or by power laws with expo- 0845 -1.85+0.12 095
nential rollovers. By comparing the chi-square values and r 10050 -1.63+0.15 095
spective probabilities for single power laws, double polaers 10247 -215+0.12 098
and power laws with exponential rollover respectivelysiton- 10306 -161+0.16 097
cluded that 3 of our ARs follow double power lawaR9635, 10323 -172+017 Q97
AR10050, AR10488), while the rest are best fitted by power 10488 -159+014 Q95
laws with exponential rollovers. These indices are sunmmredri h%l%SAz\(l) _1'63128'15 098
in Table 1, along with the respective probabilities. Theuesl — _0 3

shown in Table 1 refer to the fitting achieved against the en-
tire distribution function in all cases (all bins include®&jngle

power laws fail to describe the model duration distribufiamc- avalanche, respectively, simulated #R10247 after SOC has

tions in all cases, whereas exponential functions only &ttéil | " .o5ched In the former case, the avalanche duringijs ea

of the generated model curves. In cases where a double po Shes ; - ;
. : : generates 140 discontinuities (Fig. 7a), evolvekeiu
law is the best fit AR9635, AR10050,AR10488), the mean in- (Fig. 7b) with 281 discontinuities, peaks (Fig. 7c) with 425

dex for the flat power law is1.90, whereas the mean index f.ordiscontinuities, and decays (Fig. 7d, 7e, 7f) with 184, 51 a
thﬁ steep pot\)/ver 'f"?“’.V i54.32. V\_/h.en %()Rwer Iﬁws Vr;”th exponzg;lalm discontinuities, respectively. The total event durai®©341
rolloverare bestfitting (remaining ARs), t en the mean® steps. The total duration of the smaller event (Fig. 8) isteps
the power law mde_x '&1‘01' Standard dew_auons—() to these The event during its early stages generates 6 discongsiFig.
mean values a_re given in the last row of this tab_le. ~ 8a), peaks (Fig. 8b) with 15 discontinuities, and decays. &,
Although single power laws are not the optimum functiongd) with 10 and 6 discontinuities, respectively.
to fit the modeled flare duration, they are undoubtedly thé-bes "Finally, it is interesting to investigate whether our
fitting theoretical fur_1ctions for the peak energy and thaltitére model consistently reproduces the distribution func-
energy. As shown in Table 2 for the peak flare energy and igns of the flaring events actually observed in the
Table 3 for the total flare energy, the average ValUdEf@ﬁk is ARs in our Samp|e_ For our Comparison we used
—1.80, whereas the average index valuef@fa is ~1.57. The the solar X-ray flare catalog from the GOES satellite
standard deviationof?) of these mean values is given in the lasthttp: //www.ngdc.noaa. gov/stp/SOLAR/ftpsolarflares. html
row of these tables. item 3). The flaring events recorded in this database lie én th
Figure 6 illustrates the magnetic energy releaBgeglfor a class rangeB — X and are summarized in Table 4 for each
specific period of 10000 timesteps after SOC has been reacAé&tl However, to construct the distribution functions of éar
for AR10570. As the added driver incremedi® assume small parameters we need fiigient statistics, reflected in large flare
and random values, the waiting time from one flaring event tnmbers. A single AR, regardless of flare productivity, is
another varies. Figures 7 and 8 show a 3d representatiore of timlikely to provide these numbers. For this reason and fer th
emerging magnetic discontinuities during a large and alemalsake of comparison we have merged all observed flares in all
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Fig. 4. Distribution functions for the event duration (Fig. 4a) fheak energfpea (Fig. 4b) and the total enerdsioa (Fig. 4c) for
AR10050. The energies in b) and c) are calculated in physidtd (engs).

studied ARs into a single flare sequence with a total of 134gure 9 depicts the fit between the observed flare durations
events (sum of all flares in Table 4). Table 5 shows the Stlst against a double power law (Fig. 9a) and a power law with
results of our analysis for flare durations. As flare durati@n exponential rollover (Fig. 9b). In the former case the claitad
define the observed onset-to-end elapsed time. The beasg fitiindex is—1.67 + 0.09 for the smooth part and3.37 + 0.25 for
function is not easily discernible in this case, as all cdath the steep part, whereas in the latter case the power law index
functions (single power law, double power law and power layields —1.28 + 0.11. It is apparent that the dynamical range of
with exponential rollover) fit the observational data fawell. the power-law in Fig. 9a is very limited, but it is shown here
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Fig.5. Same as Fig. 4 foAR9415.

for comparison purposes. In order to achieve this comparis® (observational data) and Fig. 10 (merged model data), we
we merge the model results of the separate runs per AR imnclude that the power law indices for the observationtd da
one common database. Figure 10 depicts the fit between #ne close to our model’s values for the double power law and
merged model flare durations for all ARs in our sample againspower law with exponential rollover fits. This is not the cése
double power law (figure 10a) and a power law with exponentitile single power law fitting, which yields an index-e1.70 for
rollover (Fig. 10b). In the former case the calculated indahe GOES data. The best agreement between the observed and
is —1.78 + 0.27 for the smooth part and3.91 + 0.42 for the the simulated flares is, therefore, achieved when the atezimp
steep part, whereas in the latter case the power law indéxs not a single power law, but either a double power law or
yields-1.13 + 0.12. By comparing the results depicted in Figa power law with an exponential rollover. Table 6 is similar
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Fig. 6. Time series of the total magnetic energy releaSgd(in 1.033x10?%ergs) from the simulatecAR10570 after the SOC state
has been reached. The time series shown consists of 1008§t¢ips for better detail.

Table 3. Power-law indices and respective chi-square probabilWNDB is therefore determined in order to monitor the mag-
ties derived by fitting a single power law to the total flarergie netic field divergence throughout the loading and redistiiin
for the 11 ARs comprising our sample.

FLARE TOTAL ENERGY (model)

Single Power Law fit

AR PL Index Probability
9415 -150+0.13 095
9635 -222+019 098
9661 -1.27+0.05 099
9684 -1.43+0.07 099
9845 -1.69+0.17 095
10050 -1.45+0.13 095

10247 -1.89+0.17 098
10306 -1.23+0.08 099
10323 -1.45+0.16 098
10488 -154+0.13 095
10570 -1.45+0.08 099
MEAN -1.56

o? 0.28

process. Figure 11 presents the evolutioMtiDB during the
3 x 10° timesteps of our simulation fokR10247. In the begin-
ning WNDB is close to zero, as our initial condition is the ex-
trapolated NLFF (and therefore approximately divergeinee)
magnetic field. As time elaps€®,- B starts deviating from zero,
butWNDB remains under.Q0 during the entire simulation. This
holds for all ARs in our sample. Therefore, our model retains
the magnetic field approximately divergence-free througkice
simulation.

Furthermore, it is worth investigating whether the use of
alternative threshold definitions incurs any qualitatibamges
in the presented results. As an example, we apply the sec-
ond threshold definition of Sect. 3.2 &R10247. In this case
Ga = Gay, (1 -9 =~ 30G. Figure 12 shows that even with
this threshold definitionG,, increases gradually until timestep
1.3x10°, after which the SOC state is reach&y, stabilizes
around approximately 295, which is lower than the critical
thresholdG., = 30. The statistical properties of the generated

Table 4. GOES X-ray data for the number and class of observéstribution functions remain unchanged. This is alsodafhen
flares in the ARs used in our simulations.

AR B-Class C-Class M-Class X-Class Total
9415 03 16 06 05 30
9635 00 02 00 00 02
9661 00 16 01 02 19
9684 00 08 01 01 10
9845 01 04 00 00 05

10050 00 16 00 00 16
10247 00 01 00 00 01
10306 06 02 00 00 08
10323 00 05 00 00 05
10488 00 17 07 02 26
10570 17 14 01 00 32

to Table 5, summarizing the indices resulting from the mérge .

model data.

switching from a 3% 32x 32 grid towards larger volumes (, e.g.
a 64x 64 x 64 grid).

5. Discussion and conclusions

This study simulates the flaring activity of 11 solar ARs imts
of a refined CA model. The modules comprising this integrated
flare model are summarized below:

1. We extrapolate the magnetic field from the photospheric
boundary of 11 IVM magnetograms resampled on ax32
32 grid, through a nonlinear force-free optimization algo-
rithm with preprocessing at the photospheric level (module
“EXTRA", refer to Sect. 3.1 for details).

2. We identify the unstable locations which will dissipatagn

netic energy in our grid when the approximated magnetic

field LaplacianG,,(r) at siter exceeds a specific threshold

Although our findings show good alignment both with pre-
vious models and observations, it is crucial to crosschilek t 3.
physical soundness of our algorithm. As mentioned in Sedt. 3
loading rule (10) does not by itself guarantee that the mag-
netic field remains divergence-free during the entire satioih.

Ge (module “DISCQO?”, refer to Sect. 3.2 for details).

In case magnetic discontinuities are identified (eitlrecdy
after the initialization or after each loading), the magmen-
ergy is redistributed such that the instabilities are catgly
relaxed (module "RELAX” refer to Sect. 3.3 for details).
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d)

a)

b)

Fig. 7. 3d representation of the emerging magnetic discontirauitiging an avalanche itR10247. The total duration of this event
is 341 steps. During the early stages, the avalanche geseramerous discontinuities (140 in a), evolves with 28&afiinuities
(b), peaks with 425 discontinuities (c), and decays with di8dontinuities (d), 51 discontinuities (e), and 18 digauuities (f).

4. Further loading within our system is allowed, when a pre- The algorithm is allowed to run forxd0° timesteps, which
viously triggered avalanche has completely decayed. i thé suficient for all simulated ARs to both reach the SOC state
case, LOAD adds a random magnetic field incren#B(r) and provide sfiicient event statistics after the SOC state has
at a random site within our grid according to the rules de-been reached. The enhancements of our flare simulation model

scribed in Sect. 3.4. in comparison with previous SOC models of solar flares are fol

lowing:
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Fig. 8. 3d representation of the emerging magnetic discontirauitiging an avalanche itR10247. The total duration of this event
is 90 steps. During the early stages, the event generatealBrammber or discontinuities (6 in a), peaks with 15 disaaunties (b),
and decays with 10 discontinuities (c) and 6 discontinsi¢ed.

Table 5. Power law indices and respective chi-square probabilitezived by fitting several functions to the flare durationswael
from the merged GOES observational data for the 11 ARs caingrour sample.

FLARE DURATION (data)

Single Power Law Double Power Law Power Law w Exponentialéelr
Flat Power Law Steep Power Law
PL Index Probability PL Index Probability PL Index Probability PL Index Probability
-170+0.12 098 —-1.67+0.09 098 -3.37+ 0.25 095 -1.28+0.11 096

Table 6. Power law indices and respective chi-square probabilitezived by fitting several functions to the flare durationswael
from the merged model data for the 11 ARs comprising our sampl

FLARE DURATION (merged model data)

Single Power Law Double Power Law Power Law w Exponentialdvelr
Flat Power Law Steep Power Law
PL Index Probability PL Index Probability PL Index Probability PL Index Probability
—-2.79+ 0.22 097 -178+0.27 098 -391+ 042 094 -1.13+0.12 096

— The initial boundary conditions are not arbitrary, but stem- Given that the simulation commences from observed mag-
from real solar magnetograms. An NLFF field extrapolation netograms, it is now possible for our CA model to remove
is used to reconstruct the initial magnetic configuratiom-ge  the restriction of arbitrary energy units (see e.g. the réma
erated from the observed 11 ARs, retaining to the best pos- within [Georgoulis et al. (2001)). This gives us the opportu-
sible extent physical requirements such as the minimimatio nity to directly compare the model with the observed energy
of the Lorentz force and the magnetic field divergence.



12

a)

N(DURATION)

Dimitropoulou et al.: Simulating flares in active regiahiven by observed magnetograms

100F

[=]
T

100

1000
DURATION (sec)

10000

b)

100

N(DURATION)
S

100

1000
DURATION (sec)

10000

Fig. 9. Observed distributions of GOES flare durations for all ARelm sample. Fit is attempted using a double power law (a) and
a power law with an exponential rollover (b). The double polaer fit yields an index equal te1.67 + 0.09 for the flat part and
—3.37+ 0.25 for the steep part, whereas the fit with the power law anéxpenential rollover yields a scaling inde2.28+ 0.11.
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Fig. 11.Evolution of WNDB during the 300000 timesteps of our simulation A&®10247.
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Fig. 12. Diagram of the averagé,, value over the grid for 810° timesteps forAR10247 when the threshold definition@, =
Gay,, (1 - 9) =~ 30G.

content per flare, thus leaving time as the only arbitraryyqua  conditions. At this point, we once again stress that they-ra
tity in our simulation. flares recorded by GOES for each AR do not comprise a sta-
— Our model follows to a significant degree the principles of tistically reliable sample. Therefore, in order to makehsac

Lu & Hamilton (1991). The rules obeyed during both the comparison possible, we merged the GOES flare data of all
magnetic energy redistribution and the further drivingrf t 11 ARs in our sample into one database, comprising of 154
system are designed in such a way that the magnetic field di- flares.

vergence is within tolerated limits. This has not been tlseca
in the early CA models (Vlahos 1995, Georgoulis & Vlahoa.
1996, Georgoulis & Vlahos 1998) and has only been touch
in advanced CA approaches through the use of the vector

Our results show that under the imposed driving and re-
tribution rules, all examined ARs reach the SOC state Th
é%_rieved distribution functions for event duration arestbge-

tential A instead of the magnetic fied in combination with >cfiPe€d by either double power laws or power laws with expo-
an improved way of calculating the derivatives (Isliker let an€ntial rollover, although single power laws are also agtlie
2000, Isliker et al. 2001). for the merged data. The peak energy and t_otal energy fpllow
— The driving mechanism attempts to mimic not only phoglearly single power laws. The power law indices for duragio
tospheric convection as proposed by Parker (1988, 19 ,d energies as presented in Ta}bles 1,2 and 3 lie in the well-
1993), but also coronal evolution, such as turbulence a gown ranges documented consistently In humerous past stud
current sheet interaction. In this sense, locations tHreud€S: including Georgoulis etal. (2001). In this study, Gyendis
out the simulation box are randomly chosen to be perturb .al. compare their SOC modz_el with data from the Danish
Turbulence, via either localized Alfven waves or largesisc ide Angl_e Telesc_ope for Cosmic Hard X-rays (WATCH). col-
turbulent flows [(Einaudi et al. 1996, Rappazzo et al. 200cted during maximum of the solar cycle 21. Figure 1 in the
leads to current-sheet interaction that, depending on éed work ShO.WS that the peak a_nd Fota_l energy Qf the degrve
local magnetic conditions, may trigger an avalanche o ares follow single power law distribution functions with-i

Py flare. Naturallv. thouah he larger alices—1.59 an_d—1.39 qorre_spondi_ngly, Where_as the flare du-
ismﬁ?at?:naof ameagngiili: ?‘rgéte?]lﬁg)’/ dclfgséo tf) ihg %iot ation distribution function is considered to either fellaou-

sphere[(Regnier & Priest 2007) photospheric convection a l? power law (with index-1.15 for the flat and-2.25 for the

systematic photospheric motions (e.g. shear) should be ﬁ{ge_p part) or power law with exponential rollover (with mEaw
drivers of most coronal instabilities. Our driving mechal@V index-1.09). These results are in agreement with our find-

nism should be further revised to account for systemaﬁs' Although our model generates flare duration distigout

photospheric flows. This future step is important becaul ctions with indices in alignment with the ones presenied

- g 1 (zeorgoulis & VIahos (1998), we did not attempt here to repro-
(1) it has been argued that the distribution and energy C(gjce two Key findings of Georgoulis & Viahos (1998), namely

tent of magnetic discontinuities in a given photospher Lo s
boundary can explain the statistical properties of flar e variability of the scaling indices as a result of the erlw

. : N ; iability as well as the two distinct event populationsthe
(Vlahos & Georgoulis 2004) and (2) investigating pos&bﬁéf"‘”a o PR .
correlations between the photospheric driver and the C(?Ilte% stub(?y the peiak angli_rt]otal energy d's”f'bﬁt'on funditot- d
responding coronal active region reveals the strong nenlig"V double power laws. The steeper part of them correspands t

earity of active-region magnetic configurations that hisde!l€ Signature of a “soft” flare population (nanoflares), veiaer
he flatter part is attributed to microflares and flares.

correlations between photospheric and coronal structuf Althouah thi K ¢ drawbacks of
(Dimitropoulou et al. 2009). The latter patterns, however, ~'10Ugh tis Work overcomes major drawbacks ol many

have a crucial impact on the expected dynamical activity Bfeviol ) ' . .
the system, namely, the magnetic energy release and the ic field divergence close to zero throughout the simuati

; ; ere are still some points that can lead to discrepancies. F
sequent particle acceleration processes (Vlahos et ad))20 > S
— The derived results can be directly compared with flare oBQd for(_amost, the determination of the th(eshold vagecan
servations, due to the fact that the simulation uses extrfgghﬂy influence the exponents of the retrieved power |ats

olated fields from observed vector magnetograms as initiPugh it cannot cause any qualitative change to their appea
ance, namely the known flare statistical properties willaalsy
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follow power law distributions, independent of the thresho isliker, H., Anastasiadis, A., Vassiliadis, D., & Vlahos,1998, A&A, 335, 1085
value imposed. The histogram method presented in Sect. Blizer, H., Anastasiadis, A., & Vlahos, L. 2000, A&A, 363134

F : : Isliker, H., Anastasiadis, A., & Vlahos, L. 2001, A&A, 377088
e:|m|nates to ar:j exrt]enrt] theharblg_ary selefctlorﬁg_f p Wehhax\;fe Isliker. H.. Anastasiadis, A.. & Vlahos, L. 2002, ESASP, 56611
also investigated whether the rebinning of our grid to tze Lin, R. P., Schwartz, R. A., Kane, S. R., Pelling, R. M., & HutK. C. 1984,

32x32x32 influences our results in comparison with larger grids  apJ, 283, 421

(e.g. 64x 64x 64) and we found that thefiierences in the power Longope, D. W., & Noonan, E. J. 2000, ApJ, 542, 1088

law indices lie within the inferred uncertainties. Finalys far Lu. E.T..& Hamilton, R. J. 1991, ApJ, 380, L89.

as the comparison with the observational data is concemed, - £ T Hamilton, R. J., McTieman, J. M., & Bromund, K. Ra33, ApJ, 412,
have already stressed that this is a preliminary attempthgivat  packinnon, A. L., & Macpherson, K. P. 1997, A&A, 326, 1228

the number of GOES X-ray flares across all investigated ARgckey, D. L., Canfield, R. C., LaBonte, B. J., Leka, K. D., \&tsion, M. F., &
does not produce flicient statistics. Weber, H. M. 1996, Sol. Phys., 168, 229M

The discussion regarding the validity of the CA models Whésg?'ker' E.N.1988, ApJ, 330, 474
. . . R . arker, E. N. 1989, Sol. Phys., 121, 271
it comes to the simulation of physical processes in COMPIBX S p,yer £ N. 1993, Apd, 414, 389
tems is a long-running one. As discussed by Isliker et aB8]9 polygiannakis, J. M., Nikolopoulou, A., Preka-Papadima,Moussas, X., &
the essence of CA modeling is to describe complex systems, Hilaris, A. 2002, ESASP, 505, 541
which comprise a large number of interacting subsystems, &gest E. R., Hornig, G., & Pontin, D. I. 2003, J. Geophyss Répace Phys.,

: : ; ot 108(A7), 1285
suming that the global dynamics described statisticakéy raot Rappazzo, A. F., Velli, M., Einaudi, G., & Dahlburg, R. B. B)@\pJ, 677, 1348

sensitive to the fine structure of the elementary proce84@®  Regnier, S., & Priest, E. R. 2007, A&A, 468, 701
strict approaches such as MHD, on the other hand, are basedkimizu, T. 1995, PASJ, 47, 251
the precise description of the elementary processes thrdeg Sturrock, S., Kaufmann, P., Moore, P. L., & Smith, D. F. 1984). Phys., 94,

tailed diferential equations. Both approaches have been showr%gle 1087, Sol. Phys., 111, 207
to exhibit drawbacks and advantages. The CA approach does\jg, ¢ | . Geo’rgoulis M. K., KIL’Jiving R.. & Paschos P. 199&A. 299, 897

provide any insight into the local processes or over shmi in-  viahos, L., & Georgoulis, M. K. 2004, ApJ, 603, 61
tervals, but it reproduces the global statistics. MHD résel@- Viahos, L., Fragos, T., Isliker H., & Georgoulis M. K. 2002p3, 575, 87
tails about the local processes, but coupling them to a gtidsa V/ahos, L., Isliker H., & Lepreti, F. K. 2004, ApJ608, 540

ol . . . Vassiliadis, D., Vlahos, L., & Georgoulis, M. 1998, ApJ, 50%3
scription is a formidable task. In this sense, the two apgiea Wheatland, M. S.. Staurrock, P. A., & Roumeliotis, G. 2009JA540, 1150

are complementary and there have been indeed various &ttemMgegeimann, T. 2004, Sol. Phys., 219, 87

to either combine them (e.g. Longope & Noonan 2000), or ifviegelmann, T., Inhester, B., & Sakurai, T. 2006, Sol. P13, 215
terpret CA models as discretized MHD equations (Islikerlet aViegelmann, T. 2008, J. Geophys. Res., 113, A03S02
1998,Vassiliadis et al. 1998). Even more extended CA models

like the X-CA model described by Isliker et al. (2001), have

achieved consistency with MHD to a greater extent. Our CA

model will opt to incorporate and utilize meaningful modgi

developments into a more concrete, “integrated” flare model
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