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Abstract High-energy X-rays ang-rays from solar flares were discovered just over fifty
years ago. Since that time, the standard for the interjpatatf spatially integrated flare
X-ray spectra at energies above several tens of keV has beecotlisional thick-target
model. After the launch of th®euven Ramaty High Energy Solar Spectroscopic Imager
(RHESS) in early 2002, X-ray spectra and images have been of suffigiality to allow a
greater focus on the energetic electrons responsible éoXttay emission, including their
origin and their interactions with the flare plasma and mégrield. The result has been
new insights into the flaring process, as well as more quivit models for both electron
acceleration and propagation, and for the flare environmghtwhich the electrons interact.
In this article we review our current understanding of e@mticceleration, energy loss, and
propagation in flares. Implications of these new result$tfercollisional thick-target model,
for general flare models, and for future flare studies areudsed.
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1 Introduction

A primary characteristic of solar flares is the acceleratibelectrons to high, suprathermal
energies. These electrons are observed directly in irtegphry space, and indirectly at
the Sun through the X-ray-ray, and radio emissions they emit (Hudson & Ryan 1995).
Understanding how these electrons are produced and howetlgdye is fundamental to
obtaining an understanding of energy release in flares efdrer, one of the principal goals
of solar flare research is to determine when, where, and hesetblectrons are accelerated
to suprathermal energies, and what happens to them afteatbeccelerated to these high
energies.

A major challenge to obtaining an understanding of electioceleration in flares is
that the location where they are accelerated is not nedlysaduere they are most easily
observed. The flare-accelerated electrons that escapethar&not directly observed until
they reach the instruments in space capable of detecting thsually located at the distance
of the Earth from the Sun. The properties of these electromsasily modified during their
long journey from the flaring region to the detecting instemts (e.g./ Agueda etial. 2009).
Distinguishing flare-accelerated electrons from elecm@celerated in interplanetary shock
waves is also difficult (Kahlgr 2007).

The electrons that are observed at the Sun through theiy ¥fraray emissions radiate
most intensely where the density of the ambient plasma fesisee Sectidd 2). Therefore,
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the radiation from electrons in and near the acceleratigionanay not be intense enough to
be observable. Although these radiating electrons are rtlosker to the acceleration region
than those detected in interplanetary space, their piepardn still be significantly modified
as they propagate to the denser regions where they are ellsditve radio emission from
the accelerated electrons also depends on the plasmareneind, especially the magnetic
field strength for the gyrosynchrotron radiation observednf flares|(Bastian et al. 1998).
Therefore, determining when, where, and how the electrom® wccelerated requires a
substantial amount of deductive reasoning.

Here we focus primarily on the X-ray emission from the acek electrons. Interplan-
etary electrons and low-energy emissions are addressetétohér et al. (2011), while the
y-ray emission is addressed\by Vilmer et al. (2011), and ttie fayWhite et al./(2011). The
X-rays are predominantlglectron-ion bremsstrahlungiree-free radiation), emitted when
the accelerated electrons scatter off ions in the ambientrtal plasma. Issues related to the
emission mechanism and deducing the properties of theiegnétectrons from the X-ray
observations are primarily addressed by Kontar et al. (RGére we address the interpre-
tation of the X-ray observations in terms of flare models, emdsider the implications of
the observations for the acceleration process, energyseia flares, and electron propaga-
tion. Specific models for particle acceleration and eneedgase in flares are addressed by
Zharkova et al.[(2011).

The accelerated electrons interact with both ambientr@lestand ions, but lose most of
their energy througlelectron-electron Coulomb collision€onsequently, the brightest X-
ray sources are associated with high collisional energselosThese losses in turn change
the energy distribution of the radiating electrons. Whenahcelerated electrons lose their
suprathermal energy to the ambient plasma as they radietesadurce region is called a
thick target Electrons streaming downward into the higher densitidsvirer regions of the
solar atmosphere, or trapped long enough in lower densiipms, will emit thick-target
X-rays. Hence, thick-target models are important to urtdading the origin and evolution
of accelerated electrons in flares. Thick-target X-ray sioisis addressed in Sectioh 2.

The total energy carried by accelerated electrons is impbtb assessing acceleration
models, especially considering that these electrons easignificant fraction of the total
energy released in flares. Also, the energy carried by elestthat escape the acceleration
region is deposited elsewhere, primarily to heat the plaarttee thick-target source regions.
The X-ray flux from flares falls off rapidly with increasing gfon energy, indicating that the
number of radiating electrons decreases rapidly with airey electron energy. Therefore,
the energy carried by the accelerated electrons is sensitithe value of the low-energy
cutoff to the electron distribution. The determination atlow-energy cutoff and the total
energy in the accelerated electrons is addressed in SEttion

In the standard thick-target model, the target plasma ianasd to be fully ionized.

If the target ionization is not uniform, so that the accetedaelectrons stream down to
cooler plasma that is partially ionized or un-ionized, thea¥ spectrum is modified. This is
addressed in Sectih 4.

Observations of the radiation from hot flare plasma have sttbig plasma to primarily
be confined to magnetic loops or arcades of magnetic loopsAs€hwanden 2004). The
observations also indicate that the heating of this plasmdaparticle acceleration initially
occur in the corona above these hot loops (see Sdcfioh 1@\Pletcher et al. 2011). When
the density structure in these loops is typical of activéaredpops, or at least not highly en-
hanced above those densities, the highest intensity,-taiget X-ray emission will be from
the footpoints of the loops, as is most often observed to becise. If accelerated elec-
trons alone, unaccompanied by neutralizing ions, streammdbe legs of the loop from the
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acceleration region to the footpoints, they will drive asgatial return current in the ambi-
ent plasma to neutralize the high current associated witkddwvnward-streaming electrons.
We refer to this primarily downward-streaming distributiof energetic (suprathermal) elec-
trons as an electron beam. The electric field associatedhtieturn current will decelerate
electrons in the beam, which can in turn modify the X-ray spec from the accelerated

electrons. This is addressed in Secfibn 5.

Both the primary beam of accelerated electrons and thareturent can become unsta-
ble and drive the growth of waves in the ambient plasma. Theses can, in turn, interact
with the electron beam and return current, altering theg@nand angular distributions of
the energetic electrons. These plasma instabilities amsised in Sectidd 6.

The collisional energy loss rate is greater for lower eneztpctrons. Therefore, for
suprathermal electrons streaming downward to the footpaiha loop, the footpoint X-ray
sources observed at lower energies should be at a highedalthan footpoint sources ob-
served at higher X-ray energies. The height dispersionesflsources provides information
about the height distribution of the plasma density in tregoints. The spatial resolution
of the Reuven Ramaty High Energy Solar Spectroscopic Imé@gelESSH see Lin et al.
2002) has made such a study possible. This is described finB&cRHESShas observed
X-ray sources that move downward from the loop top and theveugp from the footpoints
during some flares. This source evolution in time is alsoudised in Sectidnl 7.

If electrons of all energies are simultaneously injectée, footpoint X-ray emission
from the slower, lower energy electrons should appear #f&rfrom faster, higher energy
electrons. The length of this time delay provides an imputtast for the height of the accel-
eration region. Longer time delays can result from magrtegioping of the electrons. The
evolution of the thermal plasma in flares can also exhibietdalays associated with the bal-
ance between heating and cooling processes. These vanmiddlays and the information
they provide are addressed in Secfibn 8.

An important diagnostic of electron acceleration and pgagian in flares is the time
evolution of the X-ray spectrum during flares. In most flatks, X-ray spectrum becomes
harder (flatter, smaller spectral index) and then softee(str, larger spectral index) as the
X-ray flux evolves from low to high intensity and then back twlintensity. There are
notable exceptions to this pattern, however. Spectralitienl is addressed in Sectibh 9.

One of the most important results from tNehkohmission is the discovery in some
flares of a hard (high energy) X-ray source above the top ohefthermal (low energy)
X-ray loops. This, together with th¥ohkohobservations of cusps at the top of flare X-
ray loops, provided strong evidence that energy releasereac the corona above the hot
X-ray loops (for some flares, at least). Although several @othave been proposed, the
origin of these “above-the-looptop” hard X-ray sourcesaswell understood. We need to
determine how their properties and evolution compare tantbee intense footpoint hard
X-ray sources. These issues are addressed in Séction 10.

Radio observations provide another view of acceleraterireles and related flare phe-
nomena. Although radio emission and its relationship t@flarays are primarily addressed
in White et al. (2011), some intriguing radio observatidmat tbear upon electron accelera-
tion in flares are presented in Section 11.

RHESSbbservations of flare X-ray emission have led to substapt@jress, but many
guestions remain unanswered. Part of the progress is thajutbstions are different from
those that were asked less than a decade ago. The primaexcfmtinterpreting the X-ray
emission from suprathermal electrons is still the thialéa model, but the ultimate goal is
to understand how the electrons are accelerated. In SBdiae summarize and discuss the
implications of the X-ray observations for the thick-targeodel and electron acceleration
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mechanisms, and highlight some of the questions that retodia answered. Implications
of these questions for future flare studies are discussed.

2 Thin- and thick-target X-ray emission

As was summarized in Sectibh 1, the electron-ion bremdstighX-rays from a beam of
accelerated electrons will be most intense where the deoEitarget ions is highest, as
well as where the flux of accelerated electrons is high. Thallemission (emissivity) at
positionr of photons of energy by electrons of energ¥ is given by the plasma ion
density,n(r) ions cnT3, times the electron-beam flux density distributieriE,r) electrons
cm~2 st keV~1, times the differential electron-ion bremsstrahlung sfsectionQ(¢, E)
cn? keV~L. For simplicity, we do not consider here the angular distitn of the beam
electrons or of the emitted photons, topics addressed itaken al. [(2011).

The emissivity of the radiation at energyrom all the electrons in the beam is obtained
by integrating over all contributing electron energiesjchifis all electron energies above
the photon energy. The photon flux emitted per unit energyiained by integrating over
the emitting source volume/j or, for an imaged source, along the line of sight through
the source region. Finally, assuming isotropic emissiba, dbserved spatially integrated
flux density of photons of energyat the X-ray detectot,(¢) photons cm? s~ keV1, is
simply the flux divided by the geometrical dilution factam®, whereR is the distance to
the X-ray detector. Thus,

() = 4—an2/\/ /:o n(r)F(E,r) Q(e, E) dE dV. @.1)

We refer tal (&) as the X-ray flux spectrum, or simply the X-ray spectrum. Tfecsum
obtained directly from an X-ray detector is generally a spgo of counts versus energy
loss in the detector, which must be converted to an X-ray fiecsum by correcting for the
detector response as a function of photon energy (see, donge| Smith et al. 2002).

Besides increasing the X-ray emission, a high plasma deafsb means increased
Coulomb energy losses for the beam electrons. In a plasmdyrémsstrahlung losses are
small compared to the collisional losses to the plasmarelest For a fully ionized plasma
and beam electron speeds much greater than the mean spéedtioétmal electrons, the
(nonrelativistic) energy loss rate is

dE/dt = —(K/E) ne(r) v(E), 2.2)

whereK = 27" Age, AAce is the Coulomb logarithm for electron-electron collisipess the
electron chargene(r) is the plasma electron number density, af# yvis the speed of the
electron (see Brown 1971; Emslie 1978). The coeffickers usually taken to be constant,
althoughAee depends weakly on the electron energy and plasma densityagnetic field
strength, typically falling in the range 20 — 30 for X-ray-ing electrons. Taking a value
of 23 for Aee, the energy loss rate in keV-§ or erg s with E in keV is numerically
determined by

K =3.00x 1018 </2\—;e> keVen? = 4.80x 1027 </2\—63e) ergenf. (2.3)

Here and in equations to follow, notation such(#se/23) is used to show the scaling of
a computed constant (het€) with an independent variable and the numerical value taken
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for the independent variablé\{e = 23 in Equatior.2.3). If the plasma is not fully ionized,
K also depends on the ionization state (see Seciign 4.1).

Noting that \dt = dz Equatiod 2.P can be simplified tiE/dN. = —K /E, wheredNe(2) =
Ne(z)dzandNe(2) (cm2) is the plasma electrooolumn density(Here we treat this as a
one-dimensional system and do not distinguish betweerothédlectron velocity and the
velocity component parallel to the magnetic field.) Henbe, évolution of an electron’s
energy with column density is simply

E? = E5 — 2KN, (2.4)

whereEg is the initial energy of the electron where it is injectedoirthe target region.
For example, a 1 keV electron loses all of its energy over amnl density of 1(2K) =

1.7 x 10Y cm2 (for Aee = 23). A 25 keV electron loses 20% of its energy over a column
density of 38 x 10'° cm2.

If energy losses are not significant within a spatially uahesd X-ray source region,
the emission is callethin-target If, on the other hand, the non-thermal electrons lose all
their suprathermal energy within the spatially unresolsedrce during the observational
integration time, the emission is callghick-target We call a model that assumes these
energy losses are from Coulomb collisions (equations 223 Zcollisional thick-target
model Collisional thick-target models have been applied to fiaray/y-ray emission since
the discovery of this emission in 1958 (Peterson & Winck@58d,[1959).

The maximum information that can be obtained about the acateld electrons from an
X-ray spectrum alone is contained in timean electron flux distributiothe plasma-density-
weighted, target-averaged electron flux density distidlouBrown et al. 2003; Kontar et al.
2011). The mean electron flux distribution is defined as

— 1
F(E):W/\/n(r)F(E,r)dV electrons cm?s 1keV 1, (2.5)

wheren andV are the mean plasma density and volume of the emitting regisrcan be
seen from Equation 2.1, the produs{F can, in principle, be deduced with only a knowl-
edge of the bremsstrahlung cross-sect(g, E). Additional information is required to de-
termine if the X-ray emission is thin-target, thick-targat something in between. The flux
distribution of the emitting electrons and the mean elecfhax distribution are equivalent
for a homogeneous, thin-target source region.

Equation[2.]l gives the observed X-ray flux in terms of the lecated electron flux
density distribution throughout the source. However, weiaterested in the electron dis-
tribution injected into the source regioRy(Ep, o), since that is the distribution produced
by the unknown acceleration mechanism, including any mmatibns during propagation
to the source region. To obtain this, we need to know how tteél(E,r) at all locations
within the source region téy(Eg,rp). Since we are interested in the X-rays from a spa-
tially integrated, thick-target source region, the mogécti approach is to first compute the
bremsstrahlung photon yield from a single electron of ené&g v (&, Eo) photons keV!
per electron/(Brown 1971). As long as the observationabnatiton time is longer than the
time required for the electrons to radiate all photons ofgye (i.e., longer than the time
required for energy losses to reduce all electron energidsst thare), the thick-target
X-ray spectrum is then given by

00

(&) = s | FolEo) e, Eo) 0B, (2.6)
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where.Zy(Ep) is the electron beam flux distribution (electrons &eV-1). .%o (Ep) is the
integral of Fy(ro, Ep) over the area at the injection site through which the elestsiream
into the thick-target region.

The rate at which an electron of energyradiates bremsstrahlung photons of energy
eisn(r)v(E)Q(&,E). The photon yield is obtained by integrating this over tifBece the
electrons are losing energy at the rdi€/dt, the time integration can be replaced by an
integration over energy from the initial electron enekgyto the lowest energy capable of
radiating a photon of energy

v(e, Eo) :/E: ”(r)"((Ej)E%f’E)dE. @.7)

Using Equatiofi 212 fodE/dt, Equatio 2. becomes

_ L 27 e [ EQEE)dEdR (2.8)
T AR ZK Jeg—e 7 ° O)/E:S B ' '

lthick(€)
We have used the relationship = Zn, whereZ ~ 1.1 is the ion-species-number-density-
weighted (or, equivalently, relative-ion-abundanceghétd) mean atomic number of the
target plasma. Thus, the thick-target X-ray flux spectrurasdoot depend on the plasma
density. However, the plasma must be dense enough for thesiemito be thick-target,
i.e., dense enough for all the electrons to be thermalize¢tlarobservation time interval.
Integration of Equatiof 212 shows that this typically ineglia plasma density, 101 — 1012
cm~3 for an observational integration time of 1 s (see Secfiond 40d_ 1211 for more about
this). This condition is well satisfied at loop footpoints.

Observed non-thermal X-ray spectra from solar flares caallysoe well fitted with a
model photon spectrum that is either a single or a double ptame For a single power-law
electron flux distribution of the form# (E) = AE~?, the photon spectrum is also well ap-
proximated by the power-law fori{e) = loe Y. The relationship between the electron and
photon spectral indiced andy can most easily be obtained from equatibns 2.1[and 2.8 us-
ing the Kramers approximation to the nonrelativistic Belthatler (NRBH) bremsstrahlung
cross section (see Koch & Motz 1959 for bremsstrahlung esestions). The NRBH
cross-section is given by:

OnraH(E,E) = Zz(E?O In (1* v 135) ckev L, (2.9)

whereQg = 7.90x 10-2% cn? keV andZ? ~ 1.4 is the ion-species-number-density-weighted
mean square atomic number of the target plasma. The Krampersx@amation to this cross-
section is Equatioh 2.9 without the logarithmic term. Therbsstrahlung cross-section is
zero fore > E, since an electron cannot radiate a photon that is more etfiretan the elec-
tron. Analytic expressions for the photon flux from both afamm thin-target source and a
thick-target source can be obtained with the Kramers anNRBH cross-sections when the
electron flux distribution has the single-power-law formd®n|1971; Tandberg-Hanssen & Emslie
1988). The thin-target result also generalizes to the phéitex from a single-power-law
mean electron flux distribution.

For a uniform thin-target source aél(E) = AE-9,

2 (73
linin(€) = 3.93x 1072 <%> (12—4> NAB(8)e~(O+D), (2.10)
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giving yhin = 0+ 1. The photon energyis in keV, the distance from the source to the X-ray
detector is taken to be one Astronomical Unit (1 AU), a typiedue of 1.4 is taken foZ?2,
andN is the ion column density. The power-law-index-dependeseffiient for the NRBH
cross-section is B(5.1/2)

Pn(8) = =5 (2.11)
whereB(x,y) is the standard Beta function. In the Kramers approximaia{d) = 1/0.
Typical values for the ion column density aAdthe differential electron flux at 1 keV, are
N = 10'8-10%° cm~2 andA = 103*-10°8 electrons st keV—1.

For a thick-target source region,

9 /=5 e
|ww@)=117xur“(359) (Zyz>(23)A&u5k‘®4ﬁ (2.12)

R 1.25 ) \ Aee

giving Whick = 0 — 1. The power-law-index-dependent coefficient for the NRBb$s-section
is
_B(s-21/2)

In the Kramers approximatiof () = 1/[(d — 1)(d — 2)].

(2.13)

o8~ ~ ~ T T T T~ T T T T T T T T 1
- Thin Target ... Kramers

0.6

0.4

Btn(S)

0.2

0.0 —
100.000 Thick Target ... Kramers
10.000
1.000
0.100

0.010
goolE . o
2 4 6 3 10 12

Btk(3)

Fig. 2.1 The power-law-index-dependent terris () (equatioZ.I1) angy(d) (equatioZIB) in the
analytic expressions for the thin-target and the thicgaphoton flux from a power-law electron flux dis-
tribution (equations2.10 afd 2]12). Téelid curves are for the nonrelativistic Bethe-Heitler brenasting
cross-section and theottedcurves are for the Kramers cross-section. Note thaptleis is linear for the
thin-target coefficient, and logarithmic for the thickgat coefficient.

The coefficientg3in(d) and Bk (d) for both the NRBH and the Kramers cross-sections
are plotted as a function df in Figure[2.1. The Kramers and NRBH results are equal for
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thin-target emission wheth ~ 3.4, and for thick-target emission when~ 5.4. For the
plotted range 0B, the Kramers approximation can differ from the NRBH resuyltdver
90%. Ford in the range 3-10, the Kramers result can differ from the NRBsult by as
much as 76% and 57% for thin- and thick-target emission getsgely.

It is important to recognize that the above power-law refahips are only valid if the
electronflux density distributionF (r, E) electrons cm? st keV—1, or the electrorflux dis-
tribution, .% (E) electrons st keV1, is assumed to have a power-law energy dependence.
It is sometimes convenient to work with the electdensity distribution f (r,E) (electrons
cm2 keV~1), rather than the flux density distribution, especially wiwnsidering thin-
target emission alone or comparing X-ray spectra with ragiectra. The flux density and
density distributions are related throuBlir,E) = f(r,E)v(E). If the electron density dis-
tribution rather than the flux or flux density distributionassumed to have a power-law
index &', so thatf(r,E) O E“Y, the relationships between this power-law index and the
photon spectral index becomggin, = &' + 0.5 andypick = &’ — 1.5.

The simple power-law relationships aret validif there is a break or a cutoff in the elec-
tron distribution at an energy less thas2 orders of magnitude above the photon energies
of interest. Since all electrons with energies above a gif@ton energy contribute to the
bremsstrahlung at that photon energy, for the power-laatioriships to be valid the break
energy must be high enough that the deficit (or excess) ofrelecabove the break energy
does not significantly affect the photon flux at eneggyrhe power-law relationship is typ-
ically not accurate until photon energies one to two ordénnagnitude below the break
energy, depending on the steepness of the power-law eletistyibution (see Figures 9 &
10 of [Holman 2003). Thus, for example, these relationshipsnat correct for the lower
power-law index of a double power-law fit to a photon spectatmphoton energies within
about an order of magnitude below the break energy in theldqdwer-law electron dis-
tribution. Equatiof 2]1 dr 218 can be used to numerically moi® the X-ray spectrum from
an arbitrary flux distribution in electron energy.

When electrons with kinetic energies approaching or exogebill keV significantly
contribute to the radiation, the relativistic Bethe-Haithremsstrahlung cross-section (Equa-
tion 3BN of |Koch & Motz|1959) or a close approximation (Haug9TP must be used.
Haug (1997) has shown that the maximum error in the NRBH esesfion relative to
the relativistic Bethe-Heitler cross section becomestgreian 10% at electron energies
of 30 keV and above. Numerical computations using the resiit Bethe-Heitler cross-
section have been incorporated into RREIESSIspectral analysis software (OSPEX) for
both thin- and thick-target emission from, in the most gahegise, a broken-power-law elec-
tron flux distribution with both low- and high-energy cutffthe functions labeled “thin”
and “thick” using the IDL program®rm_bremspec.pro andbrm_bremthick.pro — see
Holman 20083). Faster versions of these programs are notabl&in OSPEX and are cur-
rently labeled “thin2” and “thick2” and use the IDL programign2_thintarget.pro and
brm2_thicktarget.pro.

The analytic results based on the NRBH cross-section haredeneralized to a broken-
power-law electron flux distribution with cutoffs by Browhad! (2008). They find a max-
imum error of 35% relative to results obtained with the relstic Bethe-Heitler cross-
section for the range of parameters they consider. Theséggsovide the fastest method
for obtaining thin- and thick-target fits to X-ray spectralie RHESSEkpectral analysis soft-
ware, where they are labeled “phottiin” and “photonthick” and use the IDL programs
f_photon_thin.pro andf_photon_thick.pro.
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3 Low-energy cutoffs and the energy in non-thermal electroa

One of the most important aspects of the distribution of letated electrons is the low-
energy cutoff. The acceleration of charged particles outhefthermal plasma typically
involves a competition between the collisions that keepspidirticles thermalized and the
acceleration mechanism. The particles are accelerateaf tha tail of the thermal distribu-
tion, down to the lowest particle energy for which the acalen mechanism can overcome
the collisional force. Thus, the value of the low-energyoffutan provide information about
the force of the acceleration mechanism. More generallgississed below, the electron
distribution must have a low-energy cutoff (1) so that thenbar and energy flux of elec-
trons is finite and reasonable, and (2) because electroh&nérgies that are not well above
the thermal energy of the plasma through which they propagikbe rapidly thermalized.
Knowledge of the low-energy cutoff and its evolution duridare is critical to determin-
ing the energy flux and energy in non-thermal electrons dticdhately, the efficiency of the
acceleration process.

3.1 Why do we need to determine the low-energy cutoff of Harhal electron
distributions?

An important feature of the basic thick-target model is that photon spectrur(¢) is di-
rectly determined by the injected electron flux distriboti&(Ep). As can be seen from
Equatior 2.B, no additional parameters such as sourcetg@nsiolume need to be deter-
mined. Consequently, by integrating over all electron gies; we can also determine the
total flux of non-thermal electrondly, electrons st, the power in non-thermal electrons,
P.h erg s'1, and, integrating over time, the total number of, and enéngyon-thermal
electrons.

The total non-thermal electron number flux and power are coeatpas follows:

—+o00
Nnth = / ZFo(Eg)dEp = %E{‘S*l electrons st (3.2)
Ec -1
e KeA
Phth = Ke ‘. Eo- %0(Eo) dEg = %E{‘”Z ergs? (3.2)

The last expression in each equation is the result for a ptameelectron flux distribution
of the form.%y(Eg) = A- EO“S. The constankg = 1.60x 102 is the conversion from keV
to erg.Ec is a low-energy cutoff to the electron flux distribution. Fleeexpressions are
valid and finite ford > 2 andE; > 0. We call this form of low-energy cutoff sharp low-
energy cutoffAn electron distribution that continues below a transiamergyE. that has a
positive slope, is flat, or in general has a spectral inligx < 1 also provides finite electron
and energy fluxes, but these fluxes are somewhat higher thaa #ssociated with the sharp
low-energy cutoff.

For this single-power-law electron flux distribution witlsharp low-energy cutoff, the
non-thermabpower(erg s 1), and ultimately the non-thermahergy(erg), from the power-
law electron flux distribution depends on only three paramsed, A, andE.. Observations
indicate thato is greater than Z_(Dennis 1985; Lin & Schwartz 1987; Winglea!|e1991;
Holman et al. 2003). Hence, welg = 0, the integral would yield an infinite value, a decid-
edly unphysical result! Therefore, the power-law elect@iribution cannot extend all the
way to zero energy with the same or steeper slope, and someofdow-energy cutoffn
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the accelerated electron spectrum must be present. As Weewsilthe determination of the
energy at which this cutoff occurs is not a straightforwardcpgss, but it is the single most
important parameter to determine (as the other two are glyenore straightforward to
determine — see Sectibh 2 and Kontar et al. 2011). For examvjtled = 4 (typical during
the peak time of strong flares), a factor of 2 erroEjnyields a factor of 4 error iy For
largerd (as found in small flares, or rise/decay phases of large Jlasesh an error quickly
leads to an order of magnitude (or even greater) differemtiea injected poweR,:, and in
the total energy in the non-thermal electrons acceleratedglthe flare!

3.2 Why is the low-energy cutoff difficult to determine?

m™? kev™']

=1

Flux [photons s

1072 ‘ e

1 10 100
Photon energy € [keV]

Fig. 3.1 Typical full-Sun flare spectrunDashed:Nonthermal thick-target spectrum from an accelerated
electron distribution with5=4, and a low-energy cutoff of 20 keldotted: Thermal spectrum, from a plasma
with temperaturel = 20 MK and emission measuteM = 10*® cm~3. Solid: Total radiated spectrum. The
multiple peaks in the thermal spectrum are from spectraklims observed by an instrument withl keV
spectral resolution.

The essence of the problem in many flare spectra is summanizégure[3.1: the non-
thermal power-law is well-observed abov@0 keV, but any revealing features that it might
possess at lower energies, such as a low-energy cutoff, askau by the thermal emission.

Even if a spectrum does show a flattening at low energies that de the result of
a low-energy cutoff, other mechanisms that could produedlgtitening must be ruled out
(see Sectiof 314). The low-energy cutoff has the charatiefeature, determined by the
photon energy dependence of the bremsstrahlung crosersése Equation 219), that the
X-ray spectrum eventually approaches a spectral indg»xof at low energies (cf. Holman
2003). Itis currently impossible, however, to observe aftgrectrum to low enough photon
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energies to see that it does indeed become this flat. Ggnemltan only hope to rule out
the other mechanisms based on additional data and detpietral fits.

3.3 What is the shape of the low-energy cutoff, and how doiespiact the photon
spectrum and,?

Bremsstrahlung photon spectra are obtained from coneoiutitegrals over the electron
flux distribution (equation§ 2.1 arid 2.8). Hence, featuresin electron distribution are
smoothed out in the resulting photon spectrum (see, e.gwiBet al/ 2006).
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Fig. 3.2 Different shapes of low-energy cutoff in the injected alectdistribution(left) lead to slightly
different photon spectr@ight). The cutoff/turnover electron energyBs=20 keV. The thin curve in the right
panel demonstrates how the cutoff can be masked by emissiortifiermal plasma. See also Holman (2003)
for a thorough discussion of bremsstrahlung spectra getefiom electron power-laws with cutoff.

As can be seen in Figuke 8.2, both a sharp cutdi.and a “turnover” (defined here to
be a constarfy(E) belowE, a “plateau”) in the injected electron distribution leadtmilar
thick-target photon spectra. This subtle difference ialift to discriminate observationally,
and the problem is compounded by the dominance of the theangbonent at low energies.

A sharp cutoff would lead to plasma instabilities that skotileoretically flatten the
distribution around and below the cutoff within microsedsrfsee Sectidd 6). On the other
hand, the electron flux distribution below the cutoff mustflagter thanE~1, as demon-
strated by Equatidn 3.1, or the total electron number fluxldiba infinite. Having a constant
value for the distribution belovi; (turnover case) seems like a reasonable middle ground
and approximates a quasilinearly relaxed electron digtoh (Sectiof B; Krall & Trivelpiece
1973, Chapter 10). Coulomb collisional losses, on the dtlaad, yield an electron distri-
bution that increases linearly at low energies (see Figiie ®ading to a photon spectrum
between the sharp cutoff case and the turnover case.
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Notice that the photon spectra actually flatten gradualthéospectral index of 1 at low
energies from the spectral index p& 0 + 1 atE; and higher energies. Belok, it is not
a power-law. Fitting a double power-law model photon speotrand using the break (i.e.,
kink) energy as the low-energy cutoff typically leads to m@éaerror inE; (e.g., Gan et al.
2001 Saint-Hilaire & Benz 2005), and hence to an even lagger inPyh.

In terms of the energetics, Saint-Hilaire & Benz (2005) hskiewn that the choice of
an exact shape for the low-energy cutoff as a model is not atiaally important. For a
fixed cutoff energy, from Equatidn_3.2 it can be shown thatrdte of the power in the
turnover model to the power in the sharp cutoff model withitnat flat component below
the cutoff energy i9/2. In obtaining spectral fits, however, the turnover modetghigher
cutoff energies than the sharp cutoff model. Using simoitet| Saint-Hilaire & Benz (2005)
found that assuming either a sharp cutoff model or a turnowedel led to differences in
Pnth typically less than~20%. Hence, the sharp cutoff, being the simplest, is the hafde
choice for computing flare energetics. Nevertheless, kng\le shape of the low-energy
cutoff would not only yield more accurate non-thermal egeggtimates, but would be a
source of information on the acceleration mechanism ammtipagation effects.
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Fig. 3.3 The four plots show the Coulomb-collisional evolution withlumn density of an injected electron
distribution ¢hick, solid ling. For the simple power-law casafper lef}, the low-energy end of the distri-
bution becomes linear, and the peak of the distribution imdoatEyeqx = E*/\/g, whered is the injected
distribution power-law spectral inde®£4 in the plots), and, = /2K - N, is the initial energy that electrons
must possess in order not to be fully stopped by a column geNsi(Equation 2Z.4). When a low-energy
cutoff is present, the peak of the distribution is seen td fiexrease in energy untl, exceeds the cutoff
energy (from_Saint-Hilaife 2005).

Spectral inversion methods have recently been developei@éucing thenean electron
flux distribution(Equatior 2.b) from X-ray spectra_(Johns & llLin 1992; Browmk2003,
2006). A spectral “dip” has been found just above the presltmermal component in some
deduced mean electron flux distributions that may be adsacigith a low-energy cutoff
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(e.g.[Piana et al. 2003). In the collisional thick-targeidel, the slope of the high-energy
“wall” of this dip should be linear or flatter, with a linearogle indicating the absence of
emitting electrons in the injected electron distributidriree energies displaying this slope.
Kontar & Brown (2006a) have found evidence for slopes thatsieeper than linear, but
their spectra were not corrected for photospheric albedee &ectioi3]5). Finding and
understanding these dips is a crucial element for gaininghderstanding of the low-energy
properties of flare electron distributions (see Kontar 22@11).

Emsli¢ (2003) has pointed out that the non-thermal eledtistribution could seam-
lessly merge into the thermal distribution, removing thedhéor a low-energy cutoff. As
was shown by Holman et al. (2003) for SOL2002-07-23T00:35.8% however, merger of
the electron distribution into the typically derivedl0-30 MK thermal flare plasma gener-
ally implies an exceptionally high energy in non-thermaattons. Thus, for a more likely
energy content, a higher low-energy cutoff or a hotter pkasvould need to be present in
the target region. Any emission from this additional “hotesbbecause of its much lower
emission measure, is likely to be masked by the usu#l-30 MK thermal emission. This
merger of the non-thermal electron distribution into therthal tail in the target region does
not remove the need for a low-energy cutoff in the electrdras €scape the acceleration
region, however.

This section has dealt with the shape of the low-energy tutafer the assumptions that
the X-ray photon spectra are not altered by other mecharasmmisghat the bremsstrahlung
emission is isotropic. The next section lists the importaveats to these assumptions, and
their possible influence in the determination of the lowrgpecutoff to the electron flux
distribution.

3.4 Important caveats

As previously discussed, apparently minor features in teenbstrahlung photon spectrum
can have substantial implications for the mean electronghg consequently, the injected
electron distribution. This means that unknown or poorigierstood processes that alter
the injected electron distribution (propagation effefds.example) or the photon spectrum
(including instrumental effects) can lead to significabes in the determination of the
low-energy cutoff. Known processes that affect the deteation of the low-energy cutoff
are enumerated below.

1. Detector pulse pileup effects (Smith et'al. Z002), if naiperly corrected for, can in-
troduce a flattening of the spectrum toward lower energiasdimulates the flattening
resulting from a low-energy cutoff.

2. The contribution of Compton back-scattered photonst(emheric albedo) to the mea-
sured X-ray spectrum can simulate the spectral flattenioguymed by a low-energy
cutoff. [KaSparova et all (2005) have shown that the dip apectrum from SOL2002-
08-20T08:25 (M3.4) becomes statistically insignificantewtihe spectrum is corrected
for photospheric albedo (also see Kontar et al. 2011). Kesa et al. (2007) show that
spectra in the 15-20 keV energy band tend to be flatter nelarcdister when albedo
from isotropically emitted photons is not taken into acdpfurther demonstrating the
importance of correcting for photospheric albedo.

3. The assumed differential cross-section and electrorggness rate can influence the
results (for a discussion of this, see Saint-Hilaire & Be@@%). In some circumstances,
a contribution from recombination radiation may signifitaehange the results (Brown
et al. 2010; also see Kontar et al., 2011).
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4. Anisotropies in the electron beam directivity and thentsstrahlung differential cross-
section can significantly alter the X-ray spectrum (Massztred. 2004).

5. Non-uniform target ionization (the fact that the chroptwere’s ionization state varies
with depth, see Sectidgd 4) can introduce a spectral breakrthg be confused with the
break associated with a low-energy cutoff.

6. Energy losses associated with a return current produoe/-&ihergy flattening of the
X-ray spectrum (Sectionl 5). This is a low-energy “cutoff”time electron distribution
injected into the thick target, but it is produced betweeandhceleration region and the
emitting source region.

7. A non-power-law distribution of injected electrons ogrsficant evolution of the in-
jected electron distribution during the observationaégnation time could affect the
deduced value of the low-energy cutoff.

For all the above reasons, the value of the low-energy cirntdiffe injected electron flux
distribution has not been determined with any degree oiteyt except perhaps in a few
special cases. Even less is known about the shape of thenlexgyecutoff. The consensus
in the solar physics community for now is to assume the sistpase, a sharp low-energy
cutoff. Existing studies, presented in the next sectiomd t® support the adequacy of this
assumption for the purposes of estimating the total powedrearergy in the accelerated
electrons.

3.5 Determinations dE; and electron energy content from flare data

Before RHESS| instruments did not cover well (if at all) the10-40 keV photon ener-
gies where the transition from thermal emission to nonrtfaéremission usually occurs.
Researchers typically assumed an arbitrary low-energyffcatt a value at or below the in-
strument’s observing range (one would talk of the “injecpesver in electrons abovi.
keV” instead of the total non-thermal powRgp). An exception is Nitta et all (1990). They
argued that spectral flattening observed in two flares witstilar Maximum Missiorand
Hinotori indicated a cutoff energy o850 keV. Also, Gan et all (2001) interpreted spec-
tral breaks at-80 keV inCompton Gamma-Ray Observatory (CGRI@j)e spectra as the
low-energy cutoff in estimating flare energetics, resglimrather small values for the non-
thermal energy in the analyzed flares. The relatively lowltg®n of the spectra from these
instruments prevented the quantitative evaluation of gecisal flattening toward lower
energies, however.

The only high-resolution flare spectral data before the daurf RHESSIwas the bal-
loon data of Lin et al/(1981) for SOL1980-06-27T16:17 (M@lbng with~25 microflares
observed during the same balloon flight. Benka & Holman () @@plied a direct electric
field electron acceleration model to the SOL1980-06-27 flata. They derived, along with
other model-related parameters, the time evolution of thieal energy above which run-
away acceleration occurs — the model equivalent to the levegy cutoff. They found this
critical energy to range from20-40 keV.

It is now possible in most cases to obtain a meaningful uppgt bn E, thanks to
RHESSS§ high-spectral-resolution coverage of the 10-40 keV gyneange and beyond.
Holman et al.|(2003), Emslie etlal. (2004), and Saint-Hi&rBenz (2005), in determining
the low-energy cutoff, obtained the “highest valuelgithat still fits the data.” In many solar
flare spectra, because of the dominance of radiation frommeplasma at low energies,
a range of values foE fit the data equally well, up to a certain critical energy, \&bo
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which thex? goodness-of-fit parameter becomes unacceptably largdokenergy cutoff
is taken to be equal to this critical value. This upper limittbe cutoff energy results in a
lower limit for the non-thermal power and energy. The resolbtained for the maximum
value of E; were typically in the 15-45 keV range, although late in theetfsoment of
SOL2002-07-23T00:35 (X4.8) some values as high-86 keV were obtained fdE;. The
minimum non-thermal energies thus determined were corbfgata or somewhat larger
than the calculated thermal energies.
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Fig. 3.4 RHESSKkpatially integrated spectra in four time intervals dur8@L2002-04-15T03:55 (M1.2).

(a) Spectrum at 23:06:20-23:06:40 UT (early rise phasgBflectrum at 23:09:00-23:09:20 UT (just before
impulsive phase). (c) Spectrum at 23:10:00-23:10:20 Udr(safter the impulsive rise). (d ) Spectrum at
23:11:00-23:11:20 UT (at the hard X-ray peak). The plusssigith error bars represent the spectral data.
The lines represent model spectral fits: the dashed lines@rehermal thick-target bremsstrahlung, the
dotted lines are thermal bremsstrahlung, and the solid lare the summation of the two (frdm_Sui et al.

2005h).

One of the best determinations of the low-energy cutoff savées obtained by Sui et al.
(2005a). They complemented the spatially-integrated tegledata for the SOL2002-04-
15T03:55 (M1.2) limb flare with imaging and lightcurve infioation. Four spectra from
this flare are shown in Figuie_3.4. The earliest spectrungrbethe impulsive rise of the
higher energy X-rays, was well fitted with an isothermal modée last spectrum, from
the time of the hard X-ray peak, clearly shows a thermal camapbbelow~20 keV. Of
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particular interest is the second spectrum, showing bathrhl and non-thermal fit com-
ponents. As a consequence of the flattening of the isothezamponent at low energies,
the low-energy cutoff to the non-thermal component canmtera to arbitrarily low ener-

gies without exceeding the observed emission. This pladgghticonstraint on the value
of the low-energy cutoff. The additional requirement ttrae time evolution of the derived
temperature and emission measure of the thermal compoeesinboth and continuous
throughout the flare constrains the value at other timeslyiqpthe collisional thick-target

model with a power-law distribution of injected electroti®y found the best cutoff value to
beE. = 24+2 keV (roughly constant throughout the flare). The energga@ated with these

non-thermal electrons was found to be comparable to the greaigy in the X-ray-emitting

thermal plasma, but an order of magnitude greater than tietikienergy of the associ-
ated coronal mass ejection (CME) (Sui et al. 2005b). Thidraests with results obtained
for large flares, where the minimum energy in non-thermaltedes is typically found to be

less than or on the order of the energy in the CME (e.g., Ersskid|2004).

The importance of correcting for the distortion of spectyaatbedo was revealed by a
search for low-energy cutoffs in a sample of 177 flares witatreely flat spectray < 4)
between 15 and 20 keV (Kontar et lal. 2008a). Spectra can béisamtly flattened by the
presence of albedo photons in this energy range. The X-ragtigp integrated over the
duration of the impulsive phase of the flares, were inverteditain the corresponding
mean electron flux distributions. Eighteen of the flares sfwbgignificant dips in the mean
electron flux distribution in the 13-19 keV electron energpge that might be associated
with a low-energy cutoff (see Sectibn B.3). However, whenXkray spectra were corrected
for albedo from isotropically emitted X-rays, all of the diplisappeared. Therefore, the
authors concluded that none of these flare electron disivitsi had a low-energy cutoff
above 12 keV, the lowest electron energy in their analysis.

Low-energy cutoffs were identified in the spectra of a sangplearly impulsive flares
observed byRHESSIin 2002 (Sui et al. 2007). Early impulsive flares are flares micl
the >25 keV hard X-ray flux increase is delayed by less than 30 s tiféeflux increase at
lower energies. The pre-impulsive-phase heating of plasmaray-emitting temperatures
is minimal in these flares, allowing the nonthermal part &f #pectrum to be observed
to lower energies. In the sample of 33 flares, 9 showed spédletti@ning at low energies
in spectra obtained throughout the duration of each flark a4 s integration time. After
correcting for the albedo from isotropically emitted X-saghe flattening in 3 of the 9 flares,
all near Sun center, disappeared. The flattening that pexisis the remaining 6 flares was
consistent with that produced by a low-energy cutoff. THeesderived for the low-energy
cutoff ranged from 15 to 50 keV. The authors found the evotutf the spectral break and
the corresponding low-energy cutoff in these flares to beetated with the non-thermal
hard X-ray flux. Further studies are needed to assess thiéicigice of this correlation.

Low-energy cutoffs with values exceeding 100 keV were iifiextin the spectra of the
large flare SOL2005-01-19T08:22 (X1.3) (Warmuth et al. J008e hard X-ray light curve
of this flare consisted of multiple peaks that have beenpnééed as quasi-periodic oscilla-
tions driven by either magnetoacoustic oscillations inaxrbg loop (Nakariakov et &l. 2006)
or by super-Alfvénic beams in the vicinity of the reconneetregion (Ofman & Sui 2006).
The high low-energy cutoffs were found in the last major pegathe series of hard X-ray
peaks. Unlike the earlier peaks, this peak was also unusuhht it was not accompanied
by the Neupert effect (see Sectionl8.3), consistent witthtge values of the low-energy
cutoff, and it exhibited soft-hard-harder rather than -$afitd-soft spectral evolution (see
Sectiorf 9.11). A change in the character of the observed mdission and movement of one
of the two hard X-ray footpoints into a region of stronger fspheric magnetic field were
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also observed at the time of this peak. These changes sugesng connection between
large-scale flare evolution and electron acceleration.

4 Nonuniform ionization in the thick-target region

In the interpretation of hard X-ray (HXR) spectra in termstlé thick-target model, one
effect which has been largely ignored until recently is thfatarying ionization along the
path of the thick-target beam. As first discussed by Browr7$)9the decrease of ioniza-
tion with depth in the solar atmosphere reduces long-ranfjsional energy losses. This
enhances the HXR bremsstrahlung efficiency there, eleydiia high energy end of the
HXR spectrum by a factor of up to 2.8 above that for a fully mad target. The net re-
sult is that a power-law electron spectrum of indegproduces a photon spectrum of index
y= 0 — 1 at low and high energies (see Equafion P.12), but withd — 1 in between. The
upward break, where the spectrum begins to flatten towattehignergies, occurs at fairly
low energies, probably masked in measured spectra by thef tdie thermal component.
The downward knee, where the spectrum steepens again=td — 1, occurs in the few
deka-keV range, depending on the column depth of the transibne. Thus, the measured
X-ray spectrum may show a flattening similar to that expefited low-energy cutoff in the
electron distribution.

4.1 Electron energy losses and X-ray emission in a nonunifoionized plasma

The collisional energy-loss cross-secti@Qf(E) is dependent on the ionization of the back-
ground medium. Flare-accelerated electron beams cangatgpan the fully ionized corona

as well as in the partially ionized transition region andochosphere.. Following Hayakawa & Kitao
(1956) and Brownl (1973), the cross-secti@g(E) can be written for a hydrogen plasma
ionization fractionx

Qc(E) = zE—nze4(x/\ee+(1—x)/\eH) = ZE—nflA(er)\), (4.2)
wheree is the electronic chargé\ee the electron-electron logarithm for fully ionized media
andAgy is an effective Coulomb logarithm for electron-hydrogeonaicollisions. Numeri-
cally Nee~ 20 andAep ~ 7.1, SOA = NAge— Nen ~ 12.9 andA = Aep/A ~ 0.55.

Then, in a hydrogen target of ionization levgN) at column densitiN(z), the energy
loss equation for electron energyis (cf. Equation 2.R)

dE 21N K’
N A EX(N) =~ (A xX(N)), (4.2)

whereK’ = 2me*A = (A /Aee)K ~ 0.65K.

The energy loss of a given particle with initial enefgydepends on the column density
N(z) = [gn(Z)dZ, so the electron energy at a given distané®m the injection site can be
written E? = EZ — 2K'M(N(2)) (cf. Equatiori.Z#), where

pd

(2
M(N(@Z)= [ (A+x(N'))dN 4.3)

o
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Fig. 4.1 Photon spectrum residuals, normalized by the statisticat #r the spectral fit, for the time interval
00:30:00 — 00:30:20 UT, 2002-July-23, farpper panél an isothermal Maxwellian plus a power-law and
(lower pane) an isothermal Maxwellian plus the nonuniform ionizatigrestrum withd = 4.24 andE, =

53 keV (from Kontar et &l. 2003).

is the “effective” ionization-weighted collisional columdensity.

The fractional atmospheric ionizatiaras a function of column density (cm~2) changes
from 1 to near 0 over a small spatial range in the solar atrerspiTherefore, to lowest
order,x(N) can be approximated by a step functiaiN) = 1 for N < N,, andx(N) =0
for N > N,. This givesM(N) = (A + 1)N for N < N, andM(N) = N, + AN for N > N,.
Electrons injected into the target with energies less thar- /2K’(A +1)N, = /2KN,
experience energy losses and emit X-rays in the fully iahjzsma withx = 1, as in the
standard thick-target model. Electrons injected with giesr higher thark, lose part of
their energy and partially emit X-rays in the un-ionized<0), or, more generally, partially
ionized plasma.

We can deduce the properties of the X-ray spectrum by sutistitEquatior 4P into
Equatior 2.7 (wittdN = nvdt) and comparindinick(€) from Equatio 2.6 withnick(€) from
Equation2.B. We see that for the nonuniformly ionized casedenominator in the inner
integral now containd + x(N) andK is replaced withK’. In the step-function model for
X(N), photon energies greater than or equatte= E, are emitted by electrons in the un-
ionized plasma witle > E,.. SinceA +x(N) has the constant valug the thick-target power-
law spectrum is obtained (for injected power-law spectrusa} the numerical coefficient
containsk’A = 2rme*Aen instead ofK. At photon energies far enough belay that the
contribution from electrons witk > E. is negligible,A +x(N) = A 4+ 1 and the numerical
coefficient containgA + 1)K’ = K. The usual thick-target spectral shape and numerical
coefficient are recovered. The ratio of the amplitude of iba{energy power-law spectrum
to the low-energy power-law spectrum(is +1)/A ~ 2.8. The photon energyg, (keV) ~
2.3x107%,/N,(cm-2), between where the photon spectrum flattens below the migrgg
power law and above the low-energy power law, determinesahege of the column density
where the plasma ionization fraction drops from 1 to 0.

4.2 Application to flare X-ray spectra

The step-function nonuniform ionization model was used lontidr et al.|(2002, 2003) to
fit photon spectra from five flares. They assume a single ptavedistribution of injected
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electrons with power-law inde& and approximate the bremsstrahlung cross-section with
the Kramers cross-section. First, they fit the spectra tostime of a thermal Maxwellian
at a single temperatur® plus a single power law of index. For SOL2002-07-23T00:35
(X4.8) (Kontar et al. 2003) they limit themselves to deaas from a power law in the non-
thermal component of the spectrum abevé0 keV. The top panel of Figufe 4.1 shows an
example of such deviations, which represent significaniatiens from the power-law fit.
These deviations are much reduced by replacing the powewitiwvthe spectrum from the
nonuniform ionization model, with the minimum rms residuabtained for values a¥ =
4.24 andE, = 53 keV (Figurd_4.1l, bottom panel). The corresponding mimin{teduced)
X? value obtained for the best fit to the X-ray spectrum (10-180)kdropped from 1.4 for
the power-law fit to 0.8 for the nonuniform ionization fit. Theare still significant residuals
present in the range from 10 to 30 keV; these might be due ttoppberic albedo or the
assumption of a single-temperature thermal component.

By assuming that the main spectral feature observed in aXaey spectrum is due
to the increased bremsstrahlung efficiency of the un-i@ehiz@omosphere, allowance for
nonuniform target ionization offers an elegant direct arpkion for the shape of the ob-
served hard X-ray spectrum and provides a measure of thédoaaf the transition re-
gion. Tabld 4.1l shows the best fit parameters derived fordheffare spectra analyzed by
Kontar et al. (2002). The last column shows the ratio of theimim x? value obtained
from the nonuniform ionization fit to the minimux? value obtained from a uniform ion-
ization (single power-law) fit to the non-isothermal parttloé spectrum. The nonuniform
ionization model fits clearly provide substantially befits than single power-law fits.

Table 4.1 Best fit nonuniformly ionized target model parameters foingle power-law.%,(Ep), the equiv-
alentN, (energy range 20-100 keV), and the ratioxﬁgnuni/ leni (from|Kontar et al. 2002)

Date Time,UT kT(keV) &6 E.(keV) N, (€M) X2 nuni/Xeni

20 Feb 2002 11:06 1.47 5.29 37.4 X107 0.032
17 Mar 2002 19:27 1.27 4.99 24.4 LAL0P0 0.047
31 May 2002 00:06 2.02 4.15 56.2 611020 0.041

1 Jun 2002 03:53 1.45 4.46 21.0 &40 0.055

Values of the fit parameteksI’ (keV), d andE, as a function of time for SOL2002-07-
23T00:35 (X4.8) , together with the corresponding valuBlgtm2) ~ 1.9 x 10L7E, (keV)?
were obtained by Kontar etlal. (2003). The results (FiguZ® demonstrate that the thermal
plasma temperature rises quickly to a vatu& keV and decreases fairly slowly thereafter.
The injected electron flux spectral ind&Xollows a general “soft-hard-soft” trend and qual-
itatively agrees with the time history of the simple bespéitver-law indexy (Holman et al.
2003).E, rises quickly during the first minute or so from40 keV to~70 keV near the
flare peak and thereafter declines rather slowly. The cporeding values of\, are ~2-

5 x10%° cm 2.

The essential results of these studies are that (1) for éegiogver-law electron injection
spectrum, the expression for bremsstrahlung emission &eronuniformly-ionized target
provides a significantly better fit to observed spectra tharekpression for a uniform target;
and (2) the value oE, (and correspondingliX,) varies with time.

An upper limit on the degree of spectral flattenifig that can result from nonuniform
ionization was derived by Su etlal. (2009). They applied tipper limit to spectra from a
sample of 20 flares observed RHESSIn the period 2002 through 2004. They found that



Electron Acceleration and Propagation 21

4.0 o ]
> 3,5;- E
3 E ]
—‘4. 30F /\/\f\/\__
K E 3
25F E
2.0 E ]
26 28 30 32 34 36 38
Time aofter 00:00 UT, mins
© 7
3 6p
£
—_ 5F
2
° 4F
a
n 3
26 28 30 32 34 36 38
Time ofter 00:00 UT, mins
80F N 16.4
o > 136"
3 50F SHARARROXR x5, 0052367 36 §
e E © (A ]
40F J1.6%
< r (o 1 -
w o ] -
20 E E 0.4 =
ot J0.0
26 28 30 32 34 36 38

Time ofter 00:00 UT, mins

Fig. 4.2 Variation of kT, 9, E,, and N, throughout SOL2002-07-23T00:35 (X4.8) (Kontar etial. 2003
The variation of other parameters, such as emission measamebe found in_Holman etlal. (2003) and
Caspi & Lin (2010).

15 of the 20 flare spectra required a downward spectral bitdaw&nergies and for each of
these 15 spectra derived the differete of the best-fit power-law spectral indices above
and below the break. A Monte Carlo method was used to deterthi& 95% confidence
interval for each of the derived valuess§. Taking the value of\y to be incompatible with
nonuniform ionization if the 95% confidence interval felloak the derived upper limit,
Su et al. [(2009) found that six of the flare spectra could nogXy@ained by nonuniform
ionization alone. Thus, for these six flares some other cswsie as a low-energy cutoff or
return-current-associated energy losses (Selction 5) neust least partially responsible for
the spectral flattening.

5 Return current losses

The thick-target model assumes that a beam of electronfeiéd at the top of a loop and
“precipitates” downwards in the solar atmosphere. Unlessmpanied by an equal flux of
positively charged patrticles, these electrons consti#tuterrent and must create a significant



22 Holman et al.

self-induced electric field that in turn drives a co-spat&tlrn current for compensation
(Hoyng et all 1976; Knight & Sturrock 1977; Emglie 1980; Xésmov & Somov 1988). The
return current consists of ambient electrons, plus anyammelectrons that have scattered
back into the upward direction. By this means we have a faltteic circuit of precipitating
and returning electrons that keeps the whole system neanchthe electron beam stable
against being pinched off by the self-generated magnetetriéguired by Ampere’s law for
an unneutralized beam current. However, the self-indutedre field results in a potential
drop along the path of the electron beam that deceleratestlae@fore, removes energy
from the beam electrons.

5.1 The return current electric field

The initial formation of the beam/return-current systers baen studied by van den Oord
(1990) and references therein. We assume here that thershstetime to reach a quasi-
steady state. Van den Oord finds this time scale to be on tiee ofthe thermal electron-ion
collision time. This time scale is typically less than or rhuess than one second, depend-
ing on the temperature and density of the ambient plasmauinerical simulations by
Siversky & Zharkoval (2009), times to reach a steady staée edfection ranged from 0.07 s
to 0.2 s, depending on the initial beam parameters.

The self-induced electric field strength at a given locatiatfong the beam and the flare
loop, &(2), is determined by the current density associated with teetin beam|(z),
and the local conductivity of the loop plasn@(z), through Ohm'’s law#’(z) = j(z)/0(2).
Relating the current density to the density distributiomdlion of the precipitating electrons,
f(z E, 8), whereE is the electron energy ardllis the electron pitch angle, gives

2\/_7'[6/1

£(2) = /f 2.E, 8)VEudEdy. (5.1)
0

O

Here u is the cosine of the pitch angle ardand me are the electron charge and mass,
respectively. The self-induced electric field strengtfz) depends on the local distribution
of the beam electrons, which in turn depends on the electid éilready experienced by
the beam as well as any Coulomb energy losses and pitch-acgttering that may have
significantly altered the beam. It also depends on the lokeeinpa temperature (and, to a
lesser extent, density) through(z), which can, in turn, be altered by the interaction of the
beam with the loop plasma (i.e., local heating and “chrorhesp evaporation”). Therefore,
determination of the self-induced electric field and its atipon the precipitating electrons
generally requires self-consistent modeling of the calipleam/plasma system.

Such models have been computed by Zharkova & Gordovskyys(2ZWD6). They nu-
merically integrate the time-dependent Fokker-Planckagqo to obtain the self-induced
electric field strength and electron distribution functalong a model flare loop. The in-
jected electron beam was assumed to have a single powemreasgyedistribution in the
energy range frorkqy = 8 keV toE,pp = 384 keV and a normal (Gaussian) distribution in
pitch-angle cosingt with half-width dispersiomA u = 0.2 aboutu = 1.

The model computations show that the strength of the sdlfdad electric field is nearly
constant at upper coronal levels and rapidly decreasesdsjtth (column density) in the
lower corona and transition region. The rapidity of the éase depends on the beam flux
spectral index. It is steeper for softer beadsg-7) than for harder ones$£3). The strength
of the electric field is higher for a higher injected beam gpédiux density (erg cm? s1),
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Fig. 5.1 (a) Photon spectra computed from full kinetic solutionduding return current losses and colli-
sional losses and scattering. The top spectrum is for antégesingle-power-law electron flux distribution
between 8 keV and 384 keV with an index &f= 3, and the bottom spectrum is for= 7. The injected
electron energy flux density is 4@rg cn2 s1. (b) Same as (a), but for an injected energy flux density of
10" erg cn2 571, The tangent lines at 20 and 100 keV demonstrate the detaiiotirof the low-energy and
high-energy power-law spectral indicgsy andyhign. (C) The photon spectral indicef,, (dashed lines) and

yhigh (solid lines) vs. for an injected energy flux density of 4 ¢squares), 18 (circles), and 18 erg cnt?
s 1 (crosses). (d¥high — Yiow VS. the log of the injected electron energy flux densitydaqual to 3 (bottom
curve, squares), 5 (middle curve, circles), and 7 (top curiangles) (from_Zharkova & Gordovskyy 2006).

and the distance from the injection point over which theteilefield strength is highest (and
nearly constant) decreases with increasing beam flux gensit

5.2 Impact on hard X-ray spectra

Deceleration of the precipitating beam by the electric fiwldst significantly affects the
lower energy electrons<(100 keV), since the fraction of the original particle enehggt
to the electric field is greater for lower energy electronkisTleads to flattening of the
electron distribution function towards the lower energiesl, therefore, flattening of the
photon spectrum.

Photon spectra computed from kinetic solutions that inekedurn current energy losses
and collisional energy losses and scattering are showngar€[5.1 (a) and (b). Low- and
high-energy spectral indices and their dependence on thverdaw index of the injected
electron distribution and on the injected beam energy flnsite are shown in Figule 5.1
(c) and (d). The difference between the high-energy anddoergy spectral indices is seen
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to increase with both the beam energy flux density and thetereelectron power-law index
4. The low-energy index is found to be less than 24Jaas high as 5 when the energy flux
density is as high as 3ergcm? s 1.

5.3 Observational evidence for the presence of the returermiu

We have seen that return current energy losses can intradugature into a spectrum,
possibly explaining the “break” often seen in observed fianmay spectra. A difficulty in
directly testing this explanation is that the thick-targeadel provides the power (energy
flux) in the electron beam (erg¥), but not the energy flux density (erg chs™1). X-ray
images provide information about the area of the targetttostis typically an upper limit
on the area. Even if the source area does appear to be welnilede, the electron beam
can be filamented so that it does not fill the entire area (thedfifactor is less than 1).
Also, if only an upper limit on the low-energy cutoff to thesetron distribution is known, as
described in Sectidn 3.5, the energy flux density may be higterefore, the observations
typically only give a lower limit on the beam energy flux ddpsi

The non-thermal hard X-ray flux is proportional to the eleatbeam flux density, but
the return-current energy losses are also proportionddedéam flux density. As a conse-
guence, Emslie (1980) concluded that the flux density of drethermal X-ray emission
from a flare cannot exceed on the order of ¥ocm=2 s~ above 20 keV. Alexander & Daou
(2007) have deduced the photon flux density from non-thesieaitrons in a sample of 10
flares ranging frorGOESclass M1.8 to X17. They find that the non-thermal photon flux
density does not monotonically increase with the thermatgnflux, but levels off (satu-
rates) as the thermal energy flux becomes high. They argu¢hthaaturation most likely
results from the growing importance of return current epéwgses as the electron beam flux
increases to high values in the larger flares. They find tleahighest non-thermal photon
flux densities agree with an upper limit computed by Emslie.

A correlation between the X-ray flux and spectral break eneras found by Sui et al.
(2007) in their study of X-ray spectra in early impulsive ésisee Sectidn 3.5). They point
out that the increasing impact of return current energyeess higher energy electrons as
the electron beam energy flux density increases could bearetion for this correlation.

Battaglia & Benz[(2008) studied two flares with non-thernwbnal hard X-ray sources
for which the difference between the measured photon spectiex at the footpoints and
the spectral index of the coronal source was greater thartihewalue expected for coronal
thin-target emission and footpoint thick-target emisdimm a single power-law electron
distribution (see Sectidn_10.2). They argue that retumnecis losses between the coronal
and footpoint source regions are most likely responsibi¢hie large difference between the
spectral indices.

The return current can also affect the spectral line emisgam flares. Evidence for
the presence of the return current at the chromospheritfteve observations of the linear
polarization of the hydrogen ¢dand H3 lines has been presented by Hénoux & Karlicky
(2003). Dzifcakova & Karlicky!(2008) have shown thaethresence of a return current in
the corona may have a distinguishable impact on the relaitemsities of spectral lines
emitted from the corona.
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6 Beam-plasma and current instabilities

Interaction of the accelerated electrons with plasma tartme as they stream toward the
thick-target emission region can modify the electron distion. In this section we briefly
discuss a likely source of such turbulence: that generatelébelectron beam itself. If the
beam is or becomes unstable to driving the growth of plasmvasyshese waves can interact
with the beam and modify its energy and/or pitch angle distion until the instability
is removed or the wave growth is stabilized. The return curessociated with the beam
(Sectiorlb) can also become unstable, resulting in greaégge loss from the beam. Beam-
plasma and return-current instabilities in solar flaresHasen reviewed by Melrase (1990)
and Benz|(2002).

A sharp, low-energy cutoff to an electron beam or, more galyera positive slope in
the beam electron energy distribution is well-known to gateethe growth of electrostatic
plasma waves (Langmuir waves). The characteristic timie $oathe growth of these waves
is on the order of(Ny/n) wpe] ~1, Wherewe is the electron plasma frequency aNg)/n the
ratio of the density of unstable electrons in the beam to thsnpa density. This is on the
order of microseconds for a typical coronal loop plasma igr@sd Ny /n =~ 1073, This
plasma instability is often referred to as the bump-onitetability. The result is that on
a somewhat longer but comparable time scale electrons fhemunstable region of the
electron distribution lose energy to the waves until thestaitoff is flattened so that the
distribution no longer drives the rapid growth of the wavEserefore, the electron energy
distribution below the low-energy cutoff is likely to rapydoecome flat or nearly flat (suffi-
ciently flat to stabilize the instability) after the elesimescape the acceleration region (see
Chapters 9 & 10 of_Krall & Trivelpiece 1973).

A recent simulation of the bump-on-tail instability for aofflare conditions, including
Coulomb collisions and wave damping as the electrons padpagto an increasingly dense
plasma, has been carried outlby Hannah et al. (2009). Therautbmpute the mean elec-
tron flux distribution in their model flare atmosphere aftgecting a power-law distribution
with a sharp low-energy cutoff. They find a mean electron flistridbution with no dip (see
Sectior3.B) and a slightly negative slope below the originéoff energy with a spectral
index & between 0 and 1.

A beam for which the mean electron velocity parallel to theynaic field substantially
exceeds the mean perpendicular velocity can drive the grofwvaves that resonantly in-
teract with the beam. When the electron gyrofrequency et plasma frequency, these
waves are electrostatic and primarily scatter the elestimompitch angle. Generally known
as the anomalous Doppler resonance instability, thishilgtatends to isotropize the beam
electrons|_Holman et al. (1982) showed that under solar danditions this instability can
grow and rapidly isotropize the beam electrons in less thanillsecond. They found that
electrons at both the low- and high-energy ends of the Higidn may remain unscattered,
however, because of wave damping. This could result in uprdddreaks in the emitted X-
ray spectrum. On the other hand, Vlahos & Rowland (1984) laagaed that non-thermal
tails will form in the ambient plasma and stabilize the antmus Doppler resonance insta-
bility by suppressing the growth of the plasma waves.

Electrons streaming into a converging magnetic field carldgva loss-cone distribu-
tion, with a deficit of electrons at small pitch angles. Botassical Coulomb collisions
and loss-cone instabilities can relax this distributiondegattering electrons into the loss
cone or extracting energy from the component of the eleatetwrities perpendicular to the
magnetic field (e.gl, Aschwanden 1990). One loss-conehilisgathe electron-cyclotron
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or gyrosynchrotron maser, produces coherent radiatioereéble at radio frequencies
(Holman et al. 1980; Melrose & Dulk 1982).

The return current associated with the streaming electrensmes unstable to the ion-
acoustic instability when its drift speed exceeds a valugherorder of the ion sound speed.
The excited ion sound waves enhance the plasma resisiivitigasing the electric field
strength associated with the return current, the heatitigeoplasma by the current, and the
energy loss from the electron beam.

It has been argued that rapid plasma heating and particklemation in the corona
should result in the expansion of hot plasma down the legsacé fbops at the ion sound
speed, confined behind a collisionless ion-acoustic cdimudéront (Brown et all 1979).
Electrons with speeds greater than about three times to&@iethermal speed would be
able to stream ahead of the conduction front. This scena$oriot been observationally
verified, but the observational signature may be confusetidoghromospheric evaporation
produced by the high-energy particles streaming aheaceafdhduction front.

Rowland & Vlahos|(1985) argued that if the electron beam Btafsie to beam plasma
interactions, the return current will be carried by higheeity electrons. This reduces the
impact of collisions on the beam/return-current systemtagigs stabilize the system. In a
recent simulation, Karlicky et al. (2008) have found thatdurrent drift velocities exceed-
ing the electron thermal speed, the return current is ahbieboth the primary (drifting
thermal) current and an extended tail of high-velocity &tats.

The evolution of the electron-beam/return-current sysidran the return-current drift
speed exceeds the electron thermal speed has also beeatsuiry Lee et al. (2008). They
find that double layers form in the return current, region®fianced electric field that
further increase the energy losses of the electron bears, Fhturn, increases the high-
est electron energy to which these losses significantlyefiatie electron distribution and
corresponding hard X-ray spectrum.

The beam/return-current system has been simulated bycK2009), with a focus on
the role of the Weibel instability. The Weibel instabilignds to isotropize the electron dis-
tribution.|Karlicky & KaSparoval (2009) have computee thin-target X-ray emission from
the evolved electron distributions for a model with a wealgneic field and another model
with a strong magnetic field (ratio of the electron gyrofreqey to the plasma frequency
~0 and~ 1, respectively). They demonstrate that in both cases #atreh distribution is
more isotropic and the directivity of the X-ray emissionawér than when the instability of
the system is not taken into account, with the greatestapiation occurring in the weak
field limit.

Although we expect plasma instabilities to affect the etiotu of the electron beam,
observationally identifying them is difficult. The bump-tail instability and return current
losses both lead to a flat low-energy cutoff. So far we haveestablished the ability to
observationally distinguish a flat low-energy cutoff fronslaarp low-energy cutoff. The
bump-on-tail instability may be distinguishable from mekcurrent losses by its short time
scale and, therefore, the short distance from the accieleragion over which it effectively
removes the unstable positive slope from the electron gnéigiribution. The instabili-
ties that isotropize the electron pitch-angle distributinay be responsible for evidence
from albedo measurements that flare electron distributtwassotropic or nearly isotropic
(Kontar & Brown| 2006b).
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7 Height dependence and size of X-ray sources with energy atidhe
7.1 Footpoint Sources

Hard X-ray footpoint sources result from collisional brestnahlung radiated by precipitat-
ing electrons, which produce most of the emission in the mlosphere according to the
collisional thick-target model. Depending on the densitycture in the legs of the coronal
magnetic loop, mildly energetic electrons lose their epéngthe lower corona or transi-
tion region, while the more energetic electrons penetraépdr into the chromosphere (see
Equatior2.P).

The altitude of these hard X-ray footpoint sources coulcen®e measured accurately
beforeRHESS] because of a lack of spatial and spectral resolution. WHESS|we can
measure the centroid of the footpoint location with an aacyrof order an arcsecond for
every photon energy in steps as small as 1 keV. For a flare hedintb (Figurd_711), the
centroid location translates directly into an altitude.

Aschwanden et al. (2002) studied such a flare, SOL2002-02-207 (C7.5). The heights
of the footpoint sources were fitted with a power-law funetad the photon energy. This
yielded altitudesh ~ 1000— 5000 km in the energy range= 10— 60 keV, progressively
lower with higher energy, as expected from the thick-tangetlel (Figuré_ZI1, right frame).

Since the stopping depth of the precipitating electronsfisation of column density,
the integrated density along their path in the chromosplegeatior Z}), the measured
height dependence of the hard X-ray centroids can be in/eéasield a density model
of the chromosphere_(Brown etlal. 2002). Assuming the deeréa density with height
had a power-law dependence and the plasma is fully ionibediniersion of thdRHESSI
data in the example shown in Figurel7.1 yielded a chromogpkiensity model that has
a significantly higher electron density in the= 2000— 5000 km range than the standard
chromospheric models based on UV spectroscopy and hytoostauilibrium (VAL and
FAL models). TheRHESSIased chromospheric density model was therefore found to
be more consistent with the “spicular extended chromogghsimilar to the results from
sub-mm radio observations during solar eclipses carriedtoDaltechl(Ewell et al. 1993).

Forward fittingRHESSI-ray visibilities to an assumed circular Gaussian souhzps,
Kontar et al. [(2008b) found for a limb flare the full width atfh@aximum (FWHM) size
and centroid positions of hard X-ray sources as a functigshoton energy with a claimed
resolution of~0".2. They show that the height variation of the chromosphexeicsity and
of the magnetic flux density can be found with a vertical resoh of ~150 km by mapping
the 18— 250 keV X-ray emission of energetic electrons propagatindpé loop at chromo-
spheric heights of 408 1500 km. Assuming collisional losses in neutral hydrogetin\an
exponential decrease in density with height, their obsems of SOL2004-01-06T06:29
(M5.8) suggest that the density of the neutral gas is in ga@ydeanent with hydrostatic
models with a scale height of around 80 km. FWHM sizes of the X-ray sources de-
crease with energy, suggesting the expansion (fanningadut)agnetic flux tubes in the
chromosphere with height. The magnetic scale heljht(dB/dz) ! is found to be on the
order of 300 km and a strong horizontal magnetic field is dasedt with noticeable flux
tube expansion at a height 6900 km. A subsequent analysis with an assumed elliptical
Gaussian source shape (Kontar et al. 2010) confirms thesksraad shows that the verti-
cal extent of the X-ray source decrease with increasingyXergergy. The authors find the
vertical source sizes to be larger than expected from tlok-target model and suggest that
a multi-threaded density structure in the chromospheredsired. The thick-target model
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Fig. 7.1 The centroids of footpoint hard X-ray emission are markedlfiberent photon energies between 10
keV and 60 keV for SOL2002-02-20T11:07 (C7.5), which ocedmear the solar west limb and was imaged
with RHESS(left panel). The altitudé(¢) as a function of energy shows a systematic height decrease with
increasing energy (right panel) (from Aschwanden &t alZ200

to which the results were compared, however, did not acdouartial occultation of the
X-ray sources by the solar limb.

The flare SOL2002-02-20T11:07 (C7.5) has been reanalyz&tdip et al.|(2009) us-
ing both photon maps over a range of photon energies and nezroe flux maps deduced
from RHESSVisibilities over a range of electron energies. Using sewentroids computed
from the maps and assuming an exponential decrease inyeiititheight, they found the
density scale height to be an order of magnitude larger tharexpected chromospheric
scale height on the quiet Sun, but consistent with the scailghhin a non-static, flaring
atmosphere. This is also consistent with the enhanced plaemsities found at-1000-
5000 km altitudes by Aschwanden et al. (2002).

If the results for the 400-1500 km height range (Kontar 2@08b) and for the-1000-
5000 km height range (Aschwanden et al. 2002; Pratolet a@)20@ typical of flare loops,
they imply that the upper chromosphere and transition regispond with a non-hydrostatic,
expanded atmosphere while the low chromosphere does mpaim@$o the flare energy re-
lease. These results could, of course, depend on the mdgrufuhe flare. More studies of
this kind are clearly desirable, especially in coordinatigth observations of spectral lines
from the chromosphere and transition region.

7.2 Loop Sources and their Evolution

As discussed above, footpoint sources are produced by biethking emission in the thick-
target chromosphere. The compactness of such sourcetstfesol the rapid increase of the
density from the tenuous corona to the much denser chroreaspfihis also gives rise
to the compact height distribution of emission centroidsliierent energies as shown in
Figure[Z.1. However, if the density distribution has a sofmvgradual variation, one would
expect a more diffuse height distribution. Specificallysaine intermediate energies, we
expect that HXR emission would appear in the legs of the loaher than the commonly
observed looptop sources at low energies and footpointesuat high energies. This has
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Fig. 7.2 CLEAN images at 04:58:22-04:58:26 UT during the impulsiveage of SOL2003-11-13T05:01
(M1.6). The background shows the image at 9-12 keV. The coéwels are 75% and 90% of the peak flux
at 9-12 keV [ooptop), 70% and 90% at 12—-18 keVe@9, and 50%, 60%, & 80% at 28-43 keYobtpointy
(from|Liu et al. 20086).

been observed bRHESSIn SOL2003-11-13T05:01 (M1.6) (Liu etlal. 2006) (Figlre)7.2
and in SOL2002-11-28T04:37 (C1.0) (Sui et al. 2006b).

To reveal more details of the energy-dependent structur8@if2003-11-13T05:01
(M1.6), Figured_71-c show the X-ray emission profile along the flare loop at diffiere
energies for three time intervals in sequence. The highggremission is dominated by the
footpoints, but there is a decrease of the separation obthtpdints with decreasing energy
and with time. At later times the profile becomes a single aaupeaking at the looptop.
The general trend suggests an increase of the plasma digrtsigyloop with timel(Liu et al.
2006), which can be produced by chromospheric evaporatidrcan give rise to progres-
sively shorter stopping distances for electrons at a gimengy. Such a density increase also
smooths out to some extent the sharp density jump at thetieaneegion. This results in
the non-thermal bremsstrahlung HXRs at intermediate é®appearing in the legs of the
loop, at higher altitudes than the footpoints, as shown guie{7.2.

From the emission profiles in the non-thermal regimes of ti@qn spectra, Liu et al.
(2006) derived the density distribution along the loopngghe empirical formula for non-
thermal bremsstrahlung emission profiles given by Leach #oBmn (1983, Equation 11).
Leach and Petrosian found that this formula closely appnatés their numerical results
for a steady-state, power-law injected electron distrdutvith a uniform pitch-angle dis-
tribution, no return-current losses, and a loop with no negigrfield convergence. Since this
formula is a function of the column density, one does not rieesume any model form of
the density distribution (cf. Aschwanden etlal. 2002). Féfi.d shows the density profiles
derived from the emission profiles in the three time intesslown in Figurg_7]3. Between
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Fig. 7.3 (a) Brightness profiles in different energy bands measuretedosemi-circular path fit to the flaring
loop for the time interval 04:58:00-04:58:24 UT of SOL20DB-13T05:01. The vertical axis indicates the
average photon energy (logarithmic scale) of the energyl hanthe profile. Representative energy bands
(in units of keV) are labeled above the corresponding pfilée filled circles mark the local maxima, and
the vertical dotted lines are the average positions of tidraels of the looptop and footpoint sourcel, (
c) Same asd), but for 04:58:24—-04:58:48 and 04:58:48-04:59:12 UTpeestively. The error bars show the
uncertainty of the corresponding profile (from Liu et al. D0
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Fig. 7.4 Averaged density profiles along one leg of the loop inferneanfthe HXR brightness profiles
during the three time intervals in Figure 17.3. The distareceneasured along the leg extending from the
centroid of the thermal looptop source at about 15 arcsedgir€[ 7.3 to the end of the fitted semi-circle at
about 37 arcsec (from_Liu etlal. 2006).

the first and second intervals, the density increases dieatiatn the lower part of the loop,
while the density near the looptop remains essentially angbd. The density enhancement
then shifts to the looptop from the second to the third irgkr¥his indicates a mass flow
from the chromosphere to the looptop, most likely causedhgroospheric evaporation.
For papers studying chromospheric evaporation using auatedRHESSHXR and EUV
Doppler-shift observations, see Milligan et al. (2006&)l Brosius & Holman (2007).
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Fig. 7.5 RHESS(solid lineg and GOES1-8 A (dotted ling light curves are shown in thep panel The
RHESSEnergy bands (from top to bottom) are 3—-6, 6-12, 12-25, an@i(DkeV, with scaling factors of 5,
1, 4, 3, and 0.5, respectively. TRHESSBndGOESintegration times are 4 and 3 s, respectively. bhgom
panelshows the distance between the 3-6 keV moving source cdstesid their corresponding footpoint
centroids located in the 25-50 keV image of the flare at the tiinpeak emission. The distances are plane-
of-sky values with no correction for motions away from or &wd the observer (from_Sui et/al. 2006b).

The flare SOL2002-11-28T04:37 (C1.0) was an early impulsire, meaning that there
was minimal pre-heating of plasma to X-ray-emitting tengperes prior to the appear-
ance of impulsive hard X-ray emission (see Sediioh RBESSlbbservations of this flare
showed coronal X-ray sources that first moved downward aed tipward along the legs
of the flare loop|(Sui et al. 2006b). The bottom panel of FifiBeshows the motion of the
sources observed in the 3-6 keV baRHESSBndGOESIight curves are shown in the top
panel. The sources originated at the top of the flare loop laed tnoved downward along
both legs of the loop until the time of peak emission at emsrgbove 12 keV. Afterward the
source in the northern leg of the loop was no longer obsegydiolk the source in the south-
ern leg moved back to the top of the loop. Its centroid locatibthe looptop was slightly
but significantly lower than the centroid position at theibagg of the flare. Higher-energy
sources showed a similar evolution, but they had lower oghpositions than their lower
energy counterparts, again in agreement with the predgid the thick-target model.

The early downward source motion along the legs of the loapieviously unobserved
phenomenon. At this time we do not know if the occurrenceris,rar if it is simply rarely
observed because of masking by the radiation from the tHgstasmal Sui et all (2006b)
argue that the motion results from the hardening of the Xsggctrum, and possibly an in-
crease in the low-energy cutoff, as the flare hard X-ray eongises to its peak intensity. A
flatter spectrum results in a higher mean energy of the elesirontributing to the radiation
at a given X-ray energy. In a loop with a plasma density therteiases significantly from the
top to the footpoints, these higher energy electrons wilppgate to a lower altitude in the
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loop as the spectrum hardens. The softening of the specftanpaak emission would also
contribute to the upward motion of the source after the pEakvever, at that time chromo-
spheric evaporation would likely be increasing the denisitthe loop, as discussed above
for SOL2003-11-13T05:01 (M1.6) , and thermal emission widué¢ more important. All of
these can contribute to an increase in the height of theaidnf the X-ray source. The
downward motion may only occur in initially cool flare loop., early impulsive flares,
because these loops are most likely to contain the densitliggts that are required.

In an attempt to differentiate between thermal and nomtlaéK-ray emissiori, Xu et al.
(2008) modeled the size dependence with photon energy ofiabK-ray sources observed
by RHESSIn ten M-class limb flares. They determined the one-sigmas&ian width of the
sources along the length of the flare loops by obtaining foihits to the source visibilities.
The integration times ranged from one to ten minutes anddbecs sizes were determined
in up to eight energy bins ranging in energy from as low as 7 tkke&s high as 30 keV. They
found the source sizes to increase slowly with photon energgverage as'/2. The results
were compared with several models for the variation of the@@®size with energy. The
source size was expected to varyeas/? for a thermal model with a constant loop density
and a temperature that decreased with a Gaussian profilg #ierlegs of the loop from
a maximum temperature at the top of the loop. For the injactiba power-law electron
flux distribution into a high-density loop so that the loopaiollisional thick target, the
source size was expected to increase?aseither of these models are consistent with the
observeds/2 dependence. A hybrid thermal/non-thermal model and a hertal model
with an extended acceleration region at the top of the loogfa@ind to be consistent with
the deduced scaling, however. The extended acceleratimmreras deduced to have a half-
length in the range 10- 18’ and density in the rangd — 5) x 10** cm~3. We note that the
extended acceleration region model implies a column deimsthe range @3— 6.5 x 1070
cm~2 along the half length and, from Equatibnl2.4, all electrorith venergies less than
somewhere in the range of 23 keV — 68 keV that traverse thisdrajth will lose all of their
energy to collisions. The acceleration process would tbezeneed to be efficient enough to
overcome these losses. On the other hand, the 7 — 30 keV ea@ggy is the range in which
fits to spatially integrated X-ray spectra typically showaanbination of both thermal and
non-thermal bremsstrahlung emission.

Studies of flare hard X-ray source positions and sizes ascidmof photon energy and
time hold great promise for determining the height struetfiflare plasma and its evolution,
as well as providing information about the magnetic stmectf the flare loop. Such studies
are currently in their early stages, in that they usuallyassan over simplified power-law
or exponential height distribution for the plasma and dotaké into account the variation
of the plasma ionization state with height. They also asstimaesimple, one-dimensional
collisional thick-target model, without considerationtb& pitch-angle distribution of the
beam electrons or the possibility of additional energy dss® the beam (such as return-
current losses). Given the potential for obtaining a beiteferstanding of flare evolution,
we look forward to the application of more sophisticated eisdo the flare hard X-ray data.

8 Hard X-ray timing

The analysis of energy-dependent time delays allows usstdheoretical models of physi-
cal time scales and their scaling laws with energy. In thealeagth domain of hard X-rays,
there are at least three physical processes known in thevalise of solar flares that lead
to measurable time delays as a function of energy (for awesee Aschwanden 2004): (1)
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time-of-flight dispersion of free-streaming electrons, iftagnetic trapping with the colli-
sional precipitation of electrons, and (3) cooling of therthal plasma.

8.1 Time-of-Flight Delays

The first type, theime-of-flight (TOF)delay, has a scaling dft(¢) 0 ¢ ~%/2 and is caused
by velocity differences of electrons that propagate fromchronal acceleration site to the
chromospheric energy-loss region. The time differencesfinrderAt =~ 10— 100 ms for
non-thermal electrons at energigsz 20— 100 keV (e.g., Aschwanden et al. 1995, 1996).
The measurement of such tiny time delays requires high phstatistics and high time
resolution. Such data were provided 6ROBATSE, which had 8 detectors, each with
an effective collecting area 8§2000 cn? and oriented at different angles to the Sun so that
detector saturation at high count rates was not a probleon c@fnparison, the total effective
collecting area oRHESSS detectors is less than 100 ém

These studies of TOF delays have provided important evelémat electrons are ac-
celerated in the corona, above the top of the hot flare loopsrebd in soft X-rays. The
fine structure in the light curves of most, but not all, of thedsed flare bursts showed
energy-dependent time delays consistent with the frearsirey of electrons to the foot-
points of the flare loops from an origin somewhat more disthat the half-length of the
loops (Aschwanden et al. 1995; Aschwanden & Schwartz|1988h#anden et &l. 1996).

8.2 Trapping Delays

The second type, thigapping delay is caused by magnetic mirroring of coronal electrons
which precipitate toward the chromosphere after a coliisidime scaleit(g) O €%/2. This

is observable for time differences At ~ 1 — 10 s for non-thermal electrons Bt~ 20—
100 keV (e.g., Vilmer et al. 1932; Aschwanden et al. 1997).tFapping delays the higher
energy X-rays lag the lower energy X-rays, as opposed to-tififiight delays where the
higher energy X-rays precede the lower energy X-rays.

Aschwanden et all (1997) filtered variations on time scaléss or less out o€CGRO
BATSE flare HXR light curves. They found time delays in the aémng gradually vary-
ing component to be consistent with magnetic trapping afigsiomal precipitation of the
particles. Trap plasma densities10'* cm~3 were deduced. No evidence was found for a
discontinuity in the delay time as a function of energy ahdye¢fore, for second-step (two-
stage) acceleration of electrons at energie200 keV.

8.3 Thermal Delays

The third type, thehermal delaycan be caused by the temperature dependence of cool-
ing processes, such as by thermal conductipfil) 0 T~%2 (e.g.,lAntiochos & Sturrock
1978; Culhane et al. 1994), or by radiative cooling,T) O T%? (e.g., Fisher & Hawley
1990; Cargill et all 1995). The observed physical parameteggest that thermal conduc-
tion dominates in flare loops at high temperatures as obdénveoft X-ray wavelengths,
while radiative cooling dominates in the later phase in fierst loops as observed in EUV
wavelengths| (Antiochos & Sturrack 1978; Culhane et al. 19%&chwanden & Alexander
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2001). When the temperature drops in the decay phase of,ftheefeating rate can jus-
tifiably be neglected and the conductive or radiative captiee dominate the temperature
evolution. BeforeRHESS| the cooling curvé (t) in flare plasmas had been studied in only
a few flares (e.g., McTiernan et/al. 1993; Culhane &t al. |1@&thwanden & Alexander
2001).

The high spectral resolution &HESSHUata is particularly suitable for any type of ther-
mal modeling, because we can probe the thermal plasma 48nkeV up to~30 keV
with a FWHM resolution of~1 keV thanks to the cooled germanium detectors (Lin et al.
2002; Smith et al. 2002). This allows us to measure flare temypes with more confidence.
A statistical study of flare temperatures measured in thgeaf T ~ 7 — 20 MK indeed
demonstrates some agreement between the values obtaonedgectral fitting oORHESSI
data with those obtained fro@OESflux ratios (Battaglia et al. 2005), althoudgtHESSI
has a bias for the high-temperature tail of the differergiaission measure (DEM) distri-
bution (Aschwanden et &l. 2008; Vaananen & Pohjolain@d72. Of course, we expect an
agreement between the deduced emission-measure-wetghtpédratures only when both
instruments are sensitive to a temperature range thatstwerflare DEM peak.

A close relationship between the non-thermal and thernmad profiles was found early
on, in the sense that the thermal emission often closelyneles the integral of the non-
thermal emission, a relationship that is now known asMeeipert effec{Neupeit 1968;
Hudson 1991; Dennis & Zaiito 1993). This relationship is, &eev, strictly only expected
for the asymptotic limit of very long cooling times, while aysically more accurate model
would quantify this effect by a convolution of the non-thailrheating with a finite cooling
time. The deconvolution of the e-folding cooling time in bue model has never been at-
tempted statistically and as a function of energy or tentpegaTheoretical discussions of
the Neupert effect, including multiple energy release &sy@romospheric evaporation, and
cooling, can be found in Warren & Antiochos (2004), Liu €t(a010), and Reeves & Moats
(2010).

The cooling time at a given energy can be estimated from tlsaydéme of a flare
time profile. For instance, the decay times measured @GESin soft X-rays were found
to have a median ofgecay~ 6 min (Veronig et al. 20028,b). The observed cooling times
have typically been found to be much longer than predictedfclassical conduction,
but shorter than the radiative cooling time (e.g., McTiereaal.l 1993} Jiang et &l. 2006;
Raymond et al. 2007). This discrepancy could result frofmegitontinuous heating or sup-
pression of conduction during the decay phase, or a conitimaf both.

The Neupert effect was tested by correlating the soft X-regkpflux with the (time-
integrated) hard X-ray flux. A high correlation and time aidence between the soft X-ray
peak and hard X-ray end time was generally found, but a sigmififraction of events also
had a different timingl(Veronig et al. 2002c). A delay of 12 asafound in the soft X-ray
flux time derivative with respect to the hard X-ray flux in S@I03-11-13T05:01 (M1.6)
(Liu et all|20085, also see Sectibnl7.2). Time delays suchisstiuld be related to the hy-
drodynamic flow time during chromospheric evaporationtgesthe “theoretical Neupert
effect,” i.e., comparisons of the beam power supply of haidy<emitting electrons and the
thermal energy of evaporated plasma observed in soft X-faysd it to strongly depend
on the low-energy cutoff to the non-thermal electron disttion (\eronig et al. 2005). This
provides another approach to deducing the energy at whihotli-energy cutoff in the
electron distribution occurs in individual flares. The Neteffect has also been studied in
several flares by Ning (2008, 2009), who finds a high cormfatietween the hard X-ray
flux and the time derivative of the thermal energy deducethfioray spectral fits| (Ning
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Fig. 8.1 Example of a multi-thermal spectrum with contributionsnfrplasmas with temperatures df=
15,20,...,50 MK and a DEM distribution o EM(T)/dT O T~*. The individual thermal spectra and their
sum are shown with thin linestyle, where the sum represéet®lbserved spectrum. Note that the photons
in the energy range = 5.8 — 19.4 keV are dominated by temperatures of T=15-50 MK, which reave
corresponding thermal energy that is about a factqéef 1/2) = 4.5 lower than the corresponding photon
energy &n = 1.3— 4.3 keV). The summed photon spectrum without the high-tentpexautoff approaches
the power-law function (¢) O €35 (dotted ling (from[Aschwandeh 2007).

2008) and an anti-correlation between the hard X-ray spettdex and the time rate of
change of the UV flare area observedTiACE(Ning|2009).

8.4 Multi-Thermal Delay Modeling witliRHESSI

Since major solar flares generally produce a large numbedafidual postflare loops, giv-

ing the familiar appearance of loop arcades lined up aloadne ribbons, it is unavoidable
that each loop is heated up and cools down at different tisethat a spatially integrated
spectrum always contains a multi-thermal differential €sitin measure distribution (cf.
Warren 2006). The resulting multi-thermal bremsstrahlapgctrum (for photon energies
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Fig. 8.2 X-ray light curves are shown for SOL2002-02-26T10:27 (& energies of 10 keV to 30 keV
in intervals of 1 keV, observed witRHESS(left panels). The spectrum is decomposed into thermal and n
thermal components (top right panel) and the delay of th&gpatdifferent energies is fitted with a thermal
conduction cooling time model that has a scalinggfd(T) ~ T—? (right bottom panel). The best fit shows
a power index of3 = 2.8, which is close to the theoretically expected valugef 5/2 (Equatio 8.R). The
full delay of the thermal component is indicated with a thime (bottom left panel), while the weighted
(thermal+non-thermal) fit is indicated with a thick curveoth|lAschwandeh 2007).

€) observed in soft X-rays (neglecting the Gaunt factor okonghity),

(e) = |o/ exp(;f//szT) dE(;VI_I_(T)dT, 8.1)

is then a function of a multi-thermalifferential emission measudistributiondEM(T) =
n?(T)dV. An example of a multi-thermal spectrum from a differengahission measure
proportional toT ~* up to a maximum temperature of 50 MK is shown in Fiduré 8.1.

As discussed above, the initial cooling of the hot flare pgsay afT 22 10 MK) is
generally dominated by conductive cooling (rather than dojiative cooling, which can
dominate later after the plasma cools to EUV-emitting terapeges of T <2 MK). The
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thermal conduction time has the following temperature ddpace:

T)= = ~
Tcond( ) dE/dtcond %KTS/Z% 2 K

il SnekeT __ 20nel ke sz <Tl) 7 e
see Aschwanden (2007) for parameter definitions. Sincehttrenial bremsstrahlung at de-
creasing photon energies is dominated by radiation fronetdemperature flare plasma, the
conductive cooling time is expected to become longer atidaraperaturesttong 0 T—5/2).
Thus, the soft X-ray peak is always delayed with respectadtirder X-ray peaks, reflecting
the conductive cooling of the flare loops.

Aschwanden| (2007) has measured and modeled this condaotlieg delaytcond(€)
for a comprehensive set of short-duratieh 10 min) flares observed BRHESSI One ex-
ample is shown in Figuile_8.2. He finds that the cooling délagxpressed as a function of
the photon energy and photon spectral indgxcan be approximated by

7 Teo £ £\ 1%
At(g,y) =~ ng [Iog <1+ T—g <m) ﬂ , (8.3)

(wherety is the Gaussian width of the time profile peak) and yields a d&gnostic of
the process of conductive cooling in multi-thermal flarespias. In a statistical study of 65
flares((Aschwandéen 2007), 44 (68%) were well fit by the mblgrinal model with a best fit
value for the exponent @8 = 2.7+ 1.2, which is consistent with the theoretically expected
value of 8 = 2.5 according to Equatidn 8.2. The conductive cooling tim&at 11.6 MK
(g0 = 1 keV) was found to range from 2 to 750 s, with a mean valug®f 40 s.

We note that these timing data, as well as thick-target fits¢mon-thermal part of spec-
tra that reveal the evolution of the energy content in acatdd electrons, provide additional
constraints on models such as the multithread flare modelofalv(2006).

9 Hard X-ray spectral evolution in flares
9.1 Observations of spectral evolution

The non-thermal hard X-ray emission from solar flares, bbseoved in the 20 to 100 keV
range, is highly variable. Often several emission spikek darations ranging from seconds
to minutes are observed. In larger events, sometimes a rtwvly variable, long duration
emission can be observed in the later phase of the flare. Hewst flares start out with an
impulsivephase, while some events, mostly large ones, show the peséa lategradual
phase in the hard X-ray time profile.

While these two different behaviors can already be spotietbdking at lightcurves,
they also are distinct in their spectral evolution. The itsme spikes tend to be harder at
the peak time, and softer both in the rise and decay phasesf@dwrum starts soft, gets
harder as the flux rises and softens again after the maximuihe @mission. This pattern of
the spectral evolution is thus calledft-hard-soff SHS). On the other hand, in the gradual
phase, the flux often slowly decreases, while the spectrays $tard or gets even harder.
This different kind of spectral evolution is calledft-hard-hardefSHH).

Historically, both the SHS (Parks & Winckler 1969; Kane & Aardon 1970) and the
SHH behavior|(Frost & Dennis 1971) were observed in the eadyof hard X-ray observa-
tions of the Sun. Subsequent investigation confirmed betSthS|(Benz 1977; Brown & Loran
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Fig. 9.1 Time evolution of the spectral indgx(upper curve, linear scale on righand the flux normalization
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1985%5; Lin & Schwartz 1987; Gan 1998; Fletcher & Hudson 200@d$bn & Farnik 2002)
and the SHH/(Cliver et dl. 1986; Kiplinger 1995; Saldanha £2@08; Grigis & Benz 2008)
behavior. The SHH behavior has been found to be correlatédonston events in interplan-
etary space (Kiplinger 1995; Saldanha et al. 2008; Graysah|2009).

Evidence for hard-soft-hard (HSH) spectral evolution atrgies above-50 keV has
been reported for multiple spikes in SOL2004-11-03T031d%.6) (Shao & Huang 2009b).
SHS behavior was observed at lower energies. This HSH bahanght be explained by
albedo, which typically peaks around 30-40 keV (see Korttal| 2011), but the authors
corrected for albedo from isotropically emitted photonslikely explanation is that the
spikes overlie a harder, gradually varying component, ibbsemission from trapped elec-
trons (Section 8]2).

While all these observations established the qualitatrepgrties of the spectral evo-
lution, a statistical analysis of the quantitative relatletween the flux and spectral index
had not been performed in the gfR&HESSlera. Here, we summariZHESSkesults inves-
tigating quantitatively the spectral evolution of the rfeerimal component of the hard X-ray
emission, as well as the theoretical implications. Moraitietan be found in Grigis & Benz
(2004 /2005, 2006).

To quantify the spectral evolution, a simple parameteopafor the shape of the non-
thermal spectrum is needed. Luckily, in solar flares the tspecis well described by a
power law in energy, which often steepens above 50 keV. Sgiftaning of the spectrum
can be modeled by a broken power-law model. However, it iicdlf to observe such a
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downward bending at times of weak flux, because the highggrmegion of the spectrum

is lost in the background. As a compromise, Grigis & Benz #)(dted the data to a single

power-law function at all times. Although the single powawldoes not always provide
a good fit to the spectra, it provides a characteristic spestope and ensures a uniform
treatment of the spectra at different times.

The two free parameters of the power-law model are the seattexy and the power-
law normalizationl,, at the reference energy. The reference energsp is arbitrary, but
fixed, usually near the logarithmic mean of the covered gnengge. In thd(RHESSEpectral
analysis software, OSPEXy = 50 keV by default. The time dependent spectrum is given

by
—y(t)
I(£,1) = I (1) (850) . 9.1)

A representative sample of 24 solar flare S@ES magnitudes between M1 and X1 was
selected by Grigis & Benz (2004). The spectral model (Equa@.1), with the addition of
an isothermal emission component at low energies, was fitithda cadence of oneHESSI
spin period (about 4 s). This delivered a sequence of memsnts of the quantitiel, (t)
andy(t) for each of the 24 events, covering a total time of about 62ute of non-thermal
hard X-ray emission. For these everggs= 35 keV was chosen, a meaningful energy which
lies about in the middle of the range where the non-thermasson is best observed in
these M-class flares.

An example of the measured time evolution of the spectradxndand the flux nor-
malizationlsg for the longer-lasting event of the set is shown in Fiduré 8.torrelation
in time between the two curves can be readily seen. Singlestoni spikes are plotted in
different colors, so that the soft-hard-soft evolution barobserved during each spike (with
the exception of the late, more gradual phase, where thesemistays hard as the flux
decays).

As there is an anti-correlation in time betweenliggt) andy(t), a plot of one parameter
as a function of the other, eliminating the time dependesiceyws the relationship between
them. Figurd 92 shows plots ¢fvs. I35 for 3 events where there are only one or two
emission peaks. The points in the longer uninterruptedorisiecay phase during each event
are marked by plus symbols. A linear relationship betwegislandy can be seen during
each phase, although it can be different during rise andydeca

On the other hand, a plot of all the 911 fitted model paraméberll the events show a
large scatter, as shown in Figlire]9.3. The large scattereanderstood as originating from
the superposition of data from a large numbers of differenission spikes, each featuring
linear trends with different parameters. This plot does aesirate, however, the tendency
for flatter spectra to be associated with more intense flares.

RHESSbbservations of the gradual phase of large solar flaresi€Ri@enz 2008) and
its relation with proton events (Saldanha ef al. 2008; Grayet all 2009) have shown that
the hardening behavior is complex and cannot be charageteby a continuously increas-
ing hardness during the event. Therefore the soft-hardeng6HH) denomination does not
accurately reflect the observed spectral evolution. Ragtherses of hardening (or even ap-
proximatively constant hardness) are often seen in largate as the flux decays (Kiplinger
1995). The start of the hardening phase can happen near theeak of the flare, or later.
The end of hardening can even be followed by new impulsive $el&ks. The most re-
cent statistical study of the correlation of SHH behaviothvgroton events (Grayson et al.
2009) found that in a sample of 37 flares that were magnetieadll-connected to Earth, 18



40 Holman et al.

RISE Flare 9 RISE Flare 12 RISE Flare 22
T T T T T T

Photon spectral index ()
Photon spectral index ()
L
Photon spectral index ()
>
T
L

" " " " " " " " "
0.01 0.10 1.00 0.01 0.10 1.00 0.01 0.10 1.00
FLUX at 35 keV (1,0 FLUX at 35 keV (1)) FLUX at 35 keV (1))

DECAY Flare 9 DECAY Flare 12 DECAY Flare 22
10T T T 10[T T T 10} T T

Photon spectral index ()
Photon spectral index ()
L
Photon spectral index ()
>
T
L

L L L

L L L

0.01 0.10 1.00 0.01 0.10 1.00 0.01 0.10 1.00
FLUX at 35 keV (1,0 FLUX at 35 keV (I,)) FLUX at 35 keV (1,g)

Fig. 9.2 Spectral index vs. flux normalizatiori 35 for three events, showing the linear dependence of single
rise and decay phases of emission spikes on a log-linea. €ats mark results from individual spikes, while
pluses mark the longer rise or decay phase (from Grigis & |I2€@el).

showed SHH behavior and 12 of these produced solar enepgeticle (SEP) events. None
of the remaining 19 flares that did not show SHH behavior predlSEP events.

9.2 Interpretation of spectral evolution

Can we explain the soft-hard-soft spectral behavior themiéy? The problem here is that
many effects contribute to the properties of the high-epeigctron distribution whose
bremsstrahlung hard X-rays are observedBESSEnd similar instruments. We can iden-
tify three main, closely related classes of physical preesgshat affect the distribution of
the electrons and the spectrum of the X-ray photons theyrgeng1) theaccelerationof
part of the thermal ambient plasma, (2) #szapdrom the acceleration region, and (3) the
transportto the emitting region. The photon spectrum also dependb@properties of the
bremsstrahlung emission mechanism.

Miller et all (1996) proposed a stochastic accelerationharism where electrons are
energized by small-amplitude turbulent fast-mode wavaled the transit-time damping
model. They showed that their model could successfully atctor the observed number
and energy of electrons accelerated above 20 keV in subdesmkes or energy release
fragments in impulsive solar flares. However, they made teorgit to explain the observed
hard X-ray spectra (which are softer than predicted by #hesit-time damping model) and
did not consider spectral evolution. Furthermore, thisapgph does not account for particle
escape. Grigis & Benz (2006) extended the model with thetiadddf a term describing the
escape of the particles from the acceleration region, deimodel of Petrosian & Donaghy
(1999). To ensure conservation of particles, they also aslduace term of cold particles
coming into the accelerator (such as can be provided by aenreturent).
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Fig. 9.3 Plot of the spectral index versus the fitted non-thermal flux at 35 keV (given in photorisen—2
keV~1). All 911 data points from the 24 events are shown (from GriéaiBenZ 2004).

The stochastic nature of this acceleration model implies the electrons undergo a
diffusion process in energy space. Mathematically, thelacation is described by the fol-
lowing convective-diffusive equation:

of _1 0 D D) f 9 Ar)f E) f E 9.2

E*E@[( cotL +Dr) }*6—E[(ACOLL+ 7) }*S( )-f+Q(E),  (9.2)
where f(E) is the electron density distribution functioB;y and Ar are, respectively, the
diffusion and convection coefficients due to the interawtiof the electrons with the accel-
erating turbulent wavefcoLL andAcoLL are, respectively, the diffusion and convection co-
efficients due to collisions with the ambient plasi8&) is the sink (escape) term, aQqE)
is the source (return current) term. The escape term is piopal tov(E) /1, wherev(E) is
the electron speed, ands the escape time. The escape time can be energy-depebdent,
for simplicity it is initially kept constant. The longer tlescape time, the better the particles
are trapped in the accelerator. The source term is in the &raiMaxwellian distribution
of electrons with the same temperature as the ambient plasma

The coefficient®t andAr are proportional to the dimensionless acceleration paeme

Ur ek
T Us Qu’
whereUr andUg are, respectively, the energy densities of the turbulemewand of the
ambient magnetic fieldk) is the average wave vector, afy is the proton gyrofrequency.

lacc (9.3)
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Fig. 9.4 Accelerated electron density distributions with differemlues of the power-law index resulting
from changes if; = lacc - 7. The dashed curve represents the ambient Maxwellian lwisivn. The two
dotted lines indicate the energy range used for the compntaf the power-law index¥ shown above each
spectrum. Harder spectra have a larigeralue (from Grigis & Benz 2006).

Equatiori9.P can be solved numerically until an equilibrstate ¢ f /dt = 0) is reached.
The equilibrium electron spectra from the model are colgdoby two parameters: the ac-
celeration parametdpcc described above and the escape timébove 10-20 keV, the
collision and source terms in Equatidn (9.2) can be neglediace they apply to the am-
bient Maxwellian, and thus the equilibrium spectra depend first approximation only on
the product; = lacc - T.

Figure[9.4 shows the equilibrium electron spectra for diffié values ol; = Iacc - T.
As I; increases, the spectrum gets harder and harder. To expkisoft-hard-soft effect,
either the acceleration or the trapping efficiency (or batht increase until the peak time,
and then decrease again. We note that this model does nadéiagnetic trapping (other
than in the magnetic turbulence itself), which can alterdbmputed electron spectra and
their time evolution (e.g.,_Metcalf & Alexander 1999).

To see whether this produces the linear relation betweespéetral index and the log
of the flux normalization,_Grigis & Benz (2006) computed trardch X-ray emission from
these model electron spectra. Since these are equilibpectrs, thin-target emission was
computed. They then plotted the spectral index vs. the flurnabzation of the resulting
photon spectra. Since the spectra are not power-law, but dewn, they fit a power-law
model to the model photon spectrum in a similar range as theusad for the observations.

Figure[9.5 shows the computed values for the spectral indioé flux normalizations
for both the electron and the photon spectrum from the mdded.results show that there
is indeed a linear relation between the spectral index amébthof the flux normalization.

An alternative mechanism that could be responsible forlsarftl-soft spectral evolution
is return current losses as the electrons propagate to ahahlie thick-target footpoints
of the flare loopl(Zharkova & Gordovskyy 2006). The highestbn energy to which re-
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Fig. 9.5 Model results for the spectral index and flux normalization dlectrons and photons. The dashed
line is the best straight-line fit to the model results (inrduege of spectral indices from 2 to 8 for the electrons,
and 3 to 9 for the photons), corresponding to a pivot-poitiab®r (from Grigis & Benz 2006).

turn current losses are significant is proportional to therrecurrent electric field strength,
which is in turn proportional to the electron beam flux dgnésee Sectionl5). Therefore, as
the electron flux density increases and then decreasesytkenlergy part of the X-ray spec-
trum flattens to higher and then lower energies as the reumermt electric field strength
increases and then decreases. The net effect is SHS spaaiiion below the maximum
energy for which return current losses are significant dutire flare. The observation of
SHS behavior in coronal X-ray sources, however, indicatasthis spectral evolution is a
property of the acceleration mechanism rather than a coeseeg of energy losses during
electron propagation (Battaglia & Benz 2006, see Sefiod)10

Are there two stages of electron acceleration, one resplentir the impulsive phase
and one for the gradual phasRPESSIspectroscopy and imaging of a set of 5 flares with
hardening phases (Grigis & Benz 2008) showed that there igstontinuity in the motion
of footpoints at the onset of hardening and no clear separéétween the impulsive and
the gradual phase: the former seems to smoothly merge iattatter. This supports the
view that the same acceleration mechanism changes gradu#tile later phase of the flare,
rather than a two stage acceleration theory. The harderiiagepmay in fact be caused by
an increase in the efficiency of trapping of the electronsvald®0 keV.

The underlying cause of the SHS spectral evolution has begéressed in terms of the
stochastic acceleration model by Bvkov & Fleishman (2009] |iu & Fletcher (2009).
Bykov and Fleishman consider acceleration in strong, lagelength MHD turbulence,
taking into account the effect of the accelerated partioleshe turbulence. They argue
that the electron spectrum flattens during the linear acatid® phase, while the spectrum
steepens during the nonlinear phase when damping of thelémde because of the parti-
cle acceleration is important, giving SHS spectral evohutiThey argue that SHH evolu-
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tion will be observed when the injection of particles inte #cceleration region is strong.
Liu & Fletcher also argue that the SHS evolution results frdependence of the electron
distribution power-law index on the level of turbulence agcreases and subsequently
decreases. They attribute changes in the SHS correlationgda flare to changes in the
background plasma, likely due to chromospheric evaparatio

We note that simple direct-current (DC) electric field aecation of electrons out of the
thermal plasma can produce the SHS spectral evolution. Tikeoflaccelerated electrons
and the maximum energy to which electrons are acceleratidtzerefore, the high-energy
cutoff to the electron distribution, increase and decréagether as the electric field strength
increases and decreases (Holman 1985). The X-ray specirataeaper at energies within
one to two orders of magnitude below the high-energy cukddihan 2003). In large flares,
however, where the X-ray spectrum is observed to continletd energies or higher, there
is no evidence for a high-energy cutoff in the appropriatrgynrange. Therefore, at least for
large flares with spectra extending to high energies, a sid@ electric field acceleration
model does not appear to be appropriate.

10 The connection between footpoint and coronal hard X-raysurces

Hard X-ray (HXR) sources at both footpoints of a coronal Isgpcture have been observed
since Hoyng et all (1981). As reviewed in Sectibhs A& 2, theyunderstood to be thick-
target bremsstrahlung emission produced by precipita&i@ctrons, accelerated somewhere
in or above the loop. A third HXR source situated above thetiop (see Krucker et al.
2008a, for a review) was first noted by Masuda et al. (1994jahkohobservations. The
nature of this coronal HXR source has remained uncertairiplaimple solar flare models
with reconnection and particle acceleration in the coreregexpect some relation between
coronal HXR sources and footpoinBHESShas enabled us to study events featuring coro-
nal HXR sources and footpoints simultaneously. By studyirgbehavior of the sources in
time and the relations between them, we can address quesitich as: Are both coronal
and footpoint emissions caused by the same electron pamatiow is such an electron
beam modified in the loop (collisions, return currents, piag, etc.)? Is SHS behavior (Sec-
tion[@.3) a transport effect produced by collisions or netturrents, or is it a feature imposed
by the acceleration mechanism?

10.1 RHESSImaging spectroscopy

RHESSIhas provided the possibility of obtaining simultaneoughkiesolution imaged
spectra at different locations on the Sun. One can thereftudy each source separately
in events with several contemporaneous HXR sources. Thedpgctral resolution has al-
lowed a reliable differentiation between thermal and riegrinal emission to be made in
many flares. Furthermor&HESSk imaging spectroscopy has allowed differences in indi-
vidual flare source spectra and their evolution to be stuidiednsiderable detail.

Imaged spectra and the relative timing of sources in threesfjancluding the limb flare
SOL2002-02-20T11:07, were studied by Krucker &/Lin (20020 et al. [(2002) analyzed
and modeled the two footpoint sources and a high, abovésteep hard X-ray source ob-
served in this flare. Emslie etlal. (2003) analyzed SOL20028T100:35 (X4.8) flare with
four HXR sources observed BBHESSIThey found a coronal source with a strong thermal
component, but the non-thermal component could not beeddudiie to severe pulse pile-up.
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Battaglia & Benz|(2006) studied five M-class events. Due &dmaller pile-up amount in
those events, studying the non-thermal coronal emissianpweasible. The results of these
studies are summarized below.

RHESSI 34—38 keV 13—Jul—2005 14:14:00.000 UT

-1
+

¥ (arcsec)

- _th
107 . .
0 TE
§
&
R M ,,,,,
5
Z
-2 . .
880 900 920 940 960 980 1000 10 100
X (arcsec) Energy (keV)
_ . . _ . .
S 0t 2 Lot S 3
2 3 N
o~ o -
I —_ \E —
5 10— - B G107 N -
T -+ i, AN
g + a NN,
5 10°- =+, g 5 10°- -
5 = 5 T
2 2
& —— & ~
Sy x
2 107 T - 2 107 ++ B
c = c -
5 + 5
B B r
2 2
& 103 . . & 103 .
@ 1 3 TE
g g
& &
e R e it ¢ O — — — 4+ = - - - - - = =
H 5
2 2
-2 L -2 L

. .
10 100 10 100
Energy (keV) Energy (keV)

Fig. 10.1 Top leftComposite CLEAN image of RHESSEvent with three hard X-ray sources. The footpoints
(labeled 1 & 2) are visible on the solar disc in an image ma@®d-aB8 keV. The position of the coronal source
(labeled 3) high above the limb is indicated by the 50 and 80%texcontours taken from a 10-12 keV image.
Plots 1-3show spectra and normalized residuals over the fitted emargye for the north footpoint (1), south
footpoint (2), and coronal source (3) (after Battaglia & B006).

10.2 Relation between coronal and footpoint sources

The quantitative relations between the footpoints and ther@al source and between the
two footpoints can give information about the physical natbms at work in a solar flare.
Simple models envision a beam of accelerated electronsuatering a low-density region
in the corona, leading to thin-target bremsstrahlung. Wthersame electron beam reaches
the chromosphere, the particles are fully stopped in thesaematerial, producing thick-
target emission. Assuming an electron power-law distigoufor the electron energl of
the form

F(E) = AE® (10.1)
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producing thin-target bremsstrahlung in the coronal sauttee observed photon spectrum
has spectral indeyhin = 0 + 1 (Equatioi 2.700). Reaching the chromosphere, the actetera
electrons will be fully stopped, producing thick-targetimsstrahlung with a photon spectral
index Wnick = 0 — 1 (Equatior. 2.1R). In such a simple scenario one would thezefxpect

a difference in the photon spectral indgxin — ¥nhick = 2 between the coronal source and
the footpoints. Further, the two footpoints should be ofaduardness and intensity if one
assumes a symmetric loop and symmetric injection of pedirito the legs of the loop.

10.2.1 Observed difference between coronal and footppettsal indices

A sample of flares observed witfiohkohto have coronal HXR sources was studied by
Petrosian et al! (2002). They found that the spectral indeke coronal sources was, on
the average, steeper by 1 than the spectral indices of tiyediob sources. Sui et al. (2002)
also found a spectral index difference of 1 for SOL2002-0Z21:07 (C7.5) observed with
RHESSI

Battaglia & Benz((2006) found that the coronal source wagesdfian both footpoints
for all of their five events in nearly all analyzed time bingyue[10.1 (top left) shows an
image of SOL2005-07-13T14:49 (M5.0) in the 34-38 keV endrggd. The two footpoints
are visible, as well as the 50 and 80% contours of the coramaice taken from a 10—
12 keV image. Spectra and spectral fits are shown for the tetpdints and the coronal
source. The steepness of the coronal source spectrum (nihibehe figure) relative to
the spectra from the footpoints is apparent. However, trantiative difference between
the values of the spectral index obtained for the coronatcgoand the footpoints often
differed significantly from 2. For the five flares analyzeds 8mallest mean difference in
the spectral indices, averaged over time, was-8(%24. The maximum mean difference,
averaged over time, was 368.14. These clearly contradict the theoretical expectatio
summarized above. Simple thin-thick target scenarios des@em to work in most cases
and additional effects need to be considered.

Evidence for two populations of coronal source non-theispattra was found by Shao & Huang
(20094a). They compare coronal and footpoint spectral @glat 28 hard X-ray peaks from
13 single-loop flares observed RHESSI The spectral index in the coronal sources was
determined from an isothermal plus power-law fit below 30,keKile the footpoint spec-
tral indices were determined from a power-law fit at 30-60 kédton energies. They argue
that the coronal spectra can be divided into two groups. @neyhich the coronal spectral
index is greater than 5, is well correlated with the footpgjpectral index, and the difference
in the indices ranges from 2-4. For the other, where the sgéntlices are anticorrelated,
the coronal spectral index is less than 5, and the differantee indices ranges from 0-2.
For the group of anticorrelated spectral indices, the crspectral index is correlated with
the photon flux, while the footpoint spectral index is antietated with the photon flux for
both groups. These are intriguing results if confirmed byreistudies.

10.2.2 Differences between footpoints

No significant difference was found in the spectral indiaggtie two footpoints in SOL2002-
02-20T11:49 (C7.5) by Krucker & Lin (2002) and Sui et al. (2D0Piana et all (2007) in-
verted count visibility spectra for this flare to obtain mesactron flux distributions for
the footpoints. They found the mean electron flux distritmutiunction at the northern foot-
point to be somewhat steeperd ~ 0.8) than that derived for the southern footpoint. They
also found the distribution function for the region betwelea footpoints (not the coronal
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source studied by Sui et al.) to be steeper than the footgatribution functions4d ~ 1.6
relative to the southern footpoint) and to substantiakepen at energies abov&0 keV.

Krucker & Lin (2002) found that, when a connection betweestfoints could be deter-
mined, the footpoints brightened simultaneously (to wittie~1 s time resolution of the
observations) and had similar spectra.

Differences of 0.3 — 0.4 between the spectral indices of tatgoints in SOL2002-07-
23T00:35 (X4.8) were reported by Emslie et al. (2003).

For the flares analyzed by Battaglia & Behz (2006), a significhifference was found
in only one out of five events. For all other events, the metierdnce iny, was zero within
the statistical uncertainty.

Different spectra at the two footpoints imply an asymmelmimp. Such an asymmetry
can result, for example, from different column densitiesliffierent beam fluxes and cor-
responding return current energy losses in the legs of the. It could also result from
asymmetric magnetic trapping within the loop (e.g., Aledan& Metcalf 2002). In a study
of 53 flares showing two HXR footpoints, Saint-Hilaire et @008) found that footpoint
asymmetry was greatest at the time of peak HXR flux and therdifice in the footpoint
spectral indicegly rarely exceeded 0.6. In most cases they found the footpsymhmetry
to be inconsistent with different column densities in the tegs of the loops.

In SOL2003-10-29T20:49 (X10.0) Liu etlal. (2009a) foundttie brighter HXR foot-
point was marginally, but consistently harder than the danfootpoint byAy = 0.15+
0.13. They concluded that neither asymmetric magnetic niimgonor asymmetric column
densityalonecan explain the full time evolution of the footpoint HXR flixand spectral
indices. However, a self-consistent explanation mightlitaioed by considering these two
effects together and/or in combination with one or more taukl transport effects, such as
nonuniform target ionization, relativistic beaming, aeturn current losses.

10.3 Spectral evolution in coronal sources

Previous observations of SHS spectral evolution (see @€8ill) were made with full-Sun

spectra which, except for over-the-limb events, are tyjyicdominated by footpoint emis-

sion.[Battaglia & Benz (2006), in their imaging spectroscspudy, found that the coronal

source itself shows SHS evolution. This is illustrated igyfe[10.2. This finding implies

that SHS is not caused by transport effects within the flaop,ldut is rather a property

of the acceleration mechanism itself. Indeed, Grigis & B&006) showed that SHS can
be reproduced for electron spectra in a transit-time-dagjtochastic-acceleration model
(Sectior[ 9.R).

10.4 Interpretation of the connection between footpointsthe coronal source

In the above account, emphasis was given to the differenteispectral index between the
coronal source and footpoints. Assuming a thin target irctihtena and a thick target at the
footpoints, one would expect a difference of two. Howevdrether the coronal source acts
as thin- or thick-target depends on the energy of the aatelérelectrons and the column
density in the corona. Veronig & Brown (2004), for exampleyrid coronal sources with
column densities high enough to act as thick targets fotrelies with energies up to 60 keV.
As early as 1976, Melrose & Brown (1976) showed that magriedjgping with colli-
sional scattering of electrons out of the trap can lead tackarget coronal source. The
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Fig. 10.2 Top: GOES1-8A light curve of SOL2003-10-24T02:54 (M7.6Yliddle: RHESSR5-50 and 50—
100 keV light curves near the peak of tB@®ESflare. Bottom:time evolution of fitted coronal source flux
at 35 keV F3s, * symbols, left log scale) and spectral indgx ¢ symbols, right log scale) displaying SHS
evolution (aftel Battaglia & Beflz 2006).

coronal source transitions through a thin-thick periodhviie time scale for this transition
depending on the electron energy and the plasma densitg treth. The trapping essentially
increases the effective column density in the corona. MiefcAlexander (1999) analyzed
six flares with coronal sources observedYghkohand found that three of the six flares
showed properties consistent with trapping.

A simple 1-D model that described the coronal emission &srimtdiate thin-thick, de-
pending on electron energy, was developed by Wheatland &d€el(1995). In this model
a high-density region10*? cm~3) is hypothesized to be present at or above the top of the
flare loop. The model makes predictions for the shape of theneb and footpoint spec-
tra and the relations between them. Fletcher (1995) olddifente Carlo solutions to the
Fokker-Planck equation to show that, with the inclusion ighhelectron pitch angles and
collisional scattering, a compact coronal X-ray sourcedslpced at the top of a loop with a
constant coronal density3 x 10'° cm~2.|Holman (1996) showed that, even in the simple 1-
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D model, a compact coronal source is produced when elecareriajected into a loop with
a constant coronal density2 x 10'* cm~3 (seehesperia.gsfc.nasa.gov/sftheory/loop itm
A compact coronal HXR source can also be produced if theredgact magnetic trap at
or above the top of the loop. Fletcher & Martens (1998) shailiat| with such a trap, a sig-
nificant coronal X-ray source can be produced at plasmatikesias low as-4 x 10° cm 2,
Petrosian & Donaglhy (1999) showed that the coronal HXR suaen be a consequence
of acceleration and trapping by turbulence or plasma wawetheir stochastic accelera-
tion model, the difference between the coronal and footpsjrectra is explained by the
energy-dependent time scale for electrons to escape tbéeeation region.
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Fig. 10.3 Left: spectra for coronal source (red) and footpoints (blue) mleg to the model of
Wheatland & Melrose (1995). The spatially integrated speetis shown in violetRight: observedRHESSI
spectra for the event SOL2003-10-24T02:54 (M7.6). Isattzérand power-law fits to the coronal (crosses)
and footpoint (dots) spectra are shown. The vertical limkicetes the predicted critical energy for the transi-
tion between thin and thick target (after Battaglia & BEen®?0

The left panel of Figure_10.3 illustrates the model of Whesadl & Melrose|(1995). The
spatially integrated spectrum (violet) is the power-lawapum (thick-targetypick = 0 — 1)
expected for a single-power-law electron distributionhwi low- or high-energy cutoffs
and no thermal component. For &; = v/2KN (see Equatioh 214), the spectrum is dom-
inated by thick-target radiation from the coronal sour@sl)r There is a low-energy cutoff
in the electron distribution at the footpointsEt= v/2KN because of the energy losses in
the coronal source. The spectrum is dominated by thicletaggliation from the footpoints
(blue) wheres > &. It is in this regime that the radiation from the coronal s®uis thin-
target and the spectral index of the coronal source is stégpthan that of the footpoints.
These spectra are characteristic of all the models revialvede.

Sui et al. (2002) compared tfHESSIobservations of SOL2002-02-20T11:07 (C7.5)
to a model with a constant-coronal-density loop and no miggtrapping. They used a finite
difference method (e.q., McTiernan & Petrosian 1990; Haolregal! 2002) to obtain steady-
state solutions to the Fokker-Planck equation with calfiai scattering and energy losses.
Model images were convolved with tiRHESSIresponse to produce simulat®dHESSI
observations for direct comparison with the SOL2002-0242007 flare images and imaged
spectra. They found that, after obtaining a power-law megdettrum with an index gf = 3
that agreed with the observed footpoint spectra, the @ffespectral index of the coronal
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source from the modely(= 4.7) was significantly steeper than that obtained for the flare
(y=4).

Battaglia & Benz [(2007) compared the model_of Wheatland &rivtat [(1995) to the
results of their study of five flares observed RHESSI The right panel of Figure_10.3
shows observed spectra and spectral fits for one particudat.eThe observed spectra were
dominated by thermal coronal emission at low energies. &tbeg, not all of the model
predictions could be tested. However, the observed rekati@tween the spectra did not
agree with the predictions of the model. For the flare in FBgL0.3, for example, the differ-
ence between the coronal source and footpoint spectrakiadit the higher photon energies
is 38+ 0.1, not 2. Also, an estimate of the column density in the cdreparce gives
v2KN =~ 10-15 keV, while the intersection of the coronal and foatpapectra is found
to be ate ~ 23 keV.|Battaglia & Benz| (2008) have found that this largdedénce in the
spectral indices is consistent with spectral hardeningeauoy return current losses (see
Sectior[b).

11 Identification of electron acceleration sites from radicobservations

While energetic electrons excite hard X-ray emission dutimeir precipitation into the
dense layers of the solar atmosphere, they can also exdimeter and meter wave ra-
dio emission during propagation and trapping in magnetid S&uctures in the dilute solar
corona. The radio emission pattern in dynamic spectrogangive information about the
electron acceleration process, the locations of injeabfoelectrons in the corona, and the
properties of the coronal magnetoplasma structures.
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Fig. 11.1 SOL2003-10-28T11:10 (X17.2)eft, bottom:(see Warmuth et &l. 2007) 200-400 MHz radio spec-
trum (Astrophysical Institute Potsdam) showing the sigreadf the outflow termination shock (TS, starting at
11:02:47 UT)Left, top INTEGRALcount rates at 150 keV and 7.5-10 M&ight: (afterl Aurass et al. 2007):
radio source positions (Nancay Radio Heliograph, 327 Méi&rlaid on aSOHGEIT image (11:47 UT
195,&). The bright areas are EUV flare ribbons in AR104BHESSHXR centroids are shown as “+”. The
integration time intervals are: for the TS source SW of ARBf41:02:45-11:03:15 UT, for the continuum
source CONT N of AR10486 11:13-11:17 UT, respectively ($ee Bigurd_11.P). The radio contours are at
50, 70, and 99.5% of the peak flux value.

Here we take as an example SOL2003-10-28T11:10 (X17.2)stio Figure[I1.1).
Different acceleration sites can be discriminated durirgimpulsive and the gradual flare
phases. Radio spectral data from the Astrophysical InstiRotsdam (AIP;_Mann et al.



Electron Acceleration and Propagation 51

1992), imaging data from the Nancay Radio Heliograph (NRétdraon & Delouis 1997),
and hard X-ray RHESSIINTEGRAL data were combined in the analysis of this event.
The conclusion was reached that a nondrifting, high-frequetype Il radio burst signa-
ture in the radio spectrum coincided with a powerful elettazceleration stage. Simul-
taneously with the nondrifting type Il signature, highiatvistic (>10 MeV) electrons
were observed in the impulsive phase of the flare (Figure Lpger left). The radio spec-
trum suggests that this can be due to acceleration at thamection outflow termina-
tion shock [(Aurass & Mann _2004), as predicted for a classiwalribbon flare [((Forbes
1986, Tsuneta & Naitd 1998, Aurass etlal. 2002). The radigcgosite is observed about
210 Mm to the SW of the flaring active region (TS in Figlire_1Xight). In this direc-
tion, TRACEand SOHOLASCd] C2 images reveal dynamically evolving magnetoplasma
structures in an erupting arcade (Aurass &t al. 2006). Rdistie parameters derived from
these observations (the geometry, density, temperatace|osv magnetic field values of
~5 Gauss), Mann et al. (2006) have found that a fully relaiiviseatment of acceleration
at the fast-mode outflow shock can explain the observed flokesergetic particles (see
Zharkova et al. 2011).
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Fig. 11.2 Timing of the source CONT in Figuie_T1.1: the NRH 327 MHz fluxweu(asterisks) versus the
GOESO0.5-4 A flux curve (solid line, partly off-scale). InseBOHQEIT image showing the radio source
centroid (white asterisk) anBHESSIHXR centroids as in Figurig_11.1. Thick bar: the start time e\
energy proton injection in space (after Aurass €t al. 2007).

In the main flare phase of the same event, an additional radicce (CONT in Fig-
ure[111) was found, lasting fer10 min, indicating the presence of another acceleration
site. No X-ray, EUV, or Hr emission was observed at the location of this radio souiige. F
ure[11.2 gives the timing and the source position with resmethe flaring active region.
CONT is a m-dm-continuum source with fiber burst fine struetliber bursts are excited
by whistler waves propagating along field lines of the coromagnetic field. As marked by
a bold bar in the Figure, the time of the CONT emission is digostart time of GeV proton
injection in space. Aurass et|al. (2006) have shown thatsihisce site is not far from an
open field (particle escape) region in the potential coramagnetic field. The source briefly

1 Large Angle and Spectrometric Coronagraph
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flashes up already in the early impulsive phase. Based on avedhod of fiber burst analy-
sis [Aurass et al. 2005; Rausche et al. 2007), Aurass etdl7argue that this source most
likely indicates acceleration at a contact between sepaairfaces of different magnetic
flux systems.

Radio observations of flares and their implications arehraddressed [n White et al.
(2011).

12 Discussion and Conclusions
12.1 Implications of X-ray observations for the collisibttsck-target model

As discussed in Sectidd 2, the core assumption of the aniidithick-target model is that
the spatially integrated hard X-ray emission from non-thedrelectrons is bremsstrahlung
(free-free radiation) from electrons that lose all theipmshermal energy through colli-
sional losses in the ambient plasma as they simultanecadigte the hard X-rays. “Simul-
taneously” means within the observational integratioretiffhis implies that all electrons
that contribute significantly to the observed radiatiorchea plasma dense enough or, more
precisely, traverse a high enough column density for alhefrtsuprathermal energy above
the observed photon energies to be collisionally lost taathdient plasma within the inte-
gration time. For typical>1 s integration times, these conditions are met when thérefex
stream downward from the corona into the increasingly detesma of the solar transition
region and chromosphere.

Since the thick-target model is often implicit in our intesfation of the hard X-ray
emission from flares, it is important to keep the underlyiaguemptions in mind and test the
model while at the same time applying it to flare observativvs have discussed above sev-
eral physical processes that, if significant, change thelasions of the simple collisional
thick-target model regarding the electron distributiondurced in the acceleration region.
These processes occur in either the thick-target regieli,its during the propagation of the
electrons from the acceleration region to the thick-targgton. Only with the high spec-
tral resolution and imaging dRHESSIhas it become possible to observationally address
these processes. Even with tREIESSbbservations, however, it is difficult to conclusively
determine the importance of each process.

A physical process that distorts the emitted X-ray spectisialbedo (Sectioh 3.4 and
Kontar et al. 2011). Fortunately, the albedo contributmihe X-ray spectrum can be easily
corrected on the assumption that the X-ray photons aregiotlly emitted. This correction
is available in theRHESSkpectral analysis software. If the photons are signifigdsehmed
downward, however, the distortion of the spectrum can betantially greater than that
from isotropically emitted photons. An anisotropic photistribution results from emit-
ting electrons with an anisotropic pitch-angle distribati The degree of anisotropy of the
electron pitch-angle distribution also quantitativelfeats conclusions from the thick-target
model concerning the acceleration process. Thereforintportant to better determine the
pitch-angle distribution of the emitting electrons and tlatribution of albedo to the hard
X-ray spectrum (see Kontar etial. 2011).

The simple collisional thick-target model assumes thatdhget plasma is fully ionized.
We have seen, however, that a nonuniformly ionized targgbnecan produce an upward
kink, or “chicane,” in an otherwise power-law X-ray speatr{Section’#). This spectral
shift can provide a valuable diagnostic of the ionizaticatestof the target plasma and its
evolution. It is likely, however, that the power-law specir below the chicane is hidden by
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thermal radiation. The chicane is then observed only as adawd break in the spectrum at
energies above those dominated by the thermal emissiorugdpes limit on the magnitude
of the break provides a method for ruling out nonuniform zarion as the sole cause of large
spectral breaks. To further distinguish this break fronctpé breaks with other causes, it
is important to better determine the degree of ionizatioa asction of column density at
the thick-target footpoints.

Return-current energy losses can also produce a downweadt br the X-ray spectrum
(Section ). The break energy depends on both the thermmktste of the plasma in the
flare loop and on the non-thermal electron flux density distion. These spectral modifi-
cations and their evolution throughout flares provide ancirgmt test for the presence of
initially un-neutralized electron beams and the returmenis they must drive to neutralize
them. AlthoughRHESSIobservations provide substantial information about thecsire
and evolution of flare spectra, only a lower limit on the alestflux density can usually
be determined. Observations and analysis sufficientlyrabeand comprehensive to verify
the presence of return current energy losses as the causgpettaal break are yet to be
obtained. On the other hand, significant evidence existsti(8¢5.3) indicating that return
current losses do have an impact on flare hard X-ray emission.

A thorough comparison of measured flare spectra with thisatespectra computed
from models incorporating collisional and return currenérgy losses (including their ef-
fect on the angular distribution of the non-thermal elets)p as well as nonuniform target
ionization and albedo, is still needed. Spectral fittinghaldhowever, is not likely to distin-
guish the importance of these different mechanisms. Casganf the time evolution of
the spectra, as well as of the spatial structure of the X-naiggion, with expectations would
certainly enhance the possibility of success for such aparat.

The analysis of the evolution of X-ray source positions azdsswith photon energy
and time provides another important test of the collisicdhalk-target model (Sectidi 7).
For these flares that show non-thermal source evolutiondrcéinona and upper transition
region, the source position and size are sensitive to theygriesses experienced by the
non-thermal electrons. They are, in fact, sensitive to #rg @ssumption that the sources are
produced by electrons as they stream downward from an aatiele region higher in the
corona. Further studies of the evolution of these coronedyXsources should substantially
clarify the applicability of the collisional thick-targetodel.

For completeness, we note that under some circumstanoesrathation mechanisms
may significantly contribute to the X-ray emission from rtbermal electrons. The possibil-
ity that recombination (free-bound) radiation from the fibarmal electrons is sometimes
important is discussed in Brown & Mallik (2008, 2009) (alsedontar et al. 2011). How-
ever, the contribution of non-thermal free-bound radratias recently been found to be less
significant than originally estimated (Brown etlal. 2010rdKinnon & Mallik (2010) have
concluded that inverse Compton radiation may significaotigtribute to the X-ray-ray
emission from low-density coronal sources.

Another testable aspect of the collisional thick-targeteiads the heating of the flare
plasma by the non-thermal electrons. If the flare plasmaiisgrily heated by these elec-
trons and the thick-target region is primarily in the chraploere and lower transition re-
gion, heating originating in the footpoints and expandintpithe rest of the flare loop
through “chromospheric evaporation” should be observedth® other hand, if the loop is
dense enough for the thick-target region to extend intodnera or if return-current heating
is important, localized coronal heating and different ibnredances should be observed.

It has generally been difficult to establish a clear conoactietween the location and
evolution of X-ray sources produced by non-thermal elextrand by thermal plasma at
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different temperatures. This is largely because of a ladkgli-cadence EUV images cov-
ering a broad range of coronal and transition region tentpeya prior to the launch of
SDQ Future studies of the coevolution of non-thermal X-rayreea and thermal sources in
flares will be important in determining the extent to whiclatieg mechanisms other than
collisional heating by non-thermal electrons is significan

Predicting the expected evolution of the heated plasma nspkeed by insufficient
knowledge of the dominant heat transport mechanisms. We $een evidence that many
flares cool by classical thermal conduction or radiationecthe heating has subsided (Sec-
tion[8.4), but this is not likely to be the dominant transpogchanism during rapid heating.
Nevertheless, the spatial evolution of flare X-ray soura@sdo far been found to be con-
sistent with chromospheric evaporation (Secfiod 7.2)oAtee Neupert effect, observed
in most flares, and Doppler-shift measurements qualilgtiigoport the thick-target model
(Section[8.B), but these do not rule out the possibility dfeotheating mechanisms tem-
porally correlated with the electron beam collisional hegat As discussed in Sectidd 3,
substantial progress has been made in deducing the enexgftdtal power) carried by
non-thermal electrons, but we usually can deduce only arltmé to this energy flux. Con-
tinuing studies of flares similar to SOL2002-04-15T03:551(R) and the initially cooler,
early-impulsive flares (Sectién 3.5) may provide a bettediaon this energy flux for com-
parison with thermal evolution. The thermal propertiegrgatics, and evolution of flares
are discussed furtherlin Fletcher et al. (2011).

12.2 Implications of X-ray observations for electron aecation mechanisms and flare
models

In Section 1D we addressed the X-ray spectra of hard X-raxcesisometimes observed
above the top of the hot loops or arcades of loops observedriestl We reviewed results
indicating that the spectra are qualitatively, but not ditatively consistent with expecta-
tions for electrons passing through a thin-target or qtl@sk-target region on their way to
the thick-target footpoints of the flare loops. The appafaihire of these relatively simple
models is probably a manifestation of the more complex altogdooptop X-ray source
structure revealed bRHESSbbservations.

BeforeRHESS|time-of-flight delays in hard X-ray timing indicated tha¢etrons were
accelerated in a region somewhat above the looptops of th#éidne loops in most flares
(Section[8.11). Also, cusps were observed at the top of flaspsidy Yohkoh(e.g., Sec-
tion[10), indicating a magnetic connection to the regionvaltbe hot loops.

RHESSIimages have revealed flares with double coronal sourcesatomejust above
the top of the hot loops and the other at a higher altitude etbe lower source. The
centroid of the lower source is higher in altitude at higheray energies, while the cen-
troid of the upper source is lower in altitude at higher X-emergies, indicating that en-
ergy release occurred between these coronal sources (Sala 2003 Sui et al. 2004;
Liu et alll2008} 2009b). In one flare, the upper source aceldroutward to the speed of a
subsequent coronal mass ejection. The white-light comapdigon theSolar Maximum Mis-
sion(Webb et all. 2003), the Large Angle and Spectrometric Cauamn (LASCO) and the
Ultraviolet Coronagraph Spectrometer (UVCS)®0HO(Ko et al.l 2003} Lin et &l. 2005),
RHESSKSui et all 2005b), anfRACE(Sui et al! 2006a) have all provided direct evidence
for the presence of an extended, vertical current sheetesth@vhot flare loops and below
the coronal mass ejection associated with eruptive flatessd and related observations are
discussed further in Fletcher et al. (2011).
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These recent observations strongly support the “standaodel of eruptive solar flares,
in which the hot flare loops build up below a vertical currdmet where inflowing magnetic
fields reconnect and a magnetic flux rope forms above thertusheet to become a coronal
mass ejection (see Fletcher etial. 2011; Zharkoval et al|)20he rate of electron acceler-
ation has been observed to be correlated with the rate atwhagnetic flux is swept up
by the expanding footpoints of flare loops and with the rateoptop expansion (Qiu et al.
2004;| Sui et al. 2004; Holmen 2005), indicating that the tetecacceleration rate is cor-
related with the rate of magnetic reconnection. On the ottaerd, the observations also
indicate that the rate of electron acceleration in the iigal phase of flares is greatest
beforea large-scale current sheet or soft X-ray cusp is observeice(&l. 2008).

Initially, when the electron acceleration rate is highésg, current sheet may be short
and associated with slow-mode shock waves, as in Petscbakmection. Fast reconnection
jets (e.g.k Wang et al. 2007) can stream upward and downwamdthe current sheet, possi-
bly ending in fast-mode shock waves where they collide witkver magnetized plasma at
the flare loop tops and the lower boundary of the magnetic fhpe r(termination shocks).
The pair of above-the-looptop X-ray sources may be assatigith these fast-mode shock
waves. We have described possible evidence for these stanasvirom radio observations
in SectiorT1.

The most difficult task is determining the dominant accdéienamechanism or mech-
anisms responsible for the energetic particles. The regfimve the flare loops contains or
can contain quasi-DC electric fields, plasma turbulenasy-shnd fast-mode shock waves,
and collapsing magnetic traps, allowing for almost any Ectaeéon mechanism imaginable.
The problem is as much one of ruling out mechanisms as of fingiachanisms that work
(cf.Miller et alll1997). Acceleration mechanisms are adslegl in Zharkova et al. (2011).

In Sectiorf ® we addressed the soft-hard-soft evolution of fkaray spectra. This spec-
tral evolution could occur during the propagation of thecetens from the acceleration
region to the thick-target footpoints. Return current é&ssswith their dependence on the
electron beam flux (Sectidd 5), for example, could be resptmfor this evolution. How-
ever, the observation that above-the-looptop sourcessalsw this spectral evolution (Sec-
tion[10.3) indicates that it is a property of the accelerafimcess rather than electron beam
propagation. We saw in Sectién P.2 that the soft-hard-seffialsior can be reproduced in
the acceleration region if the acceleration or trappingiefficy first increases and then de-
creases.

Flares displaying soft-hard-harder spectral evolutienadispecial interest, because they
have been shown to be associated with high-energy protoniseivespace (Kiplinger 1995;
Saldanha et al. 2008; Grayson el al. 2009). What is the ctipnemetween the appearance
of energetic protons in space and X-ray spectral hardeaiegm flares? The answer to this
guestion is important to both space weather prediction adénstanding particle accelera-
tion in flares.

12.3 Implications of current results for future flare stisdie hard X-rays

What characteristics should a next-generation hard Xekgtope have to make substantial
progress in understanding electron propagation and aetiele in flares? The advances
made withRHESShave depended on its high-resolution count spectra thad gamerally
be convolved with the detector response to obtain reliab&#qn flux spectra. These have
been the first observations to allow detailed informatioauatthe evolution of accelerated
electrons and associated hot flare plasma to be deduced fyrflages. Equally important
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has been the ability to produce hard X-ray images in energg$determined by the user
during the data analysis process. This imaging capabéis/fieen critical to determining the
origin of the X-ray emission at a given photon energy and itaioliing spectra for individual
imaged source regions. These high-resolution imagingss@opy capabilities will remain
important for continued progress.

RHESSk X-ray imaging capability has allowed a clear spatial safian to be made for
many flares between footpoint sources with non-thermaltspathigher energies and loop-
top sources with thermal spectra at lower energies. Howavéte energy range of overlap
between~10 keV and 50 keV, where both types of sources may coexistoiftén difficult
to distinguish weaker coronal sources (both thermal anethemnmal) in the presence of the
stronger footpoint sources. This is because of the limitedchic range 0&k100:1 (and sig-
nificantly less for weaker events) that is possible in anyiorege made fronRHESSIdata.
This is a consequence of the particular form of the Fourgamgform imaging technique that
is used. Thus, in most flares the usually intense footpoirsknthe much weaker coronal
hard X-ray sources that can sometimes be seen in overrtietlares when the footpoints
are occulted (e.d., Krucker & Lin 2008). In fact, these caldmard X-ray sources can ex-
tend to high energies (up to800 keV, Krucker et al. 2003b) and seem to be non-thermal in
origin, thus making them of great interest in locating andarstanding the particle acceler-
ation process. It is important to study these non-thermiadra sources in comparison with
the footpoint sources, something that is currently not iptssvith RHESSE limited dy-
namic range except in the few cases with exceptionally gtocmmonal emission (see Section
10). In addition, again because of tReIESSIdynamic range and sensitivity limitations, it
has not generally been possible to observe the thin-targatdstrahlung emission from the
corona that must be present from the electrons streaming tlosvlegs of magnetic loops
and also from electrons streaming out from the Sun and pieduygpe-Il bursts (see, how-
ever/Krucker et al. 2008c; Saint-Hilaire etlal. 2009). Hbo&these reasons, a significantly
greater dynamic range will be an important goal for futurgaated solar hard X-ray in-
struments.

Flares at the solar limb for which the hard X-ray footpointe acculted by the disk
provide an important way of observing coronal hard X-rayrses, but these flares do not
allow a comparison to be made between the coronal emissidrthenthick-target foot-
point emission. A possible substitute for a high-dynanaicge instrument is hard X-ray
observations from two or more spacecraft. Under the rightitions, one spacecraft can
observe all the flare emission while the other observes dmycoronal emission, with the
footpoint emission occulted by the solar disk. Multi-sparedt observations would also be
important for deducing the directivity of the flare emiss{@specially in conjunction with
X-ray polarization measurements — see Kontar et al.|201d)3aD source structure. This
multi-spacecraft approach, however, limits the numberaref for which the coronal and
footpoint emissions can be compared.

Hard X-ray timing studies have provided valuable informatabout electron propa-
gation and the location of the acceleration region (Se@prSince the time of flight of
energetic electrons from a coronal acceleration regiomeatick-target loop footpoint is
typically ~10-100 milliseconds, the photon count rate must be highgmntw distinguish
differences in flux on these time scales. Time-of-flight &adhave not been successful with
RHESS| because of its relatively low collecting area and, theesfaount rate. An instru-
ment with the collecting area and pulse-pileup avoidanc@@ROBATSE, and the imaging
and spectral resolution ®#8HESS| would provide a new generation of studies on the char-
acteristic time scales of propagation for the hard-X-renjteng electrons accelerated in
flares. Alternatively, smaller instruments sent closeht®$un on, for exampl&olar Or-
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biter or Solar Probecould achieve the required sensitivity. Flare studies eséttime scales
would provide important insights into the physical proessthat impact the acceleration
and propagation of energetic electrons in flares.
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