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ABSTRACT

Non-thermal electrons accelerated in the solar corona pagiupe intense coherent radio emission, known as solarltypadio
bursts. This intense radio emission is often observed frontdfeds of MHz in the corona down to the tens of kHz range erpian-
etary space. It involves a chain of physical processes ft@mgeneration of Langmuir waves to nonlinear processes wé-wave
interaction. We develop a self-consistent model to cateuladio emission from a non-thermal electron populatioer darge fre-
guency range, including thefects of electron transport, Langmuir wave-electron imoa, the evolution of Langmuir waves due
to non-linear wave-wave interactions, Langmuir wave cogie@ into electromagnetic emission, and finally escapéefelectro-
magnetic waves. For the first time we simulate escaping radiigsion over a broad frequency range from 500 MHz down tava fe
MHz and infer key properties of the radio emission obsertleglonset (starting) frequency, identification as fundaaier harmonic
emission, peak flux density, instantaneous frequency bltidvand timescales for rise and decay. Comparing with bsevations,
these large scale simulations enable us to identify theggsss governing the key type 1l solar radio burst chariaties.
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1. Introduction sion. Firstly, the spatially non-uniform electron beam gao

. - - ... gates through the coronal and solar wind plasma and gener-
Type 1l solar radio bursts, eaS|Iy_ identified due to theighhi Siaq Langmuir waves; secondly, the Langmuir waves evoltte bo
brightness temperatures and rapid frequency drift, aren cOgneciraily and in space; thirdly, electromagnetic wavesgen-
mon signature of fast electron beams in the solar corona. It ;a4 by the Langmuir waves and finally, this radio emission
known that they occur due to accelerated electrons promgateacapes the source and reaches the observer.

in the decreasing density plasma of the corona and solar,win Th . ¢ il | .
which generate Langmuir waves and subsequently electromag ' 1€S€ Main Processes operateé on simriar scales, requiring

netic emission at the plasma frequency and its harmonias. Th Sel-consistent treatment, and so numerical simulateres
frequency of these bursts therefore traces the local pldssna essential to reproduce the basic burst properties, suchifas d

quency, and so information about the electron beam veloc|Rf€: €Xciter speed, frequency bandwidth and/diseay times.
can be inferred if the density profile is known. However, du ecifically the consideration of electron transport idalg the

to the complicated nature of particle transport and emisgids generation and absorptiqn of Langmu_ir waves require_s a nu-
not straightforward to recover any additional informatiyout Merical treatment to achieve self-consistency. Langmaves

the electrons. Nevertheless, type Ill observations havgtten- generated by the bea_m electrons are subsequently r(_aabsorbg
tial to offer unique information supplementary to that from e the beam (e.c. Zaitsev et hL_:LP,'ZZ_;_'[a.kakLLLa_&_Sthahashl
Hard X-Rays (HXR) (e.d. Dennis 1988; Holman et al. 2011, 1Magelssen & Smith 1977; Mel'Nik etlal. 1999), which al-

a review) and gyrosynchrotron radio emission observatiemns ows the electrons to propagate over more than 1 AU accompa-

[199D:[ Melnikov et all_2002: Fleishman et gjnied by a high level of plasma waves. The presence of plasma

), in order to understand electron acceleration inthera inhomogeneity substantially complicates the evolutiothefse
The plasma emission mechanism, which we assume 'Sﬁ-mu[ lIrWI aves (e 7 mith II 10 1LQ,_G_o_d_a_&_ub_ ldman & Dubois
sponsible for type IIl burst production, was first propos ' : t_lo_Qn_eIJ. : .5._D_a.IﬁLCELaIl. ) )

1as can be seen in numerical simulations (2.g. Kbhntar 2001b;

by |Ginzburg & Zhelezniakov (1958) and is summarised in tH& :

ﬁé T0d kg : _2004; Ratfiie et al| 2012).
boo!kl Sq 9by8$ i iiteil (15918150‘( T959V$tJOViCh:!{:15995 tSE)’ a( nbdoare)vnleﬂws !ts tjjI_angzwl]/ir wa{/ezs indu?ed by the bsamzi)s gggrgz;lséz”blftv tehleogcat-
(IDLO|_O_SD)1 Rs)i;Bg RI nﬁ (Iz-Qiq) Lal\rl;:]r:a amounlfsztnf work havetering of Langmuir waves to lower wavenumber can lead to ac-
been invested in the problem yet the exact details of type H?Ierann of electrons. ) ] .
production are still not fully understood. The mechanism in Large-scale 1-D numerical simulations of electron trans-
volves multiple steps, several of which are non-linear, tiege POrt, including the fects of Langmuir wave generation, have
must all be considered self-consistently. Broadly, onedade recently been developed (Kontar & Reid 2009; Reid & Kontar

take into account four elements leading to escaping radie-e : ), and show significanffects on the electron spec-
tra below~ 50 keV observed at 1 AU. Specifically, an injected

Send  offprint  requests  to: H. Ratclife ~ e-mail: power-law spectrum develops into a broken power-law, aed th
h.ratcliffe@warwick.ac.uk low energy electrons arrive sooner than their high-eneogye
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terparts, both of whichféects are due to Langmuir wave evoEquation[(1)). The ambient magnetic field is assumed to ekpan
lution in the decreasing density plasma of the corona and lie-a cone, with opening angle 34letermined by the constant
liosphere. Simulations of type Il burst production haveoale- ro = 3.4>< 109 cm in the second term on the LHS of Equatibh (1)
cently been developed for rather narrow frequency rangedy ' 201B). The cross-sectional area of the ebectr
LLietal (2006|2008, 2011); Li & Cairnhs (2013), and can repr(beam therefore expands, and the electron density corrdspon
duce some features of observed type Il dynamic spectra.  ingly decreases. As the Langmuir wave group velocity is e-fra
In this paper we present type Ill burst simulations based t¢ion of the electron thermal speed, the Langmuir waves ame ge
the descr|pt|0n of electron propagation and Langmuir waiee e eratedabsorbed IocaIIy and the role of magnetic flux expansion
lution in inhomogeneous plasmal_o_f_Re.ld_&_KQhﬂar_(ZIOB) Wen Langmuir waves is negligible. The electrons and Langmuir
add an angle-averaged model for plasma radio emission, deves interact resonantlyp,e = kv, so that the electrons with
scribed in_Ratclie & Kontar (2014), in order to simulate thevelocity v interact with Langmuir waves of equal phase vitjoc
type Il burst generation process from electrons to radivesa wpe/k. The second term on the RHS of Equatigh (1) also ac-
We calculate the duration and the frequency bandwidth ofemcounts for the (total) electron energy losses in plasma.
sion over a wide frequency range. The frequency drift of the The electron distribution functiofi(v, r,t) and the spectral
emission is used to infer the velocity of the emission sourcenergy density of Langmuir wav&¥(k, r, t) are one-dimensional
which may then be compared to the true velocity of the genéimctions, with positive direction of v arldcorresponding to the
ating electrons. We discuss the physical origins of thes@madirection away from the Sun. In the following sections wepals
characteristics, allowing clarification of the details bétstan- distinguish “forwards” (positivek) and “backwards” Langmuir
dard model of emission and ruling out some suggestions asaiaves, that is those with a component of their wavevectoyawa
dominant &ects. Finally we also consider the characteristics ¢fom the Sun, and those towards the Sun.
the fast-electron injection in the corona, specificallyitijection A small part of the energy lost by electrons to the plasma
time-scale, and theffects this has on the observed emission. (second term on the RHS of Equatidd (1)) goes to genera-
tion of Langmuir waves neabpe. This so called spontaneous
Langmuir wave generation (the second term on the RHS of

2. Simulation Model Equation [[2)), is treated as in e.q. Zheleznyakov & Zalitsev
2.1. Electron-Langmuir wave interactions (1970a);| Takakur hibahalsHi (1976); Kontar ét al. (2012)

The third term on the LHS of Equatioi](2) describes the
We start from the simulations of beam propagation ang,ange in wavenumber of Langmuir waves due to density
Langmuir wave generation describec in Reid & Kontar (2013),7gients in the background plasma. The third term on the

which treat the propagation and evolution of a fast electrgf\ s gescribes collisional absorption of Langmuir waves by

population streaming from the Sun outwards through the ackground plasma (Lifshitz & Pitaevekii 1981) with cbeient
panding corona. The model assumes that the dynamics of e c _ 42t In A/(3meve ) = & In A/(MRv3,) with the
€ - € Te

trons and Langmuir waves is one-dimensional along the ulomb logarithm Im\ taken as 20 for the solar corona. The

rection of ambient magnetic field. Because the magnetic fleoé)

kground plasma electrons absorb Langmuir waves due to
expands with distance (sphencally symmetrlcally) thectetn and?iu damgmg in Maxwellian plasma Wltgh ¢heienty, =
beam has a cross-sectional area increasing with distamee. J1' L

whole system has azimuthal symmetry around the direction ¥/ 2wpe(r) (v/vre)® exp(-v?/2\2 ) given by third RHS term of
ambient magnetic field. The quasi-linear equations deisgrib Equation[[2), wheret = +/(kgTe/Me). This latter term is in-
the electron and Langmuir wave evolution are based on timoseciuded because we do not explicitly S|mulate the therma;lrplia

2); Vedenov el al. (1962), but modifieglectrons below approximately 3vand their &ect is therefore

to account for additional processes described below: not accounted for by the first RHS terms. Finally, we have two

) source terms, denoted B and describing the scattering of
3f (r +10)2f = dn*€? ﬁv_vﬁ Langmuir waves by plasma ions and their interactions with io

(r +r )2 or 0 m v v ov sound waves respectively, given in the next section.

4
e Al f+S(vrt) , o ,
mg ov 2.2. Non-linear Langmuir and ion-sound wave evolution
1)

The two terms 8o, and Specay in Equation[(2) describe the scat-
tering df ions (nonlinear Landau dampingx+ i = L’ + i’ and
oW N dwL OW  dwpe IW ”‘Upe(r)vzwﬂ decay of Langmuir wavels = L’ + s, wherei, i’ denote an ini-
ot ok or ar ok Ne ov tial and scattered plasma ion asds an ion-sound wave. The
\Y% | general expressions describing these processes| (e.go¥elr
+ wpe(r)IVIf In —— = (7 + Y)W + Stdecay(W) + Ston(W).  [1980;[ Tsytovich 1995) have been written under the same one-
(2) dimensional approximation as in elg. Kontar & Pétseli @00
which is that the fast-electron generated Langmuir wavep-pr
where f(v,r,1) is the electron beam distribution function, anggate approximately parallel to the generating electrord a
W(k,r,t) the spectral energy density of Langmuir waves, wittherefore the ambient magnetic field. In this case, both @d¢h
k their wavenumberS(v, r,t) is the electron injection rate dis-nonlinear processes produce back-scattered (negativewaw
cussed in Sectidn 3. ber) Langmuir waves, approximately antiparallel to theidhi
The first two terms on the RHS of Equations (1) ahH (2)angmuir waves. The ion-sound waves produced are also ap-
describe the interaction of Langmuir waves and electrorss. Aroximately beam parallel or anti-parallel, and the dyrame-
in IReid & Kontar (2018), the electron transport assumes raxain 1-dimensional. Hereafter, we omit the explicit timedan
dial expansion of the beam due to expansion of magnetic fidgdace dependence of the spectral energy densities foryabéri
in the corona (described by the second term on the RHS rajtation. Hence the evolution of Langmuir wave spectrum due
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to scattering by ions is described by The second term here is analogous to Equdfion 5, describing
5 the interaction of an ion-sound wave at wavenumbevrith a
Stion(W(K)) = fdk @ion xp(— (@~ ) )x Langmuir wave at wavenumbky, producing a Langmuir wave
Ik k| 2k — ky[2v3, at wavenumbek, .. Again, these participating wavenumbers are
1 wy—-w, found from simultaneous solution of energy (frequency)aiod
[——W(kL/)W(k) (3) mentum (wavenumber) conservation. The first term is Landau
KeTi damping of the waves, with céicient
wherek, k.-, w, w are the wavenumber and frequency of the 3 )
initial and scattered Langmuir waves, and VoK) = \/;Uk \:/s N (\\//s) exp[— (2\\//5_) ” ®)
\/Zw%e Te Ti Ti

(4)

2.3. Electromagnetic emission

Aon = Anevri(L+ Te/ T2
with v = vkgTi/M; the ion thermal speed, and; the mass
of a plasma ion. It is evident from the exponential factort th
the scattering is strongest far. ~ w andk. =~ -k, i.e. for
backscattering of the waves. The resulting momentum cha%
for the Langmuir wave is absorbed by the ions which we assu

lectromagnetic emission is described in terms of its lingbs
emperatureTr, which is defined from the Rayleigh-Jeans law
the radiation intensity as function of frequenty= w/(2r)

2

to have a Maxwellian distribution at temperatdre This mo- I(f) = 2f%keTr /. ©)
mentum transfer is small, so the deviation of the ion distidn As stated above, the electrons, Langmuir waves, and ion-
from thermal can be neglected (TsytoVich 1995). sound waves are treated one-dimensionally, along the ambi-
~ The second source term describes Langmuir wave decay, an@ magnetic field. Although the electromagnetic emissiain p
is given by tern produced from Langmuir waves is azimuthally symmetric

around the beam direction, it is not aligned along the beadn an
Stgecay(W(K)) = aswi fdkswfsx requires a dierent approach. Radio emission near the plasma

frequency has a dipole pattern with a peak at polar amffeto

W(k,) Ws(ks)  WI(K) [ W(ky) Ws(ks) s, thedirection of the beam, while electromagnetic wavespced
‘Uk wf - ‘Uk ‘Uk + k 8wy k.~ %) near double the plasma frequency (the harmonic) peaif4t
L S L S

and 3r/4 radians|(Zheleznyakov & Zaitsev 1970b). Because our
B [W(kLr) Ws(ks) B W(K) (W(ku) B Ws(ks) ]] y model assumes azimuthal symmetry around the beam dirgction

ok wS ot | ot wd we do not distinguish the lobes air/2 and at-x/2, and simi-
ol N ol s larly those atenr/4 and+3r/4. Here, we use an angle-averaged
L L s model as described in previous Wotk_LRafdl&_KQDIa.H_Zth
Swy -, + wks)}’ ) by averaging the emlssr;)lon probability over angles usmgaﬂ)+e
sumed small angular spread of the Langmuir waves, and in-
where Ws(ks), wp are the spectral energy density and frécluding the constraints on the wavevectors involved asritrest
guency of ion-sound waves, given b;fs = ksvs with v¢ = in the following sections. The resulting angle-averagedteb-

KeTo(1 + 3T;/T)/M: the sound speed, and the constant is magnetic spectral energy density depends only on the magni-
VheTe(L+ 3Ti/Te)/M: P tude of the wavevector, and so the derived brightness teanper

nwf,e(1+ 3Ti/Te) ture is also angle independent. We do not assume that the har-
s = ———/—— - (6)  monic wavenumber is far smaller than the Langmuir wavenum-
4nekBTe . . . .
) o ) ber, as is often done in the so-called head-on approximation
For a given initial Langmuir wavenumbeg, we have two (Melrose & Stenhoufe 1979).
possible processes, namély— L’ + sandL +s — L. The For thermal radiation (free-free emission), the brighsnes

wavenumbers of the resulting Langmuir wake, k.- respec- temperature isft = Te, WhereTe is the plasma temperature.
tively, and the participating ion-sound wawg, are found from From Kirchdft’s law the thermal emission raf(k) = yqTe is
simultaneous solution of the equations of energy conservatrelated to the damping rajg giving the thermal radiation level.
(encoded by the delta functions in Equa@n 5) and momentumus from the bremsstramung dampmg rate,

conservation, given bl = k — ks andk,, = k + ks for the two

processes respectively. For example, for the processL’ + s w%e

we findk_ ~ —k, andks =~ 2k, and the initial Langmuir wave is ya(k) = Ve 007 (10)
backscattered. More precisely, we h&ye= —k + Ak with the

small increment\k = 2 vme/M; V(1 + 3Ti/Te)/(31pe). Thus re-  one can find the thermal emission rate.

peated scatterings tend to accumulate Langmuir waves it sma

wavenumbers. ) .
Similarly, the evolution of the ion-sound wave distributis ~ 2-4- EScape of electromagnetic emission
given by To treat the propagation of radiation between the sourcebnd
IWs(K) server, we assume the s_imple case of travel approximatatgal _
e = —ys(KWs(K) the ambient magnetic field, and thus along the plasma density
gradient. At these distances (10Rgy) this is ap roximately
~ as(@d)? f W(kL) Ws(k) _ Wike) (Wek) | Ws(K) )|, parallel to the plasma density gradient (é.g. Parker 1968,
K ka, wh wf equation describing electromagnetic radlatlon transfenlno—
mogeneous, magnetised plasma along the direction of the mag
8wy, - wi, — wp)dky. (7) " netic field and inhomogeneity is (Zheleznyakov 1969, Equmati
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10) proximately isotropic. Then using the general expressions
1 0I(f) 2 d(I(f)\ _ ¢ " 11 (e.g/Melrose 1980; Tsytovich 1995), averaging over anghes
vy ot Ka\e | T a(f) - pl(f) (11) rewriting in terms of the hemisphere-averaged brightness t

wherel is the path length along a ral,f) is the spectral inten- perature, given by

sity, Vg = dw/0K is the group velocity of electromagnetic waves W (kr)
with the dispersion relation?(k) = w2, + k2. a(f) is the radi- Tr(kr) = kel
ation source ang is the absorption cdgcient. The absorption BRT

is assumed to be due to collisions, so that yq/vy. The emis- . .
siona(f) includes the thermal radiation and the coherent plasrﬁ%{ WT(k.T) th(_a EM wave s_pectral ener dgnsny, we obtain the
expression given in Ratéle & Kontar ):

radiation by Langmuir waves (noting that the latter depesrds

radiation intensityt (f).) 4 aT,
Using the Rayleigh-Jeans law (Equaiidn 9) to relate the—spe%ﬂts T (k) = ”‘UpeVs(l + T_e) dk

tral intensity and the radiation brightness temperatund, ex- iuna(TT(K)) = 242 n.T Xf L

pandingd/dl (ZheleznyakdV 1996, Eq 4.28 with Eq 4.23), we Terere

obtain the equation for the evolution of radiation brigtssieem- {[Ws(ks) 27 Wi(k)  Tr(k) (Ws(ks) N WL(kL)H y

r re namel S 2 L T S L
perature namely Wi, ksk:AQ Wy Wy Wi, Wy

(13)

OTr09+ 92 9 1249 - %20 T = yaTe—yTr(W + ST, 0k + 0, — )
12) Ws(ks) 272 Wi(k) Tr(K) (Ws(ks) Wi(k)
wherer is the direction of beam propagation, the first term on the* | — s kelCAQ Wk o s T L X

RHS is the thermal emission rate and the second term is the col ks ke K

ke

lisional absorption. ST. are the source terms describing the pro-6(wj, — wj, - wl)} ) (14)
duction of electromagnetic waves via the non-linear preegs
described in the following subsections. where the participating wavenumbers are obtained from en-

ergy and momentum conservation(equivalent to frequendy an
wavenumber conservation). However, in this case the momen-
tum conservation condition must be obtained from the 3-D de-
The processes for emission at the fundamentalare t + s scription of the process. Using our assumption that the EM-em
wherelL, s are Langmuir and ion-sound waves, drid an elec- sion occurs approximately perpendicular to the initial ¢pamuir
tromagnetic (EM) wave, antl +i = t +i’, fori,i’ an initial wave, the wavenumbeks, ks, kt form a right-triangle and thus
and final plasma ion. The probability of both processes (ewe find thatkd = k2 + k2.

) has a maximum when the wavevector of the
EM wave is perpendicular to the initial Langmuir wave (dipol
emission peaking at/2 rad).

The latter proces$,+i = t+i, is analogous to that describedemission at the harmonic of the plasma frequency occursalue t
by Equation[(B) for the conversion of Langmuir waves into ENhe coalescence of two Langmuir wavess L’ = t. The prob-
waves. However, the growth rate for this process is muchiowgyility peaks when the angle between initial Langmuir anéllfin
than that for the ion-sound wave interaction, and for th@sasz\ wavevectors is/4 or 3t/4, noting that the whole problem
considered here is expected to be negligible in comparisonHas azimuthal symmetry around the beam direction. However,
this (e.g[Cair5 2000). Therefore we do not consider diteCt the probability depends also on the magnitudes of the wawenu
scattering in this work. _ bersky, k, for the participating Langmuir waves, ake for the

For EM emission by the process= t + sto be dficient, EM wave. Rather than assume head-on coalescence, we instead
we require ion-sound waves to be present. These can be gggfsume that emission occurs primarily at the angle where the
erated by the decay of Langmuir waves described above. Ityigypability is maximised, which is close tow4 or 3t/4 angle
important that these ion-sound waves, and the Langmuir syavgetween the initial Langmuir and final EM wavevectors. Using
are not confined exactly to angles parallel to the electr@mbe s assumption we use the wavevector and frequency matchin
as the emission probability is proportionalltox kr| for k the 5 cajculate an emission probability.
wavenumber of the participating ion-sound wave &ndhe EM _Writing ki, k» for the wavenumbers of the two coalescing
wave. We therefore assume that the bear_n—generated Langrﬂﬁﬁgmuirwaveswkl,wkz the corresponding Langmuir wave fre-
waves have some small angular spread m_wavenum_ber SPRfefencies, andt, ! the wavenumber and frequency of the EM
covering a solid angle oAQ. Further assuming that this SO“dwave, we solve tiﬁe energy and momentum conservation equa-

2.5. Fundamental electromagnetic source terms

2.6. Harmonic electromagnetic emission source terms

angle forms a cone around the beam direction, we requireﬁgns, given bywy, + wy, = wk, andky + kp = k respectively, we
has a half-angle of the order 10 degrees for almost all wav@sn obtain ' T

to satisfy the kinematic conditions for interactions. Feamn-
generated Langmuir waves, backscattered Langmuir wawks an 1 [ woe(@! — 2wm)
the generated ion-sound waves, this condition is easiig-sat k, ~ —kcos(z) il it St A (Cog(f) _ 2),
fied. For example, 2D simulations of beam-plasma relaxation 2 4) 2 3v2,

huraev & A v 1980; D’lachenko etlal. 1989; Ziebell et al (15)

) suggest that the beam remains relatively narrow aad #ndks = k2 + k? — 2k k cos(r/4).

magnetic field tends to support beam-plasma interactiobin 1 We then average the emission probability, given by the gen-
(Dum & Nishikawa 1994). eral expressions of e.¢._Melrose (1980); Tsytavich (196

Further assuming the Langmuir waves are uniform withiangles assuming the same geometry, and convert to brightnes
this angle, the resulting EM emission may be assumed dpmperature using Equatidn {13). The resulting source ferm
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harmonic emission is, as in previous work (Rdfeli& Kontal locally exponential model sfices for this simple optical depth

2014): calculation. We obtain
T Obs
2 2 12\2 d(r)
v 7 mwpe (K5 —k9) T= f ——dr. (18)
Sl (TT(K) = wp pr—y f dkq 2 X roe VI
2712 W(k) W(ks) Tr(K) [W(kl) W(ko) ]} Integration of Equatiori{10) gives
- + X
KekGAQ wi wg  op | v ey \/E @inA H_
T=|—mma——
8w, + Wk, = wy)- (16) 712723 me ©
1
2 2 2
2.7. Observed radiation fluxes [fo Cfo V (f5 - fé(o))(fo + O'SfPE(O))]’ (19)

Because Langmuir waves are present over a range of wavenwhnere f is the frequency of the emission arfgh(r) the local
bers, the emission at a given frequency arises from a rangiasma frequency at positian In general exp{7) is of order
of spatial locations. Since the waves propagate at conant unity for the frequencies considered here, although fodé&in
quency, as they travel into lower density plasma their wawen mental emission near 500 MHz it falls as low as 0.1.

ber increases. After a short distance, the wavenumber kessom

too large to satisfy the momentum and energy matching condi-

tions for interaction with Langmuir waves. We model the prop3. Initial conditions

agation of radiation using Equatidi{11) through this iattion We model the injection of energetic electrons via the sotewa

region. added to Equatio{1) with separate functions describitocve

After the radiation can no longer interact with Langmuiy quar 1) b

S X X ty, space and time dependencies

waves, we consider it as propagating directly from sourato
server, along the ambient magnetic field, without angulattec S(v, 1, 1) = go(V)ho(r)io(t). (20)
ing. Absorption due to inverse bremsstrahlung is includgdg . . _
Eq. (I0), as this can be significant at the highest frequengie Based on the simultaneous observations of energetic efectr
the simulation. The resulting optical depth is given belgve at the Sun and near the Earth (€.g. Krucker &t al. 2007) as well
assume the ambient magnetic field expands in a cone, and tasighe type Ill and X-ray emissions (e.g. Arzner & Benz 2005;

the cross sectional area of the electron beam expands gimil [2011), we assume a power-law distribution inaelo
We assume this cross section is circular and that emissfmois ity:

duced equally over the entire area. Thus we model the emissio _ Mp(26 = 1) (Vmin\? 21
source as a circle subtending a solid angfé whered is its %o(V) = Vimin (T) (21)

half-angular size as seen by the remote observer. Furteeyw

rently assume the entire source is visible to the remoterebse
and that emission directionality is unimportant. The dejeste

of EM group velocity on wavenumber

wheres is the spectral index of the injected electrons in energy
space (withs = 3 for the simulations), and, is time integrated
beam number densitymy, is the minimum beam velocity which
is set at 3 ye, below which Langmuir waves are heavily Landau
o 2k damped and can be safely neglected. The maximum velocity
Vi = = ) N simulated is set to & 10'° cm s to avoid relativistic &ects
Okr lw2 + c2K2 which are not accounted for. Because of the power-law form of
pe T the injected electron distribution, the number of elec¢rahove
this velocity is negligibly small. The injection time prafils as-

produces time delays between the arrival of the fundamantil . L
sumed to be an asymmetric Gaussian:

harmonic components, and between radiation froffecént lo-
cations. These delays between the sourcesgtand observer 2 (t - to)?
atrops are accounted for by integrating group velocity over dis- io(t) = exp(— > )
tance \/7_2'(7'1 + 7'2) T
tDelay = frObS (TL _ }) , with separate timespales, so that 71 during the rise at times
ree \Vg(r) € t < tg, andr = 1, during decay at > to: We setty = 4r1, allow-
. . _ ing time for the rise phase. In the simulations below we atgrsi
and are included in the dynamic spectra shown below. — poth aimost instantaneous injection by setting: 7> = 103 s,
Changing Equanorf[g) from |nte2n5|ty to qu_x as function ofnq slower injection withr; = 1 s andr, = 4 s. This value is
frequency, defined by (f) = I(f)z6<, where¢ is the source sufficiently long to show theféects of injection on the observed
angular size, the observed flux density at the Earth for tiaia emjssion, while being small enough that computational tisne
with in-source brightness temperatreis reasonable. Finally, the spatial distribution of the etatinjec-
tion is also Gaussian, with

(22)

2
F(f) = 2kg T énHz exp (7). (17)

—r)?
ho(r) = exp(— (r dzr') ) (23)
Herer is the optical depth for propagation from source to ob-

server due to inverse bremsstrahlung absorption. We edculwherer; is the location of the injection region, adts spatial
this assuming a locally exponential background densityilpro size. We set; = 2x10° cm, corresponding to a local plasma fre-
with scale heigh#, i.e. ne(r) « exp((r — rsc)/H). The ac- quency of approximately 550 MHz, aid= 10° cm. The cross-

tual density used in the code is given by Equat[od (25), bet tisectional radius of the source in the injection region i®taés
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Fig. 1. The dynamic spectrum of simulated type
20 Il radio burst emission (flux at 1AU) for al-
‘ ‘ ‘ : -2 most instantaneous injection of energetic elec-
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 trons around 550 MHz. Dierences in propaga-
Relative time, [s] tion time from the changing source position to

the remote observer are included and the time
axis is set such that emission from the injection
region would appear at= 0.

2 x 10°cm. Radial expansion of the magnetic field as the beasutpace the slower ones and a reverse slope in velocity $pace
propagates will lead to a steadily increasing source sizéng formed, leading to Langmuir wave generation and radio emis-
angular sizes of 8 at 432 MHz, 25" at 169 MHz, and 8 sion. The onset frequency therefore corresponds to a plasma
at 43 MHz, comparable to observed type Ill source sizes (eguency only slightly smaller than that of the injection sitée
McLean & Labruri 1985; Saint-Hilaire et/al. 2013). strong long-duration component in the spectrum in Fidire 1 i
The initial Langmuir wave spectral energy density and radtarmonic (%;) emission, with the fundamental fluxes staying
ation brightness temperatures are set to the thermal level:  below 1 sfu. This emission therefore arises from a regionrerthe
the plasma frequency is about half that of the emissiorfitSer
W(x, k t = 0) = kaekz In( 1 ) (24) comparison, the quiet Sun flux from the whole sun is, using av-
T 42 kipe)’ erage values fro nz (2009), around 27 sfu at 500 MHz, 8 sfu

. at 200 MHz and @7 sfu at 20 MHz.
with Ape = 1/Kkpe = VTe/wpe and Tt = Te. The three-wave

; : ; . Time profiles of the emission are shown in Figlire 2 for fre-
decay processes and ion-sound wave damping rapidly establ : .
the level of ion-sound waves, and so we set the initial lef&Vo quencies of 200, 150, 100, 75, 50 and 25 MHz. The timescale for

to a small. non-zero value. Langmuir wave damping, originally thought to dictate theadu

. . tion of Type Il bursts, increases as frequency decreades. T
The background plasma is assumed to be |sothermali {r;onsistent with the observations by e.g. Aubier & Boidcho

1.5MK, and the electron and ion temperatures are setev%/vn? 72)[Evan \[(1973); Staehli & Benz (1987). These con

e ual.) Lg(esg(lja(??&gergzige%g%%) With normatisati idered emission at frequencies from 100s of MHz to the low
! g kHz, and found an approximaté flscaling of duration with fre-

as inMann et al((1999), as the solution of qguency. Our results however suggest it is not in fact thisglam

r2mo(r)u(r) = C = const (25) ing time which dictates the duration: this is discussedhterrin
Sectior 4.B below.
wheren is the plasma density(r) solar wind speed and The time profiles show a slight asymmetry, with faster rise
2 2 and slower decay, and this asymmetry becomes stronger-as fre
u()® _ ln(u(r) ) - 4|n(L) 4& -3 (26) dquency increases. For example, at 200 MHz the ratio of decay
ug uz fe r time (half-width half-maximum) and rise time is 1, while at

a B NP B 5 ) 25 MHz it is approximately 1.6. This is because the excitatio
whereve = U(rg) = (keTe/fimp)™'", Tc = GMs/2V, Te iS the  of | angmuir waves by fast electrons continues alongsidi the
electron temperaturé/s is the mass of the Sum, is the proton  gecay “as the exciter has a finite spatial length. Moreokia, t
mass /s t[]le mean molecular weight and the constar@ is  |ength is seen to increase with as frequency decreaseindead
6.3x10*s™. to a corresponding increase in the duration of Langmuir wave

excitation, and thus the increasing rise-time of the erissi

4. Numerical Results
4.1. Instant electron injection 4.2. Slow electron Injection

As an initial example, we consider electrons injected atrmes As noted in the previous section, the injected electrong lzav
stantaneouslyrq = 7, = 1073 s) at a height of % 10° cm, with  power-law distribution in velocity space, which only becesn
source function given by Equati@nl20 witig = 4 x 10° cm™3.  unstable to Langmuir wave generation due to time-of-flight e
The resulting dynamic spectrum is shown in Figure 1. The ifiects (producing the bump-on-tail instability). For anaten
jected power law of electrons is initially stable to Langmwiave injection function which is a function of time, the time-fight
generation and so no emission is produced at the injectien seffects are altered and therefore so are the development of the
After a certain distance (elg. Reid etlal. 2011) the fasttelas bump-in-tail instability and consequently the radio eroiss
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Time, [s]

Fig.2. Radio emission time profiles at the Earth for nearly in-
stant electron injection, at frequencies of 200, 150, 16050
and 25 MHz (dark to light blue respectively).

The faster electrons must now outpace both the slower elec-
trons injected at the same time, and those injected edbker,
fore an unstable velocity space gradient can develop,igadi
a decreased onset frequency of emission. For the remaifder o
this paper we consider electrons injected with= 1 second
andr, = 4 seconds. We take a time-integrated beam density of
Ny = 5x 10° cm3. The total number of injected electrons above
50 keV, for cross-sectional source sizex 20° cm is then 18°
electrons. This is slightly below the lower limit of the obged
densities (e.d. Krucker etlal. 2007), but this is compennistie
by the short injection time chosen here for computational pu
poses, which leads to larger instantaneous electron temnsit
Figure[3 shows the dynamic spectrum for this case. The later
onset of the emission is evident compared to Fiduire 1, due to
the slower development of the bump-on-tail instabilityeTan-
damental component is again weak, in this case reaching only
about 0.4 sfu. The fine structure in the dynamic spectrumtiano
numerical &ect, but probably related to the details of Langmuir
wave scattering.

4.3. Burst duration, rise and decay times at a given
frequency

Figure[4 shows time profiles of the emission at frequencies of
200, 150, 100, 75, 50, 25, 10 and 5 MHz. The simulations show
fast exponential rise and somewhat slower exponentialydeca
The characteristic duration of the burst at a given frequésc
then the sum of these two times. In Figlte 4 we plot the half-
width-half-maximum (HWHM) duration of the emission, cal-
culated by finding the variance of the time profiles at each fre
quency. The profiles are very close to symmetric and so this is
approximately equal to both the rise and decay times. For com
parison, we plot the observationally derived empiricahtieh-

Flux, [sfu]

Time, [s]

Time, [s]

80 100
Time, [s]

120 140

10

Frequency, [MHz]

Distance, r/R

1.0

Sun

ship of e.gl Alvarez & Haddotk (1973a), which gives a deca¥g 4. Top: Radio emission time profiles at frequencies of

time

TDecay — 107.71(106f)—0.95 (27)

200, 150, 100, 75, 50, 25, 10 and 5 MHz (dark to light blue
respectively) for a 1 second rise time of electron injection

wheref is measured in MHz. Similaf! scalings were found Middle/Bottom: Half-width-half-maximum of emission (black

by e.glAubier & Boischot((1972);_Staehli & Benz (1987). Wd

ine), the collisional Langmuir wave decay time (Equatic 2

P ; ; d dotted line), the timescale for Langmuir wave evolutioe

note that such empirical results are derived from a large nu{wg blasma density inhomogeneity (Equafioh 29, blue doheids
line) and the empirical result given by Equation 27 (blackiol

line), as function of both background plasma frequency asud d

tance from injection site.
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Frequency [MHz]
o
Log flux, [s.f.u.]

s s s ‘ ‘ ‘ 0 Fig.3. The dynamic spectrum of a simulated
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 type Il radio burst for slow€; = 1 second) in-
Relative time, [s] jection of energetic electrons around 550 MHz.

As in Figure[1 the time axis is set such that
emission from the injection site would appear
att=0.

ber of bursts with varying exciter parameters, such as the 4. Instantaneous bandwidth

jection timescale for accelerated electrons, injectigioesize, . . . .
J ) In Figure[® we plot the instantaneous bandwidth of the emis-

height etc. Whil imulati t ithininke . . . i
feerlrged r?;\r?g es 'tﬁ eotl;/;)isér;m:“lj()er;s ;ﬁg &aerfé%?eetrﬁ gngAtg]éaMe sion as a function of frequency, that is the FWHM bandwidth at
' ' given time. The measured bandwidth is a significant fractio

dominate the empirical result, are not known. Even the bac@(ghe frequency, from 0.4 t0 0.6 here. The frequency spréad o

ground plasma density profile chosen, while a reasonable X . S .
sumption, may not fully reflect the real values. However,sas rangmuir waves at a S|_ngle Iocapon IS small, W'th wavenumbe
: i preadklpe ~ 0.2, varying very little with location, and corre-

seen in Figurgl4, the simulated and empirical results agedle w

over the frequencies considered, always to within a fadt@r o sponding toAT/f = 0.06. To obtai_n a value of sayf/f = 0.5
. . . . from a single location would require a much larger wavenumbe
In order to discern the dominant physical factor in the dec

__!norde yS . ¥nge ofklpe ~ 0.6 as noted by Melnik et &l 1). On the
gwgﬁ |QyF|gurd]4 we also plot the collisional decay timescal other hand, at a given instant Langmuir waves are presemt ove

a significant spatial length. This spread in space refleetspia-

”€V13'e tial extent of the fast electrons, which increases over tiséhe

et inA (28)  slower electrons are left behind by faster ones, and isyeaisie
© to explain the observed bandwidths.

Teoll =

and that for spectral evolution of Langmuir waves due to igns
inhomogeneities, given by 4.5. Frequency drift

K The frequency drift of the burst is related, although natigtnt-

Tinhom &~ —————— (29) forwardly, to the speed of the exciting electrons, and tiosikl
(dwpe/dX) show which energy electrons are most important for emission

To find this, we first find the peak emission frequency as a func-

for typical wavenumberk ~ O0.lkpe for beam-generated tion of time. This is plotted in the left panel of Figurk 6, adp
Langmuir waves. with a power law fit given by the red line. Using this fit, which

It was originally suggested that the decay of type ”givesf(t),we ma}yanalyticallydferentiate and rearrange to find
bursts was due to collisional damping of Langmuir Wave(y/cIt as a function of.

(e.g. [Hughes & Harknes5 1963; Elgaroy & Lyngstad 1972). Observf’itionally, empirical fits to a large number of bursts
However, it is clear from this figure that the collisional dgof cross a wide frequency range give

_La.angmuirwaves is not the dom_inant factqr. At high frequ.eapi df /dt ~ —Af® (30)

it is far shorter than the decay time. The rise and decay tares

similar (seen in the time profiles in Figurk 4) and the duratib for f the frequency in MHz and f /dt the drift in MHz s?,
excitation appears to be the main factor. At lower frequesici with A = 0.0La = 184 (Alvarez & Haddodkl 1973b;
the collisional time is far longer than the burst, and thesbde- [MclLean & Labrum| 1985) for bursts between 550 MHz and
cay time is longer than the rise time, although in this cadg orv4 kHz, whereas a linear relationship of

slightly. Here it appears the density inhomogeneity is cesp

ble for the decay, as shown by the similar frequency scalirigs df/dt = -Af +B (31)

the two. Finally we note that there is a region near 40 MHz (for. . .
these parameters) where the collisional timescale andust bWlth A ~ 0.1 andB ~ 1 MHz is found by Melnik et al.[(2011)

decay times are quantitatively similar. This may explaithtthe °€Ween 10 and 30 MHz similar to that foundby W 50) of

apparent successes and errors of previous attempts to use de df/dt = —Af (32)
cay time to derive plasma temperature (g.9. Alvarez & Hakdoc

1973a| Bradford & Hughés 1974; Riddle 1974). with A =0.14-0.5.




Ratcliffe et al.: Solar type 11l radio burst simulations

100 E
N
T
— s
I 1or . =
= r U>Z
— C
w— )
< o> 10f E
g E
=
1 L P 1 e e
10 100 10 100
Frequency, [MHz] Time, [s]
1.0
10.0 E
T C ]
NS
N
T
T z
< =
I 1.0 E
E [
0.1F E
0.1 | P E L
10 100 10 100
Frequency, [MHz] Frequency, [MHz]

Fig.5. Top: Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM) bandwidth Fig.6. Top: The peak emission frequency as a function of time.

of radio emission flux at a given time as a function of the pedke red line is a single power-law fit of the forfn= a(t — to)®,

emission frequency. Bottom: the bandwidth divided by thakpewherety accounts for the onset time of emission and we have

frequency, as a function of the peak frequency. The red daslee~ 150,b ~ —-0.6. Bottom: the frequency drift rate, found by

lines are alinear fitAf = 0.57f. fitting power-laws to segments of the peak emission curve and
differentiating these, as described in the text.

Fitting the frequency-time curve with a single power-law
across all frequencies, as shown in Figlire 6 gifes 0.015,
a = 1.62. However, this fit does not work well across all freBecause of the fitting involved, this derived velocity mayéa
guencies. Instead, we can fit segments of the curve over snialfje errors. However, there is a clear trend of deceleratith
frequency ranges, giving a range of values Aoanda, which frequency. The speeds are generally in the range of inferakd
vary with frequency within the following range&:~ 0.005-0.1 ues (e.gl Dulk et al. 1987) with a value for the exciter spefed o
anda ~ 1-2. The resultingi f /dt is shown in the right panel of about 012c near 10 MHz. The smaller values at lower frequency
Figure[®. are closer to the Langmuir wave generating electrons iederr

Now we can use this frequency drift to infer the source vérom in situ observations neat@2 MHz (e.g! Lin et al. 1981).
locity, which is given by [Robinsoh [(1992) suggests that exciter speed should decreas

df/dt n to explain the empirical results_(Alvarez & Haddbck 1973b;
e
Vexciter = 2——— (33) IMcLe_an_&Labﬂ,uﬂLS)ﬂS)

f dne/dr The exciter speed inferred from the peak of electromagnetic
wheren, is the background electron density at the location @mission difers from that derived from the peak of Langmuir
the exciter. In contrast to the estimates quoted above frgm evave spectral energy density, and habadent frequency depen-
(1950), we know exactly the plasma density and its gralency. This can be explained by the following. The harmonic
dient from our simulations, and the code is able to resolee tbmission arises from coalescence of waves from the forwards
dynamic spectra in frequency and time. Using the known deamrd backwards wave populations, and so the presence of an
sity profile we obtain source velocities as plotted in Fiddre enhanced level of backscattered Langmuir waves is an essen-
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Fig.7. The exciter velocity derived from the frequency drift us- 108
ing Equation[(3B), as function of distance from the injectde.
tial condition for harmonic emission. Further, there isngig 0% N .
cant spectral evolution of the Langmuir waves both due tastra P\
port efects on the generating electrons and to Langmuir wave I Al \
back scattering. Thus the part of the beam which is mfiste 5 X
tive for generating emission does not correspond to the pgak i 1071 7
Langmuir wave energy density and rather occurs where we have =
high levels of both forwards and backwards waves at appat#pri
wavenumbers. 02 |
In Figure[8 we plot the snapshots of electron and Langmuir
wave distributions at a few spatial locations. For a giveralo
plasma frequency (100, 75, 25 and 5 MHz), we find the time
at which the EM emission from this location is maximum, as 10° C ‘ | ‘
shown in the left panel of Figufd 6, and plot the distribusiah -0.3 0.0 0.3
this location and time. The onset of emission is near 200 MHz, Wavenumber, [k/kp,]

or local plasma frequency of 100 MHz as we observed the

second-harmonic component, corresponding to the blaekrin Fig. 8. Electron flux as a function of energy (top) and Langmuir

the Figure. At this time, the backscattered Langmuir wavelle wave spectral energy density as a function of wavenumber nor
has reached several orders of magnitude over thermal, @kd penalised by the Debye wavenumbks. (bottom) at a local

at wavenumbek/kpe ~ 0.1, corresponding to electrons at veplasma frequency of 100 (black), 75 (blue), 25 (red) and 5 MHz
locity 0.2c, or energy 12 keV. When the peak of the emissiofgyreen) at the time of peak EM emission (as given by Fifflire 6).
has reached 75 MHz we see a much higher level of backscat-

tered Langmuir waves, extending to larger wavenumberether

fore resonant with slower electrons. In the next two cur2és,

and 5 MHz respectively, more Langmuir waves appear at larg
negative wavenumber, up kikpe ~ 0.2, corresponding to elec-

expanding magnetic field. The distribution of electronshes®

8le to transportféects (where faster electrons outpace slower

: ) - . - ones) to form a reverse slope in velocity space that is unsta-

trons at Olc. This trend is the origin of the decreasing excitefjq 1o | angmuir wave generation. These Langmuir waves may

velc')oc\:été/_s_een"m F'gﬁrﬁg d5MH i Fi 8 | then be re-absorbed by the beam, refracted, backscattared,
itionally, In the 25 an z curvesin Figure 8 we alsqayes from the forwards and backwards populations can coa-

see multiple backscatterings producing Langmuir wavesialls o506 1o produce radio emission at twice the local plasma fre

positive wave numbers. These then interact with fastetreles, uency. Emission at the local plasma frequency, which can be
and produce the double plateau seen in the 5 MHz electron cﬁﬁ'e to scattering of Langmuir waves by ions or their inteoact
tribution cross-section. with ion-sound waves, is seen to be weak for the corona and
beam parameters chosen.

Using the assumptions and simplifications outlined in
Section 2, we have self-consistently treated all the stepisis
In this work we have described a model simulating electren iprocess to produce simulated dynamic spectra of emissimh, a
jection in the solar corona, and the subsequent evolutiah amnalysed the properties of the resulting radiation at thehEa
wave production which leads to radio emission. To summariggur main findings are summarised here.
electrons are injected with a power-law distribution inogity An observable level of harmonic plasma emission arises over
at a location corresponding to 550 MHz and propagate alomg thide range of Langmuir wave levels andfdrent shapes of elec-

5. Discussion and conclusions

10



Ratcliffe et al.: Solar type 11l radio burst simulations

tron distribution function. A noticeable level of electragnetic References
emission appears both when the flattening of the electrdn—dlsAlvarEZ, H. & Haddock, F. T. 19732, Sol. Phys., 30, 175
putlon function by quasilinear relaxation is Wgak_ near LS Avarez, H. & Haddock, F. T. 1973b, Sol. Phys., 29, 197
ing frequency £ 200 MHz) and when the distribution has aarzner, K. & Benz, A. O. 2005, Sol. Phys., 231, 117
plateau-like shape at dekameter wavelengths@ MHz). Aubier, M. & Boischot, A. 1972, A&A, 19, 343

The simulations show that burst decay time is not, as hg&!an 7S 8enz £ O, & cary, D F. 1998, ARAA, 85, 13

. g . enz, A. O. 2009, Radio emission of the quiet Sun, LandotnBtein, 103

been previously suggested, due to collisional decay of rBng gagford H. M. & Hughes, V. A. 1974, AGA, 31, 419
waves. The collisional decay time is too short at high freuecairms, I. H. 2000, Physics of Plasmas, 7, 4901
cies and too long at low frequencies although for a small@anghuraev, R. S. & Agapov, A. V. 1980, Soviet Journal of Plasthgsits, 6, 232
around perhaps 30-100 MHz the decay time and the collisioryadorT, L. K. S., Pécseli, H. L., Trulsen, J. K., et al. 2011, Phyi€ Plasmas,

. oF o . : 18, 052107
time are coincidentally similar. Instead, at high frequeadhe . i "5 'R 1988, Sol. Phys., 118, 49

dur_atio_n _(and decay ti_me) deper_1d_s on the duraﬁon_ Of elmitat prjachenko, A. I., Pushkarev, A. N., & Rubenchik, A. M. 1989zika Plazmy,
which is itself a function of the injection characteristmisfast 15, 790 _

electrons. Further investigation of thé&erts of injection time D”TL“E"Rd'l \é\gg‘ iﬁf\i/félsg%’f””' Phys.(NY), 28, 478

on th_e emission is ongoing. _On the other_hand at Iowerfr_equ Lk G A. Goldman, M.’V.,’Steinberg, 3.L. & Hoang, S. 198&A, 173,
cies it appears that plasma inhomogeneity plays a crud@) ro” 3gg

by shifting Langmuir waves out of resonance with the fast-elepum, C. T. & Nishikawa, K.-I. 1994, Physics of Plasmas, 1,1.82
trons. Elgaroy, O. & Lyngstad, E. 1972, A&A, 16, 1

; ; g eid & Kofitar 20 vans, L. G., Fainberg, J., & Stone, R. G. 1973, Sol. Phys5@1
. AS dlscus.sed .pr_evpusly (e. Rel K 2 13) we Corileishman, G. D., Kontar, E. P., Nita, G. M., & Gary, D. E. 208pJ, 768, 190
firm that the time-injection profile of the electron beam@sitiie &,y ' & & Hurford, G. J. 1990, ApJ, 361, 290

starting frequency of the radio emission, with a slowerai@  Ginzburg, V. L. & Zhelezniakov, V. V. 1958, Soviet Ast., 2,35
leading to lower starting frequency and vice versa. Goldman, M. V. & Dubois, D. F. 1982, Physics of Fluids, 25, 206

The dominant factor in the instantaneous emission bad—ép_lman, G. D., Aschwanden, M. J., Aurass, H., etal. 2011¢8%xi. Rev., 159,
width is found to be the spatial extension of the emissionaau Hughes, M. P. & Harkness, R. L. 1963, ApJ, 138, 239
At a given time, Langmuir waves are present over a large sp@ntar, E. P. 2001a, Sol. Phys., 202, 131
tial extent, and therefore at a wide range of plasma freqesnc Kontar, E. P. 2001b, A&A, 375, 629
Backscattered Langmuir waves show a similar dispersiod, afpntar, E. P. & Pécseli, H. L. 2002, Phys. Rev. E, 65, 066408
this is therefore mirrored in the harmonic emission. Aggiig <ot E. P, Ratdie, H., & Bian, N. H. 2012, A&A, 539, A43

C - "3 Kontar, E. P. & Reid, H. A. S. 2009, ApJ, 695, L140

may be expected to erend on electron_ mJ_eCtmn Charam:ens_Krucker, S., Kontar, E. P., Christe, S., & Lin, R. P. 2007, A§G3, L109

The frequency drift of the peak of emission can be used to itedenev, V. G., Zverev, E. A., & Starygin, A. P. 2004, Sol. Bhp22, 299
fer the velocity of the emitting source if the backgroundspta L. B-éi Caig‘S. I. H. 2013, Journal of Geophysical ReseaiBbgce Physics),

o : 118, 474

ge”S'FV IS Iknown' HOV\éeVeI;; theheXCIIIel’ of typ? i bur.Stsm:aQ Li, B., Cairns, I. H., & Robinson, P. A. 2008, Journal of Geggital Research
e uniquely associated with either electrons of a partiagee (Space Physics), 113, 6104
or with the peak of the Langmuir waves. There is a closer as$@-8., Cairns, I. H., Yan, Y. H., & Robinson, P. A. 2011, Ap3g, L9
ciation of the derived exciter speed with the secondarybad-i. B., Robinson, P. A., & Caims, I. H. 2006, Physical Revidwtters, 96,
scattered) Langmuir waves, and the velocity of the excier i 1;‘_5’0?55 M. & Pitaevski. L. P. 1981, Physical kineticsd. Lifshitz, E. M. &
better approximated by the speed of the peak of these sert;on&gspi't;évs'k” L aevsidl L ZEER, Physical Knetios, ishitz, =
waves. _The simulations suggest the rather slow decelqraﬁo Lin, R. P., Potter, D. W., Gurnett, D. A., & Scarf, F. L. 1981pA 251, 364
the exciter as frequency decreases. Indeed, the evolutithie 0 Magelssen, G. R. & Smith, D. F. 1977, Sol. Phys., 55, 211
electron distribution at the peak of the burst does show the dManAGé}éagsﬁn' F., MacDowall, R. J., Kaiser, M. L., & StoReG. 1999,
tribution fIattenm_g between a few keV and around ]?5 kev. .Tq?cLear;, D. .] & Labrum, N. R. 1985, Solar radiophysics: Sgadf emission
overall deceleration of the beam-plasma structure is 6®T8i ¢, the sun at metre wavelengths
with previous results (e.g. Kontar 2001a; Reid & Kontar 2013elnik, V. N., Konovalenko, A. A., Rucker, H. O., et al. 20130l Phys., 269,
and is due to evolution of Langmuir waves to larger wavenum- 335

bers (resonant with slower electrons) as the beam-plasoma st mg:’n’\i'li'gv\/-VNE Lgﬁfbh;’;é\k’i-v i‘ Kg‘:”éi;n'?k;\/?% SEOI-Zgg%/SAé’?BKIB_ 185
ture moves into the mterplanetary_ space. Melrose,’D. B.'1980, Plas}na7astrophysics,’Volumes 1 ’and 2 '
To conclude, we have investigated the several large-Scfi§irose, D. B. 1987, Sol. Phys., 111, 89

characteristics of type Il radio bursts using large scateuta- Melrose, D. B. 2009, in IAU Symposium, Vol. 257, IAU Sympasiu ed.
tions covering almost two orders in frequency. Due to the-com ’I\‘ GOpS'SE‘;szgt& ﬁ- F. Wib% 31%57;3f&A 23 151
H H H : : elrose, D. b. ennouse, J. E. y y y

plex nature of the emission process such simulations a8UAV 00 "a " alrass, H., Klein, K.-L, & Trottet, G. 2008, Séhys., 253, 3
able in order to determine which physical processes re#plens parer, E. N. 1958, ApJ, 128, 664
for the particular features of the emission observed.dhi- Ratcliffe, H., Bian, N. H., & Kontar, E. P. 2012, ApJ, 761, 176
sults have clarified several points regarding the burst&aon Ratgliife. H. S& gontar, E.P. 202161, (/)\&A, 56%, Agg

n ration here remains much nsider aall Re!,H.A. . & Kontar, E. P. 2010, ApJ, 721, 864
a dd‘.ju a{tho ; ?Iu“ ere fe Ia tS uc ttc_) co ﬁde teSpﬁtEwE Reid, H. A. S. & Kontar, E. P. 2013, Sol. Phys., 285, 217
garding the influence of electron injection charactesstand pqig' i A’ s, & Ratcife, H. 2014, ArXiv e-prints
the time and frequency evolution of the emission processes. Reid, H. A. S., Vilmer, N., & Kontar, E. P. 2011, A&A, 529, A66

Riddle, A. C. 1974, Sol. Phys., 34, 181

Acknowledgements. We thank the referee for detailed consnem the Robinson, P.A.1992, Sol. Phys., 137, 307
manuscript. This work is supported by the European Rese@mimcil un- Saint-Hilaire, P., Vilmer, N., & Kerdraon, A. 2013, ApJ, 7680
der the SeismoSun Research Project No. 321141 (H Rejclia Marie SMith, D. F. & Sime, D. 1979, ApJ, 233, 998
Curie International Research St&Exchange Scheme ‘Radiosun’ (PEOPLE-Staehli, M. & Benz, A. O. 1987, A&A, 175, 271
2011-IRSES-295272), an STFC consolidated grant (E.P.d&pand a SUPA Takakura, T. & Shibahashi, H. 1976, Sol. Phys., 46,323 = _
LOFAR Advanced Fellowship (H.A.S. Reid). Additional thandre due to ISSI  TSytovich, V. N. 1995, Lectures on Non-linear Plasma Kirgted. Tsytovich,
(International Space Science Institute) for useful disiars during International V- N- & ter Haar, D.
Team meetings.

11



Ratcliffe et al.: Solar type 11l radio burst simulations

Vedenov, A., Velikhov, E., & Sagdeev, R. 1962, Quasi-lindeory of plasma
oscillations, Tech. rep., Kurchatov Inst. of Atomic Energloscow

Wild, J. P. 1950, Australian Journal of Scientific ResearcRhysical Sciences,
3,541

Yoon, P. H., Rhee, T., & Ryu, C.-M. 2005, Phys. Rev. Lett., 5,003

Zaitsev, V. V., Mityakov, N. A., & Rapoport, V. O. 1972, Solh¥s., 24, 444

Zheleznyakov, V. V. 1969, ApJ, 155, 1129

Zheleznyakov, V. V., ed. 1996, Astrophysics and Space $eidibrary, Vol.
204, Radiation in Astrophysical Plasmas

Zheleznyakov, V. V. & Zaitsev, V. V. 1970a, Soviet Ast., 14, 4

Zheleznyakov, V. V. & Zaitsev, V. V. 1970b, Soviet Ast., 14®

Ziebell, L. F., Gaelzer, R., Pavan, J., & Yoon, P. H. 2008sPRia Physics and
Controlled Fusion, 50, 085011

12



	1 Introduction
	2 Simulation Model
	2.1 Electron-Langmuir wave interactions
	2.2 Non-linear Langmuir and ion-sound wave evolution
	2.3 Electromagnetic emission
	2.4 Escape of electromagnetic emission
	2.5 Fundamental electromagnetic source terms
	2.6 Harmonic electromagnetic emission source terms
	2.7 Observed radiation fluxes

	3 Initial conditions
	4 Numerical Results
	4.1 Instant electron injection
	4.2 Slow electron Injection
	4.3 Burst duration, rise and decay times at a given frequency
	4.4 Instantaneous bandwidth
	4.5 Frequency drift

	5 Discussion and conclusions

