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ABSTRACT

The detection and characterization of self-organizedtetity (SOC), in both real and simulated data,
has undergone many significant revisions over the past 25.y€he explosive advances in the many nu-
merical methods available for detecting, discriminatany ultimately testing, SOC have played a critical
role in developing our understanding of how systems expeei@nd exhibit SOC. In this article, methods
of detecting SOC are reviewed; from correlations to comiplew critical quantities. A description of
the basic autocorrelation method leads into a detailed/aisadf application-oriented methods developed
in the last 25 years. In the second half of this manuscriptesiieased, time-based and spatial-temporal
methods are reviewed and the prevalence of power laws imenatdescribed, with an emphasis on event
detection and characterization. The search for numerietghaous to clearly and unambiguously detect
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SOC in data often leads us outside the comfort zone of our asaiplines - the answers to these ques-
tions are often obtained by studying the advances made &r fithids of study. In addition, numerical
detection methods often provide the optimum link betwearutations and experiments in scientific re-
search. We seek to explore this boundary where the rubbesieeroad, to review this expanding field
of research of numerical detection of SOC systems over thegayears, and to iterate forwards so as to
provide some foresight and guidance into developing bheakighs in this subject over the next quarter
of a century.

Subject headingsSelf Organized Criticality, numerical methods

1. INTRODUCTION

Self-Organized Criticality (SOC) is a statistical progeaf many time-varying systems. Aschwandenal.
(2014) (this volume of SSR) present a detailed descriptiQ@C in solar and astrophysical settings; for the purposes
of this current paper, SOC is considered in the wider asgemtyphysical system that displays the scale invariance
in both time and space leading to a critical point. It is oftdrserved in slowly driven, but non-equilibrium, systems
and, perhaps most importantly, complexity naturally arigethe system without any fine-tuned parameters as input.
Although well-known earlier workd.g.,Neumann 1966; Mandelbrot 1975) had shown that complexitydcarise
from simply-governed, slowly driven systems, the semirsalgr of Baket al. (1987) provided the breakthrough in
this subject by showing that all the so-called SOC featuzas fractal geometry, scale-invariance, power laws) arise
from simple systems and lead to a critical point with no fineirig of the input. Hence the system is both self-
organized and critical. The large volume of research rieguftom Baket al. (1987) includes many articles on how to
recognize SOC in a system. Itis the 25 years of these nunhdatection methods that we review in this paper.

The power of SOC lies in the ability to both describe and drpdalarge variety of physical systems in a quan-
titative and physically-motivated manner . From sand piek et al. 1987) to solar flares (Lu and Hamilton 1991),
from fractures (Turcottet al. 1985) to forest fires (Drossel and Schwabl 1992); from a&ter@vezicet al. 2001)
to accretion disks (Dendgt al. 1998), SOC provides a mathematically tractable and uraledable route to study
complex systems. The scale-free, dimensionless, natuBO&f conveniently encompasses much of the universe.
The concept of simple beginnings - assuming a starting greidapply a few rules regarding distribution of excess
amongst nearest neighbors - is an attractive model to maemtists, spanning subjects from physics and chemistry
to economics and sociology. However, every SOC researdtieately reverts back to the same set of unanswered
guestions - How can | tell whether my system is truly SOC, dr i just displaying SOC-like behavior? How can
| detect SOC in such a way that | can confidently distinguidioiin other potential physical sources? The route to
answering these questions begins in Section 2.1 with thaiagé/-simple studies of autocorrelations, described in
terms of symmetries leading to diffusion models, and cati@hs functions leading to surface growth models. We
end this discussion with a detailed look at the methods ofsamirag correlation functions, with a emphasis on the
Manna model. The models introduced in this section are @legliby simple sets of rules of particle interaction gov-
erning how particles spread apdre(, diffusion), how particles clump togetherd., growth), and the redistribution of
particles upon reaching a threshold value. In Section 2.2nee from a discussion of products of field values.(
correlation functions) to a discussion of increments (structure functions). The value of the structure functisma
complementary approach is highlighted with respect tordateng linear ranges in log-log plots, with an application
to solar magnetic fields. Application-oriented method<{®e 2.3) provide a third approach to numerical detection
of SOC. We end our discussion of numerical methods in Se&tidny studying the advantages of block-scaling as a
sub-sampling method to be used when little data is avaitaltee scientist.
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With this toolkit in hand, Section 3 contains a review of thanym approaches developed over the last 25 years
to identify individual SOC features and events. We splisthstudies into the three areas of spatial, temporal, and
combined spatio-temporal. By performing this three-waljit sge merely seek a convenient route to provide some
narrative to the reader; we do not suggest that these tasbsidjffer in some fundamental way. When studying
images in Section 3.1 we usually require thresholding, amsiderations of 3D volume. As we typically only have
2D images, this consideration leads us to discuss the pait@ft fingerprint of a 3D SOC system. As a follow-on
from this type of thought process, one need only look at thadtroommon feature of SOC detections of power laws
in Section 3.2. It is clearly trivial to plot data on a log-legt of axis and find a straight line fit. The real purpose
of this scientific endeavor should be research performingt afslogical deductive steps showing that such data are
truly described by a power law, and that this power law cary belthe result of an SOC system. The discussion in
Section 3.2.1 shows how rarely we achieve such a scientiframa. Only when we fully comprehend issues such as
the detection of power laws, and issues of data sampling alseé pile-up can we then move to discuss waiting-time
distributions as a possible signature of SOC. We concludgeittion 3.3 by showing how spreading and avalanche
exponents provide vital tools to study spatio-temporaictires, with an emphasis on examples from magnetospheric
and solar physics.
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2. Methods of numerical detectionsof SOC

The basic approach to test for the existence of SOC in nualeicobservational data is to extract a series of
events and test if these features are in some way connectexhtsecan are often called features, clusters, storms,
objects, explosions, instabilities - the nomenclaturefisrodifferent but the principle is the same. In Section 3 we
will proceed to perform a synthesis on methods of extraatfdhese events, however here in Section 2 we first review
existing methods of testing for connections between eystagting with the autocorrelation function and its modern
extensions (Section 2.1), moving onto structure functi(@®ection 2.2) and then focusing on application-oriented
methods developed in the last 25 years (Section 2.3).

2.1. Autocorrelation functions

Autocorrelation functions have a long history in the stud\citical systems (Stanley 1971). While they are
defined on the microscopic scale, they bridge the gap to tige kcale and typically display scaling on these larger
scales in both space and time. As such, correlation furstoa at the heart of the theoretical description of scaling
phenomena in systems with many interacting degrees ofdragget numerically and experimentally they are often
inaccessible. The provision of numerical detection meshifmd the study of SOC systems hinges critically on a
fundamental understanding of correlations functions m $tudy of traditional systems. In the following section,
correlation functions are introduced in broad terms, hggtting some basic features and symmetries that are importa
for a later discussion of SOC. Readers familiar with these topics may wish to skip to Section 2.1.3 where we
discuss some basic null models in order to motivate the foousome characteristics of correlations often found in
non-trivial systems exhibiting SOC. Some parallels arevdrixrom the study of surface growth and interfaces and then
the basic measurement methods are exemplified using thedWdadel (Manna 1991).

SOC systems evolve in time and extend in space due to thetien of their local degrees of freedom (local
activity of avalanching, energy, particle density, heigtt). The propagation of this interaction in time and space
can be captured by autocorrelation functions. As SOC systlmand evolution to a critical point, it is expected that
every part of a system interacts with every other part of tesysas well as with their history, in such a way that does
not allow for degrees of freedom to be dropped on the basighiky aretoo remotein space or time. Even the most
local features cannot be studied in an isolated fashionp@a Hegrees of freedom self-interact, mediated by their
environment. Correlation functions are therefore usedtb measure and quantify these effective interactionseat th
most basic level.

2.1.1. Basic features

The most basic autocorrelation function of local degreesesfdome(r,t), such as the local particle density,
energy, magnetizatiogtc, at positionr and timet is

C(ra,tz,r1,tn) = (@(r2,12)@(ra,t1)) — (@(ra,t2)) (@(ra,ta)) 1)

where(-) takes the expectation valuieg., it is the ensemble average. ¢fr,,t2) and ¢(r1,t;) are uncorrelated, in
particular when they are independent, the joint probabdensity ofg(r,t2) and ¢(r1,t1) factorizes and therefore
(@(r2,t2)@(r1,t1)) = (@(r2,t2)) (@(r1,t1)) (i.e., the correlation function vanishe€)ro,t2,r1,t;) = 0. This is obvi-
ously a rather trivial situation - correlations do not mafte these types of degrees of freedom and the behavior of
one is not influenced by the behavior of any other. Whes r, andt; = t, the correlation functio®(r,t,r1,t1) in



_5_

fact describes the variance of the logalAlternativelyC(r,,t2,r1,t1) may be thought of as a measure of fluctuations
relative to the background as Eg. (1) can be re-written as

C(ra,t2,r1,t1) = <(<0(f27t2) —((r2,t2)) ) (@(r1,ta) — <<P(f17t1)>)> : )

The result is large when large fluctuations at; match large fluctuations ag,t,, and it is small when they typically
miss each other. The correlation function might be negagigmallinganti-correlationsf positive fluctuations aty,t;
typically occur when they are negativg(r»,t) — (@(ro,t2)) < 0, atro, to.

2.1.2. Symmetries

Symmetries may simplify the dependenceGif,tz,r1,t1) on the two points in both space and time. If the
system is translationally invariant, th€r,,t,,r1,t1) is a function only of the differenae —rq, i.e., Q(ro,to,r1,t1) =
C(ro—r1,t2,0,t1). If itis, in addition, invariant under rotations, then itasly a function of the distancg, —r1]|.
When estimating(r»,t2,r1,t1) from numerical or observational data, these invariancasbeaused to improve the
estimates, for example in the form

Clrtaty) =V 2 [ dr'C(r,r 41, t20) 3)

where the integration runs over the entifelimensional volum#/ of the system. A system with boundaries cannot
be expected to be truly translational invariant, so thisfieroused as a suitable approximation only in relatively
small localizations deep inside the system. Most SOC systemuire boundaries in order to dissipate energy or
particles driven into it, and they are often not transladioor rotational invariant, although some basic symmetries
(e.g.,due to the shape of the system) remain. A typical example is\asion symmetry about the origin, so that
C(ra,to, I'l,tl) =C(—rp,ty, —I’l,tl).

Similar simplifications apply in the time domain. If corrétm functions are translationally invariant in time
the system is said to be stationairg., C(ro,tz,r1,t1) = C(ro,to —t1,r1,0) = C(r2,0,r1,t1 — tp). By construction of
Eqg. (1),C is invariant under permutations of the indic€$r»,tp,r1,t1) = C(r1,rp,t1,t2). If Cis additionally invariant
under rotation and translatioB(r,t2,r1,t1) = C(r1,t2,r2,t1), then, by definition, Eq. (1) implies invariance under a
change of sign of, —t;,

C(ra,tp—t1,r1,0) =C(ra,t2,r1,t1) = C(r,t1,r2,t0) =C(ra,t1,r1,t2) =C(ro,t1 —to,r1,0) . 4)
However, correlation functions are often of the form

G(ra,tz,r1,ta) = (@(r2,t2)Y(ra,th)) — (@(rz,t2)) (Y(ra,ta)) (5)

wherey(r1,t;) denotes gerturbationof the system at timg and positiorr; and@(r,,t2) is theresponset timet;

and positiomr ,. In this case a change in the sigrtpf-t; reverses the causal order and therefore the correlati@tifum
G(ra,t2,r1,t1) is not invariant under that change, as it is not invarianturah exchange of indicess(r,to,r1,t1) #
G(r1,t1,r2,t2), as they refer to different entities. Initial conditionsngeally play the same role as perturbations or
boundary conditions - the presence of initial conditiondemmines stationarity and time reversal symmetry, just as
the presence of boundary conditions undermines transkltiavariance and inversion across arbitrary points. In
order to distinguish Eq. (1) from Eq. (5) in the context of S@& former is often referred to as the activity-activity
autocorrelation function and the latter, less common firred to as the propagator or response (correlation) iimmct
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Two-point correlation functions are simply correlatiom@tions evaluated at two sets of coordinates (or, if suit-
able symmetries are found, differences of two sets of coatds). In most applications, two-point correlation func-
tions are either evaluated at the same ttine tp, known as equal time correlation functions, or at the saniet oo
spaceri = rp, and known as temporal correlation functions or two-timegeation function. The behavior captured
by an equal time correlation function is thought to be due t@mmon source, like the simultaneous ripples on the
surface of a pond at two points are caused by a stone droppieg atigin €.g.,it is very instructive to study correla-
tions in a deterministic system as simpleggs,t) = sin(ko|r| — aot)/|r| for some fixedy anday). If the correlation
function is intended to measure causal relationships, aadh Eg. (5), it must necessarily vanish at equal times for
ri # rp, as a perturbation is expected to require time to propagaie if; to ro. To stay in the same picture, the
response function in Eq. (5) would measure the responsetatto a stone dropped at, t;.

2.1.3. Basic diffusion examples and null models

In many cases, the fielg denotes a particle density and the null-models of coratatin time and space are
Poisson and Gaussian processes. The former refers to pesosbere events occur completely independently with
constant rate, the latter to the random and interactiomdpgeading of a quantity subject to conservation and conti-
nuity. In the former case, all connected correlation fumtdivanish. In the latter case, plain diffusion with constan
Brownian diffusion coefficienD introduces correlations between different points in timeé space. If a single, freely-
diffusing particle is created at tint¢ and positiorr ;, the relevant correlation function th Euclidian dimensions is
(van Kampen 1992; Strauss 2007),

1 d/2 (rp—1)?
G(ro,to,rq,t1) =0(ta —t1) | ————m=x e D) 6
(r2,t2,r,t1) = B(t2 1)< 4nD(t2—t1)> (6)
It describes the expected particle densityat, following the creation of the particle ag,t;. Equivalently, it is the
probability density of finding that particle at,t, after it has been createdmtt;. Eq. (6) is also the solution of the
deterministic diffusion equation.

Hwa and Kardar (1989) proposed a model more relevant to SO@dmglucing a sourcg (r,t), so thaty(r,t) =
fddr” [Sat’ G(r,t,r',t')n(r',t'). If n describes Gaussian white noise with some amplitutfe then ¢(r,t) is the
height of an interface subject to Edwards-Wilkinson dyran{Edwards and Wilkinson 1982; Krug 1997). It can be
thought of as a surface, or a diffusive field, relaxing untieribfluence of surface tension= D, while being exposed
to random addition and removal of material (parameterized®). In one dimension the equal time correlation
function becomes

t _(rprp)? m [ra—rq]
C tt)=2r2,/ — (et —|rp— f 7
(r2,ra,t,t) \V 5w <e Ir2—rafy/gorer C< ot ; (7

and the temporal correlation function starting from a flagiface is then
Vib+Hti—4/[to -t
Clrrtt) = greYetl— Vit —tl ®)
Vanv

In terms of observables, this is what is typically studie®@C systems - namely the correlation of the local height or
the particle numbers between sites.

It is important to note that the distinction between the oese function, and the correlation functiolg, is
more than a technicality. The former is the correlation fiorcfor the propagation of a perturbation within the degree
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of freedom - it addresses the question of how the degreesefiém, the fieldp, reactsto a perturbation. The latter,

on the other hand, describes the correlations seen in threetegf freedom as the system evolves. These are mediated
by the propagator that communicates events, in particakaeaternal driving, to other sites in the system. To draw

a rough parallel to seismic event& is the seismic signal measureglt, throughout the Earth’s crust as a bomb
detonates at;,t;, wherea< are the correlations between the signalat, andrq,t; as the earth crust evolves under

its natural dynamics.

2.1.4. Temporal and spatial correlations

Long-range temporal correlations are frequently founddn-aquilibrium systems, even when the microscopic
interaction is trivial in the technical sense discusse@WwdGrinstein 1995). Even directed models display scaling
in temporal correlation functions (Pruessner 2004b). Ml spatial, correlations are generally regarded &s th
signature of interactions that dominates the large scaepbral correlations are often quantified by the correfatio
time 1 (see also the correlation lengthintroduced below). The correlation time is defined by thengstptic decay
of the correlation functiol€(r,ta,r,t1) O exp(—|tz —t1|/7) for large|t, —t3]. It can be defined in a correspondingly
similar fashion for the propagator, or response functi@(r,t,r,t1) O exp(—|tz—t1/T)). This structure follows
necessarily if the observabigr,t) is subject to Markovian dynamics, so thais in fact determined by the negative
inverse logarithm of the second largest eigenvalue of thekMamatrix (van Kampen 1992).

An equation very similar to the Edwards-Wilkinson equatieais suggested by Hwa and Kardar (1989) as a
description of SOC phenomena with a possitmlass terme, that parameterizes an attenuation of the signal. The
resulting equal-time correlation functionsdr= 1 andd = 3 dimensions are, in the limit of large times,

rn
; _ —[ra—ril\/e/v
tlmcl(rz’t’rl’t) \/Ee (9a)
r2
limCa(ro.t.ri.t) = — @ lr2-rily/e/v, 9b
tLrI)]O 3(r27 M, ) 2V|r2—r1|e ( )

These are also known as Ornstein-Zernike-type correldtinations - namely Fourier transforms Bbf/(vk? 4+ €)
obtained in the Ornstein-Zernike approximation (Stanl8y1l, Chap. 7.4.2, Barrat and Hansen 2003, Chap. 5) for
the structure function in liquids. In some settings, stadythe Fourier transform in space, essentially produces the
structure factor whereas studying the Fourier transfortime, essentially produces the power spectrum (Abramenko
et al.2003).

The examples above are instancedrofial correlations in different disguises. Apart from the facattihe
only scale mentioned is that of the diffusion const@ndr the surface tension, which imposes the typical relation
between time and spatél r?, it is the triviality in the technical sense that makes theoper null-modelsTrivial here
means that the correlations are produced in the absencteaddtion, which, in turn, is absent because the processes
considered above are line&ke., the stochastic partial differential equations of motioa lmear in the fieldp. The
equivalence of linearity and lack of interaction can be ustd®d by noticing that solutions can be superimposed -
adding one solution to another produces a new solution.Haratords, the solution to an initial condition with two
particles initially deposited is just the sum of the soloddor each particle individually - the particles do rsete
each other. Therein lies the reason for the interest ofssitztl mechanics imon-trivial, spatialcorrelations. Their
space-dependence is normally quantified by matching etiwalfunctions to the scaling form,

C(r,t,0,t) = ajr| " (4-2tNg <g) , (10)
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with a so-called metric facta (independent o€, see Christensegt al. 2008), Euclidean dimensiah universal ex-
ponentn, also known as the anomalous dimension, and a scaling, off duihction< that describes how correlations
eventually decay on a scale beyond the correlation lerggtfThe divergence of the correlation length at the critical
point is probably the most direct signal of criticality. /©E, where systems are expected to organize themselves to
the critical point, the correlation length is naturally lted by the system siZeand all scaling of global, system-wide
observables in SOC is therefore finite size scaling (BarB8B8). As such, one of the most direct tests of the system
being at criticality is to demonstrate th@at] L.

Eq. (10) is not normally expected to hold on short scales,ravteadtice effects become important. Rather, it
describes an asymptotic behavior in large distanceand for large correlation lengths In particular, it is not
expected to capture the degeneratiorCof,t,0,t) into the variance at = 0. Even when the exponent becomes
negative—(d — 2+ n) < 0, the scaling functio&(|r|/&) may preven€(r,t,0,t) from diverging in small distances.
In order to illustrate Eq. (10), the Ornstein-Zernike tyjperelation functions Eg. (9) can be matched against it with

2 —X
Ci(r,t,0,t) = a|r|% <g> with &g = FTrr and¥%(x) = 67 (11a)
2
Ca(r,t,0t) — %% ('2—') with ag — % ands(x) — e * , (11b)

andé = \/v—/e All quantities are determined up tcfaindependent pre-factor, as one demands that-dikpendence

is contained in the scaling functicf. In both cases = 0, as expected for the null-models studied. A non-vanishing
exponent; is a clear signal for non-trivial long-range behaviar (when correlations on the large scale carry the
signature of the interaction) which can therefore be cansid as shaping the large scale. However, the inverse is not
true asn = 0 does not necessarily mean triviality (as found in the raspdunction for the Manna Model, Pruessner
2013), as other correlation functions and other obsergaflight still carry the signal of an effective long-range
interaction even when the response function does not. Therentn is normally positive, i(e., interaction) and
therefore fluctuations make correlations decay quickeyoBdn = 2 the correlations decay so quickly that coarse
grained local degrees of freedom display Gaussian coioata{Section 2.3.4 and Pruessner (2012)). In almost all
traditional models of equilibrium phase transitiomgjs a small, positive quantity, witlh = 1/4 in the 2D-Ising
Model (Stanley 1971) being tHarge exception €.g.,Bergeset al. 2002).

2.1.5. Surface growth

As an example of the use of correlation functions in the nicaédetection of SOC, it is instructive to apply them
to the study of growth phenomena closely related to SOC, aathe Edwards-Wilkinson equation mentioned above
(Barabasi and Stanley 1995). Traditionally, exponentléntwo areas have been named differently. The roughness of
an interfacep(r,t) above ad-dimensional substrate of volurive= LY and linear extent is

1
WAL = 55 [dradrs ((o(ra.t) — 0lr2.0)°) (12)
Provided(¢(r1,t)) = 0 and assuming translational invariance, this is
WA(L,t) = C(0,t,0,1) —\%'/ddrlderC(rl—rz,t,O,t) , (13)

an example of a sum-rule. According to Family and Vicsek G)3Be roughness is expected to scale like

WA(L,t) = al??y <th1 /Z) : (14)
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with metric factorsa andb, roughness exponent, dynamical exponerz and universal scaling functio. It is
natural to trace the scaling of the roughness to that of theskedion function,

btl/z
even when a number of caveats apply (Lopez 1999) in paaticnlthe presence of boundaries or generally in finite
systems (Pruessner 2004a). The language of interface dgmhas a long-standing tradition in SOC and a number of
deep-running links between SOC and well understood modeigréace growth have been established (Paczuski and
Boettcher 1996; Pruessner 2003, 2012).

C(r,t,o,t):a|r|2agf( Iri ) , (15)

Comparing Eqg. (15) to the generalized form of an Ornsteimike correlation function Eq. (10) implies =
(2—d—n)/2, which forn = 0 reproduces the known results for the Edwards-Wilkinsamagqgn (Krug 1997).
Correspondingly, the correlation length is set by the ghatimie & 0 t¥/2. Eq. (15) remains valid up to a time scale set
by the system sizé,< L% After that, the correlation length is curbed by the systiam,s';e.,é? in EQ. (15) is replaced
by .7 (|r|/(btY/%),L/(&tY/7)). The same exponents characterizing Eq. (15) are expectgaléon the two-time, two-
point correlation function at stationarity,

e —(d—241) Ir|
C(r,t,0,0) = ar| G (btl/z) ) (16)

in an extension of Eq. (10). An equivalent relation is expddb hold for the response function Eq. (5).

In the presence of a cutoff, set by the system size or othetalions, the decay of correlations on the large
scale is characterized by the scaling function, whose &fazm is that of an exponentiaile.,?? in Eq. (15) and¢
in Eq. (16) are essentially exponentials. It is common peado fitC(r,t,0,t) againstAr |[H exp(—r /&) with some
amplitudeA, exponentu and correlation lengtl§. The latter can be extracted very elegantly, up to the aogwit
by noticing that fom = 0 in Eq. (16) givesy, C(|r|,t,0,t) O &2 to leading order irf. On a one-dimensional lattice
(whereé is dimensionless) this is easily verified explicitly using.[E11a), as

—— -1/%) 1 -

i/ - __&X 824+ 0(57Y), 17

2 T ey ¢ et .

but the same proportionality holds for higher dimensions.dentioned above, the paradigmatic form of the correla-

tion function (or the propagator) in Fourier space is
__r
vk|Z-n+¢&-2"

which, for smallk, converges t&?, as expected sincg, C(|r|,t,0,t) is the 0-mode of the Fourier transform. Com-
plicated boundary condition either spoil the structure gf EL8) or require orthogonal functions different from
exp(—ikx). As such, the time separation is exemplified viatihee stepand theiteration, and the slower timescale
moves with the number of external perturbations receivethbyystem. Although all correlation functions discussed
so far are defined on the microscopic, fast moving time s&RC systems normally provide a second, slow time-
scale, whose time moves with the number of avalanches gederalthough theoretically less relevant, correlations
have also been studied on this coarser time scale (Sokblal2014) which can be linked back to the microscopic
dynamics (Pickeringt al. 2012; Pruessner 2012).

(18)

2.1.6. Measuring correlation functions

There are three main reasons why correlation functions haieeceived much attention in experimental, numer-
ical, and observational work on SOC: they require high rgsmh data to start with; they can be technically difficult
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to determinee.g.,(Anderson 1971); they are notoriously noisy or prohibivexpensive in terms of computational
effort. The reason for the latter point is not least that theredation functions have to be determined for a range of
different coordinates;,t; andrj,t; to reveal the full functional dependence on these paraseterthe presence
of boundaries, barely any of the symmetries mentioned abaxebe exploited to ease the computational effort. In
the presence of translational invariance the discretei€otransform on a hyper-cubic lattice gives (Newman and
Barkema 1999)

Ck,t,0,t) = 5 &Clk,t,0,t) = <|<p(k %), (19)

r

whereN = 5, denotes the number of sites amk,t) is the Fourier transform of(r,t) — (@(r,t)), which in the
presence of translational invariance equals that ofgstt) except fork = 0. In numerical applications, the Fourier
transform is available as a Fast Fourier Transform (Reeak 1992).

Where this is computationally too expensive approximasisieemes can be employed (Holm and Janke 1993)
determining the correlation length from@(k,t,0,t) O (k2 + 1/&2) for a fewk, Eq. (18), at least for smafj. Simi-
larly, taking[d? of the correlation function numerically can produce godihestes of the correlation length, assuming
the generalised Ornstein-Zernike form, Eq. (10), provigedan be assumed to be small and in particular when
d—-2+n = 0. Up to some prefecture,the square of the correlation keisgalso given by thgap of the 0-mode
C(k =0,t,0,t) = £2. A direct measurement of the correlations, is often hinddngthe lack of symmetry. In the
presence of conservation, SOC systems have boundariessipate the energy (or particles or whatever is entering
the system via the driving) which means that translatiomeahtiance is broken. In that case, many of the standard
techniques fail when they rely on a standard Fourier transfo
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(a) Activity correlations in a linear-linear plot. (b) Collapse of activity correlations in a double-loganitic
plot.

Fig. 1.— The two-point correlation functio@(L/2,t,L/2+r,t) of the activity in the Abelian version of the one-
dimensional Manna Model (Manna 1991; Dhar 1999). In the Uaigg adopted in Eq. (1}p(r,t) is the level of
activity (i.e.,at a certain point in spageand a certain microscopic timiehe level of avalanching is a Poisson process
with unit rate times the number of pairs ready to topple) mezdin the middler, = L/2, and across the lattice,
ri =L/2+r. (a) shows the data on a linear scale. That they collapséyraceording to Eq. (10) can be seen in
(b), where the scaling of the abscissa is shown to be conipatith the assumption that the correlation length scales
linearly in the system size.
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2.1.7. Example: The Manna Model

Figure 1 shows data @&(L/2,t,L/2+r,t) for the Abelian, one-dimensional Manna Model (Manna 19%aD
1999) whose correlation function can be determined contipahaeasily. In the Manna Model each site is occupied by
a non-negative number of particles. As long as any siteesamiore than one particle, that site redistributes two ofhthe
among independently chosen nearest neighbors, potgntiaking them exceed the threshold and thereby giving rise
to an avalanche. While the particle number is conservedarbthk, sites toppling along the open boundary can lose
one or two particles by moving them outside the lattice. Tremih Model is normally started from an empty lattice,
and driven whenever the system is quiescent by depositiriiglea at randomly, uniformly-chosen sites. The activity
for this model is defined in the following as the number of pan a site about to be re-distributed. The activity-
activity correlation function in Figure 1 displays a lorgaged decay, whose scaling behaviour, however, becomes
apparent only when plotted double logarithmically. In fabe data can be collapsed acceptably well according to
Eqg. (10) withé =L andd —2+n ~ 0.658,i.e., n ~ 1.658, rather large compared to, say—= 1/4 in the Ising
Model. Further, the scaling of the two-point activifye(, activity-activity) correlation function in the Manna mdde
thus differs significantly from that of the propagatdywhich is known to remain classicaj, = O (i.e., of the form
Eq. (9)), in the stationary state (Pruessner 2013).

Various identities exist relating exponents of the adfitdexponents of the avalanches (Lubeck and Heger 2003;
Pruessner 2012, in particular p. 340). The variance of theiggedensity,Ap,/LY, is expected to scale likeY /v.—d
(Lubeck 2004), which is related @(r,t,r,t) by the sum rule,

Apa 1

1a = @'/ddrlderC(rl,t,rz,t) OL-@-2tn) , (20)

which reproduces the well known Fisher scaling law (StahB¥1)v, (2—n) =Y. Inthe presentcagé/v, =0.41+
0.04 and thereforeg = 1.59+ 0.04 (Lubeck 2004) and 2 n =~ 0.342 measured above suggests a slight mismatch,
which might be explained by finite size effects.
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(a) Substrate correlations in a linear-linear plot. (b) Attempted collapse of substrate correlations.

Fig. 2.— Similar to Figure 1 these plots show the correlaionthe inactive particles of the Manna Model (the
substrat¢ measured during periods of quiescence. In the languagg.dfLEg(r,t) is the number of particles resting
onr and timet, measured between avalanches. (a) suggests some stgwti@orrelations, but it also indicates no
discernible difference of these correlations for différgystem sizes. This is confirmed by the failure of the attewhpt
collapse in (b), where the amplitudas to rescale the data along the ordinate have been chosereaditate the best
collapse.
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In contrast, Figure 2 shows the correlations in the inagtadicles in the Manna Model.€., particles that are
not moving around) measured during times of quiescence whevalanche is running. While correlations do exist
over a small number of lattice sites, the correlation lertptes not change with system size. This is clearly visible in
Figure 2(a) as the data collapses without the need of anglegcIn fact, the attempted collapse in Figure 2(b) is very
poor and does in fact show no sign of scaling. This finding egreth recent field-theoretical work (Pruessner 2015)
which suggests that correlations in the substriage the background of inactive particles) are either irreléarenter
only in a very subtle way that is insignificant at large tengb@nd spatial scales. In other words, the substrate is an
unsuitable place to look for correlations and SOC takesepthging avalanching, not during quiescence. However,
this finding disagrees with the traditional view that the S€&te is one of subtle correlations stored in the substrate
(e.g.,Christensen and Olami 1992; Lise 2002). Finally, we not¢ tioarelations in the substrate are mostly anti-
correlations,i.e., fluctuations above the mean are repelling each other. Irr etbeds, wherever unusually many
particles are found at one point, the environment is degeteggesting that the dynamics has led to a pile-up. Again,
that ties in well with the self-organization maintaining @aficular density of particles, with fluctuations only dge t
some local re-shuffling.

2.2. Structure Functions

The structure function provides another widely-used, pedits, statistical moment of a random variable in a
critical system that can be used to study scaling behavidiraer-scale connections. A phenomenological analogy
with the autocorrelation function shows that flv@ductof field values in two points in the autocorrelation function
is replaced by the absolute value of therementin the definition of the structure function. The replacemafers
an opportunity to consider various powegsof the increment, and thus to explore the high-order siedisnoments,
which, in turn, uncover the multifractality and intermiitey properties of a system under study. The structure fonsti
were first introduced by Kolmogorov (1941) (hereafter K4ijeveloping his turbulence theory. Note that the solar
photospheric plasma - the medium to which a bulk of our furtliecussion is applied - is in a state of highly developed
turbulence. Structure functions are defined as statigticathents of the increments of a turbulent fialg) as

S(r) = (lu(x+r) —ux)[%, (21)

wherer is a separation vector, amgis a real number. In the original K41 theornyx) is assumed to be a fluctuating
velocity field, however the structure functions techniguapplicable for any random variable, in both temporal and
spatial domains,€(.g., Stolovitzky and Sreenivasan 1992; Consolgti,al. 1999; Buchlinet al. 2006; Uritskyet al.
2007). For example, in Figures 3—7 the structure functichnigue is applied for the longitudinal component of the
photospheric magnetic field. Structure functions, catedavithin the inertial range of scales,(n <r <L, wheren

is a spatial scale where the influence of viscosity beconggsfsiant and. is a scaling factor for the whole system)
are described by a power law (Kolmogorov 1941; Monin and &¥agl 975; Frisch 1995),

Sy(r) ~ (& (x) - 1)Y3 ~ (1?0, (22)

whereg; (x) is the energy dissipation, averaged over a sphere of size

The function{ (q) describes one of the most important characteristics oftutent field. In order to estimate this
function, Kolmogorov assumed that for fully developed tuemce {.e.,turbulence at high Reynolds number when the
inertial force vastly exceeds the viscous force), the podlta distribution laws of velocity increments depend pnl
on the first moment, of the functiong; (x). Replacings (x) in equation (22) by we have

S(r) ~ (13 =C.r3, (23)
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whereC is a constant. As a result, functidriq) is defined as a straight line with a slope ¢gf31

{(q)=0/3.. (24)

Kolmogorov further realized (see also formulation of Lamdabjection concerning the original K41 theory in Frisch
1995) that such an assumption is very rigid and turbulem¢ ssanot homogeneous across spatial scales. There is a
greater spatial concentration of turbulent activity at Benacales than at larger scales. This indicates that teeggn
flow and dissipation do not occur everywhere, and that theggraissipation field should be highly inhomogeneous,

AR NOAA 0501, Nov 19, 2003, 10:04 UT

o 100¢

10
0.1 1 10 100 1 2 3 4 5 6
r, Mm q ]

Fig. 3.— Structure function$;(r) (upper lef} calculated from a magnetogram of active region NOAA AR 1Db9
Equation (21)Lower left: - flatness functioffr (r) calculated from the structure functions by Equation (31¢rel;(r)
use the longitudinal component of the magnetic fieldfoiMertical dotted lines mark the interval of multifractalit
Ar,where flatness grows as power law whetecreases. The intendt is also marked in upper left frame. The power
index k is determined withimAr. The slope ofSy(r), defined for eachy within Ar, is {(q) function upper righ),
which is a concave for a multifractal and straight line for amofractal.Lower right: - functionh(q) is a derivative
of {(qg). The interval between the maximum and minimum valuds(qj is defined as a degree of multifractalifyh.
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intermittent, and follows a power law,
(& ()P) ~ 7P, (25)

wherep is a real number. Then equation (22) may be rewritten as
Sy(r) ~ (& () - 1)V3 = (& (x)) V3193 = (1@/3) a3 (26)

or
¢(q)=1(q/3)+0a/3. (27)

Equation (27) is referred to as the refined Kolmogorov's thied fully developed turbulence (Kolmogorov 1962a,b;
Monin and Yaglom 1975; Frisch 1995). One can see from equf@) that the functiorf (q) deviates from the
straightq/3 line - the deviation is caused by the scaling propertiesfi#id of energy dissipation.

Important information on a turbulent field can be derivedrrthe functions{(q) that can be obtained from
experimental data. The value of the functiomjat 6 deserves special attention because it defines a power index

B=1-7(6) (28)

of a spectrunk(®) of energy dissipatios(x):
E@ (k) ~ kP, (29)

wherek is a wave number as discussed in Section 3.1.3 below. By meg<gl(q) from experimental data and using
equation (27) one can calculate the scaling expomémt3) in equation (25) for the energy dissipation field. The
derivative of{ (q),

_ d¢(q)
can also be obtained by using thég) function (Figure 3right botton). The deviation oh(q) from a constant value
is a direct manifestation ahtermittencyin a turbulence field, which is equivalent to the tammltifractality in fractal
terminology (see further discussion in Section 3.1.3).

(30)

2.2.1. The flatness function as an output of two structuretions

The weakest point in the above technique is to determinedalke sangeAr, where the slopé€(q) is to be
calculated (see Figure 3). Abramenko (2005a) used the $istfumction, defined as a ratio of the fourth statistical
moment to the square of the second statistical moment, tahig the range of multifractalityyr. Another option is
to use higher statistical moments to calculate the (hyfi@ingss, namely, the ratio of the sixth moment to the cube of
the second:

F(r) =Ss(r)/(S())>. (31)

For monofractal structures, the flatneBgr) is not dependent on the scale, On the contrary, for a multifractal
structure, the flatness grows as a power law, when the saddereasesF(r) ~ kX. The intervalAr of the power
law is well defined between the two cutoffs of the spectrune (Bigure 3, bottom left). The power index of the
flatness functionk, can be used as a measure of multifractality - more comptexktsires have steepBi(r) spectra.
Moreover, the intervalr outlines the range of scales where the property of multifdétg and intermittency is met.
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2.2.2. Connection to the multifractality spectruniea

The function{ (q) is a straight line for a monofractal, due to a global scalevirance, whereas it has a concave
shape in case of a multifractal. The degree of concavityusilismeasured by functioh(q) = {(q)/dg. All values
of h within some range are permitted for a multifractal. For egalne ofh there is a monofractal with amdependent
dimensionD(h) at which the scaling holds with exponemt This representation of multifractality is based on the
increments of the field and has its roots in the K41 theory dfulence. A second representation is based on the
dissipation.g, of the field energy, which relies on the K41 result statingt field increments over a distancacale
as (er)Y/3, known as the refined similarity hypothesis Monin and Yagid®75). In multifractal terminology, the
refined scaling hypothesis means that for any singularigxpbnentr of r, there exists an associated singularity of
exponenh = a /3 for the field of the same set, which has the same dimer3{bi Usually, it is very difficult to
measure the local dissipation in the 3D space, and so onerdional space averages of the dissipation are typically
used. The corresponding dimensibfor) = D(h) — (d — 1) is lowered by two units (for the space dimensiba- 3)
where one-dimensional cuts of a 3D structure are taken.diitératuref (a) is often referred as the multifractality
spectrum é.g.,Feder 1988; Lawrencet al. 1993; Frisch 1995; Schroeder 2000; Conédral. 2008; McAteeret al.
2010). The values db(h), in turn, can be calculated as a Legendre transforfyqf Frisch (1995),

D(h(q)) = infq(d +gh(q) — {(q)). (32)

When{(q) is concave, then for a given real valuegpthe extremum in Eq. 32 is attained at the unique val(e),
and

D(ho(a)) = d+gho(a) — {(q)). (33)

AR NOAA 9077, Jul 13, 2000, 17:10 UT AR NOAA 0061, Aug 9, 2002, 12:00 UT
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Fig. 4.— Structure functionSy(r), flatness functior(r) and {(q) function from a magnetogram of high-flaring
NOAA AR 9077 (eft, Ah = 0.48), and from a magnetogram of low-flaring NOAA AR 1008igkt, Ah = 0.06). The
multifractality indexk is the slope of (r) calculated insidér. Other notations are the same as in Figure 3.
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The result of the structure function method as applied tarsattive region magnetograms are presented in
Figure 4 (Abramenket al. 2002; Abramenko 2005a,b; Abramenko and Yurchyshyn 2010he Scaling behavior
of the structure functions is different for each region. B complex and flare-productive NOAA AR 9077 there
is a well-defined range of scales; = (4 —23) Mm where flatnes§ (r) grows with the power index = —1.17 as
r decreases. Functiof(q) is concave and the correspondifig~ 0.5. This implies a multifractal structure of the
magnetic field in this active region. To the contrary, theamon-flaring NOAA AR 10061 (Figure 4, right) exhibits
a flatness function that undulates around a horizontal irtéch implies a monofractal character of the magnetic
field. The function{(q) is nearly a straight line with a vanishing value&ifi ~ 0.05. Time profiles ofAh for the
two active regions are compared in Figure 5. The non-flari@g\W AR 10061 persistently displays lower degree of
multifractality, as well as lower X-ray flux, than the flaringDAA AR 9077 does. Figure 6 demonstrates the statistical
relationship between the multifractality indexand a flaring indexA for 214 regions (Abramenko and Yurchyshyn
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Fig. 5.— Time variations of the measure of multifractaliii, (left axig, and GOES soft X-ray fluxight axis, dashed
lines) plotted for six-hour time intervals for the two active regs. Data for NOAA AR 9077réd lineg were obtained
between 17:00 and 23:00 UT on July 13, 2000 and data for NOAABBE1 green line¥refer to an interval between
11:00 and 17:00 UT on August 9, 2002.
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2010), from which it is clear that the higher degree of mrdtitality of the magnetic field may be associated with
stronger flare productivity of an active region. Here theefliadexA characterizes the flare productivity of an active
region per day, being equal to 1 (100) when the specific flanelymtivity is one C1.0 (X1.0) flare per day. More
examples of multifractality spectig(a) are shown in Figure 7 (Abramenko and Yurchyshyn 2010). Onesea that
the most complex and flare-productive regions (left frameigure 7) exhibit broader spectra as compared to that of
non-flaring regions (right frame). This means that a set ofofiactals that form an observed multifractal, is much
more broad in flare-productive regions as compared to noimdlaegions.

N =214

e’ o CC=-0.63

Flaring Index, A

-2 -1 0 1 2
Multifractality Index, K

Fig. 6.— Flaring indexA, plotted versus the multifractality index, for 214 regions. The Pearson correlation
coefficient is -0.63. From Abramenko and Yurchyshyn (2010).
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2.3. Application Oriented Methods

As discussed in Section 2.1, the classical autocorrel&@6 detection methods are explicit in theory, but are
often challenging in terms of practical application to phgbsystems, such as the solar atmosphere or the tectonic
environment. Over the previous 25 years, and through thiigeo of several numerical SOC models created to ex-
plain existing physical systems, a variety of applicatwiented methods have been developed that together camnpris
a useful toolkit for the detection of the SOC state. In pritesi when the SOC state is reached the system experiences
instabilities of all sizes, clustered in cascades of elg¢argrevents, or avalanches, all triggered by fixed and small
(with respect to the critical threshold) or variable, buattistically small, perturbations (for the latter set of S@Gd-
els, see Georgoulis and Vlahos (1996, 1998)). The main featuthis marginally stable SOC state, where a given
small perturbation can cause avalanches of all segs,Kadanoff 1991; Newmaat al. 1996) is precisely the absence
of a preferred scale for avalanche size. This leads to rgimwéer laws if one examines the distribution function of
the event sizes (Section 3.2.1). In this sense, a nonlingardical system realizes the SOC state as a statistically-
stationary state far from equilibrium. We review these titoilzutes of marginal stability and statistical statiabar
as practical detection methods for an SOC state. We theeriragecent non-evolutionary diagnostic SOC-state test
and finally discuss block-scaling methodology is detail.

2.3.1. Marginal stability: a spatially averaged criticali@ntity

The diagnostic SOC detection method of marginal stabiitpased on the stabilization of a spatially averaged
system parameteicg., the parameter compared with the critical threshold. Appythis method to the classical 2D
cellular automaton sandpile model of Bakal. (1987), it is assumed that each point (x,y) of the square grid
corresponds to the space occupied by a sand grain. The fiekbhes in this model are the heighgx,y,t) and the
slopeG(x,y,t) of the accumulated sand at every point, (x,y) of the system and in every time stepf its evolution.
Referring to the classical cellular automaton, both spackiane are discretized: the automaton consists of a discret
grid , e.g., (X,y) in 2D, where each grid site has a positioctmd with integer components. The automaton also has
two discrete time-scales, namely an integer time stepat,ititcreases by one with each application of the automaton
rules, and an integer iteration that increases by one emehtkie system is perturbed. The sldpe, y,t) at a specific
point of this automaton’s sandpile and for the specific tinie defined as the height difference between the height
h(x,y,t) at the poini = (x,y) and the average height of the adjacent grid pdﬁ(it};.

h(t) = %[h(x—% Lyt)+h(x—21yt)+h(xy+1t)+h(xy—1t)]. (34)
Therefore, the slop&(x,y;t) is defined as3(x,y,t) = h(x,y,t) — h(t). Thetransitionrules describing the evolution
of the system when a sand grain is added at a random peirtk,y) of the grid at timet are defined ab(x,y,t) —
h(x,y,t) + 1. The instability criterion embedded in the transitioneribf the system reflects a critical value of the
slopeGc. A pointi = (x,y) of the system is considered unstable when the inequalityy,t) > G is fulfilled. When
such an instability occurs at the point (x,y) and at the timé, then the dynamical system responds at the timé
according to the following evolution or redistribution egl|

h(x,y,t+1) =h(xy,t) -4, (35)
h(xt1,yt+1)=h(xx1lyt)+1, (36)
h(x,y:=1,t+1)=h(x,y£1,t)+1. (37)

Transition and evolution rules comprise the driving andxation mechanisms, respectively, that inexorably lead th
system to marginal stability. A practical SOC-state déd@ctnechanism based on this marginal stability reached by
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system in such a state was presented by Georgoulis (20003. nfdchanism monitored the temporal evolution of
the mean value of the field variable(s) that determine(s)rtbbility threshold for the system. For the Bekal.
(1987) model described above, Georgoulis (2000) monittdredemporal evolution of the mean heidht) of the

sandpile throughout the grid, wheert) = fh(i*”‘“, with i being the position vector. Equivalently, one can monitor

_ g _ o
the temporal evolution of the mean slopé) throughout the grid, wher@(t) = jGj(.'(’jti)d'

both critical-slope and critical-height cellular automatodels (Kadanoft al. 1989).

, as SOC can be reached in

Figure 8 presents the temporal evolution of the mean heHTgh) and the mean slopé_(t) for a 3D sandpile
cellular automaton model with dimensions @0 x 20. Initially both the mean heigh’d_(t) and the mean slope
é(t) are increasing. This ascending course corresponds to ¢fueisee of the metastable states, through which the
system evolves towards the SOC state. This marginallyeststhte is reflected in the stabilization of both variables
after the dashed vertical line. This line determines theetim system iterations, after which the system enters the
SOC state, generating avalanches lacking a characteststie in size or duration. Figure 8 also shows that after the
SOC state is reached, the mean slélie) stabilizes around a value slightly lower than that of théiaal threshold
Gc. In the cellular automaton model used in this example, titeal threshold (horizontal dashed line)& = 10,

in arbitrary system units. In addition, the SOC state is medcafter~ 4.8 x 10° iterations, which corresponds to
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Fig. 8.— Time evolution of the mean heightt) and the mean slop@(t) for a 3D statistical Flare cellular automaton
sandpile with dimensions 2020 20. The dashed vertical line corresponds to the time at wihielsystem enters
the SOC state. The horizontal dashed line corresponds teritieal threshold value of the slope, which defines the
instability criterion of the system. From Georgoulis (2P00
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~ 0.6N? jterations, wheréN = 8 x 10% is the number of nodes, or grid sites, in the SOC system used Hehis
number of iterations is in order-of-magnitude agreemett Wie prediction of Charbonneat al. (2001) regarding
the number of iterations needed to reach SO, whered is the Euclidean dimension of the system), although the
proportionality factor here is- 1, where in the prediction of Charbonnegtal. (2001) it is typically>> 1. Possibly
this is due to the fact that the statistical flare model of @ealis and Vlahos (1996, 1998), which is the one used in
Figure 8, does not apply a fixed, infinitesimal driving, buhex uses a perturbation of variable amplitude that is small
on average as compared to the critical threshold. This appeahorten the driving time needed for the system to
reach the SOC state.

The same method was adopted by Dimitropowdoal. (2011) for the detection of the SOC state in a 3D cellular
automaton that included vector, rather than scalar, magfields such as the seminal models of Lu and Hamilton
(1991) and Luet al. (1993). The novel element of this work, however, is that thegnetic field vector iglata-
driven i.e., relying on actual solar active regions. The modetwseobserved photospheric vector magnetogram of
a given active region and extrapolates it via a nonlinearddree extrapolation (Wiegelmann 2008) into the overlay-
ing corona, thus obtaining the initial 3D vector field. Thanfiguration is subsequently evolved into the SOC state
using conventional cellular-automata rules. This modsliteen coined the static integrated flare model (S-IFM) by
Dimitropoulouet al. (2011) because it refers to a single, simultaneous magratodn this model it is assumed that
instabilities occur if the magnetic field stress exceedstaal threshold. For every site within a cubic grid with
dimensions 3% 32 x 32, the magnetic field stre§(r) is calculated aGay(r) = |Gav(r)| where

Gau(r) = B(r) ~ - 5 Bun(r) (38)

wherennis the number of nearest neighbors for eachrs@adBn,(r) is the magnetic field vector of these neighbors.
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Fig. 9.— Average LaplaciaG,y, over the grid for 3x 10° timesteps for NOAA 10570G,y increases gradually for
1.4 x 10° timesteps, after which the SOC state is reached, @ith< G¢; = 10G. From Dimitropoulotet al.(2011).
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Depending on the location of each site within the volume rihmber of nearest neighbama can be 3, 4, 5, or 6 in
3D, for an edge, vertex, boundary or interior location of éixamined grid site, respectively. &,y is related to the
diffusive term of the induction equation, it was selectedDignitropoulouet al. (2011) to be compared against the
critical quantity of the system such that every site (i, j, k) for which the inequalityGay ;, > Ger = 10G is satisfied

is considered unstable and undergoes magnetic field ragtingaccording to specific evolution rules. By monitoring
the volume averagé_a\, of the critical quantityG,y, it was shown thaéa\, increases gradually during the continuous
driving of the system. When the system reaches the SOC Satstabilizes around a value slightly lower than the
threshold valués,,. Figure 9 showsS,y value over 3< 10° time steps for a solar active region (NOAA AR 10570).
Gav increases up to time step 1.4 x 10°, thereafter asymptotically tending to the critical threlshat G¢, = 10G.

A second indication that the system has reached the SOCisthizt the total volume energy attains an asymptotic
value stemming from the competing tendencies of injectingrgy in the system via driving and dissipating it via
relaxation events. Figure 10 shows the logarithm of themalunagnetic enerdg¥;qia st after each scan of the grid for
possible re-distributiongE; a1t Shows when the system appears to reach the SOC state, namelgiiterations, or

~ (1/32) x N3, whereN = 328 is the number of system nodes in this case. This is again diimeally consistent with
the prediction of Charbonneatial. (2001), although the proportionality factor is much snraten the one predicted
in that study, even though the driving perturbations in Diapoulouet al. (2011) have a fixed amplitude.
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Fig. 10.— Total Volume Energy, lag(Ewtaft), after each redistribution for NOAA AR 10570. As in FigureBstart
increases gradually until an asymptotic stable state hezh From Dimitropouloet al. (2011).
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2.3.2. Statistical stationarity: number of avalanches fieed time interval

Statistical stationarity can also be used as an appliechd&@g method towards the detection of the SOC state.
This is based on the premise that after a dynamical systenetased the SOC state, the number of avalanches
produced within a fixed time interval will vary around a wedffthed average value Georgoulis (2000). Figure 11 shows
an example of this variance that corresponds to the samelBDac@automaton model of Georgoulis (2000) described
in Figure 8. In particular, Figure 11 shows a time series efrttmber of avalanches produced in fixed time intervals
consisting of 1000 model iterations. A new iteration isgeged when a sand grain is added to the modeled sandpile at
one specific, randomly chosen, grid poiné(, h(x,y,t) — h(x,y,t) + 1, as above). In accordance to conventional SOC
models, the driving of the system is not continuous, withhea@w iteration requiring the complete relaxation of all
avalanches in the system. As a result of the statisticdbstatty embedded in the SOC state dynamics, the number
of avalanches per 1000 iterations varies around a well db&merage value o£50 events, regardless of event size.

The same method was applied to the static, data-drivergraied flare model (Dimitropouloet al. 2011), as
described in the previous paragraph. Figure 12 shows thage@umber of avalanches, this time for a single vector
magnetogram of the observed NOAA AR 11158, as a functione§timulation iterations. The driving of the system
is also not continuous and is applied to a single, randomppidt as long as there are no ongoing avalanches. It is
shown that after approximately the first 130,000 iteratittresaverage number of the produced avalanches stabilizes
around~450 events per 1000 iterations, which attests to the statilst stationary SOC state reached by the system.

2.3.3. Non-evolutionary diagnostic SOC-state test

A third SOC-state test is made possible from the couplingibeh two data-driven solar flare cellular automata
models: the static (S-IFM) model and the dynamic (D-IFM) mlodRather than detecting the SOC state in line with
the previous tests (i.e., on an evolution time series of gipesSOC system), this non-evolutionary diagnostic aims
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Fig. 11.— Time series of the number of avalanches produced @@0 iterations for the same 3D statistical flare
cellular automaton model discussed in Figure 8. A statitabilization of the average number of events is shown,
after the system has reached the SOC state, beyond thefilsi%iterations. From Georgoulis (2000).
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to determine whether a given 3D snapshot magnetic configarabuld be in the SOC state. Both the classical (e.g.,
autocorrelation test of Section 2.1) and the applied metlvdanarginal stability and statistical stationarity testly

on an SOC-state detection based on a continuous monitofitng @volution of a potential SOC system. This non-
evolutionary test instead offers an indication of whetheiirestantaneously observed systenpassiblyin an SOC
state, among other possible physical mechanisms that mayéait to the observed configuration.

A brief description of the D-IFM method is attempted heredontext: in D-IFM, the single vector magnetogram
of S-IFM is replaced by a time series of vector magnetogramagiven active region. Each magnetogram of the time
series is subjected to the S-IFM methodology, i.e., arahitbnlinear force-free extrapolation to obtain the 3D calo
magnetic field and a randomly driven evolution into the SCiiestEach magnetic configuration is confirmed to have
reached the SOC state through the marginal stability anidtital stationarity tests. The D-IFM then proceeds by
slowly driving the magnetic configuration from the one 3D S&fapshot to the next via a spline interpolation of the
magnetic field components. The number of iterations is ffyic>> 1 for observational cadence of the order tens of
minutes and depends on the Alfvén time required to crosstarttie equal to the line element (pixel size) assuming a
constant, typical coronal Alfven speed of 8€m/s (Dimitropoulotet al. 2013, Table 3). In this course, avalanches
occur and are relaxed, giving rise to a sequence of SOC-statiets with properties that are studied statistically.
Figure 13 depicts this basic D-IFM concept applied to a tierées of 7 vector magnetograms of the observed NOAA
AR 8210. Avalanches occur when the critical threshold of riegnetic field Laplacian is exceeded. Moreover,
numerous sequences, or groups, of 3D configurations cantamed, for each of which one may independently apply
the D-IFM and collect the statistics jointly.

Itis this coupling between the static and dynamic modelsitispires the concept of the following non-evolutionary
diagnostic SOC-test. The principal idea is to apply the B-t6 an observation (vector magnetogram), leading the
initial NLFF field solution into a SOC-state magnetic confafion. The random forcing of the S-IFM will give rise
to a very different SOC-state configuration, as compareldartitial NLFF field solution. Then, the same instability
criterion is used to revert the configuration to the initidlf¥F field solution via the D-IFMi.e.,through a continuous
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Fig. 12.— Time series of the average number of avalanchedupeal per 1000 iterations for the static, data-driven
cellular automaton of NOAA AR 11158. A statistical stahdliion of the average number of events is shown, after the
system has reached the SOC state, beyond the first 130,6its. From Dimitropouloet al. (2011).
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interpolation. Since the final S-IFM snapshot is proved teelr@ached the SOC state and the D-IFM demonstrably
retains the SOC characteristics, reverting this snapshtitet original NLFF field solution via the D-IFM is a good
indication that the initial NLFF field is indeed in a SOC staléis would be impossible to claim otherwise for any
given static 3D magnetic field solution.

Figure 14 presents the S-IFM part of the non-evolutionaagdostic SOC-test concept applied to the observed
NOAA AR 11158. Figure 14a depicts the vertical componenhefdtudied photospheric vector magnetogram, while
Figure 14b shows the preprocessing necessary in order lptaps-1FM, namely the re-binning of the magnetogram
into a grid of 32x32 (left) and the subsequent 3D nonlineerdefree extrapolation (right). The choice of coarse grid
resolution is determined by computational power availdbtehe iterations. Figure 14c illustrates the photosgheri
vertical field component (left) and the corresponding 3Dooatt configuration (right) after the S-IFM application
for 2.5 x 1C° iterations. Notice the severe distortion of the magnetid fictor, caused by the randomness of the
S-IFM forcing. This configuration, however, is both a valice( divergence-free) magnetic field solution and is
demonstrably in the SOC state. Retaining the same indtathilieshold, the D-IFM is then applied, aiming to revert
the 3D configuration of Figure 14c into that of Figure 14bhwhe results shown in Figure 15. Evidently, the system
reverts back to the configuration of Figure 14b aftet(® iterations. The marginal stability test shows that theesyst
remains in the SOC state until the end of the simulation, Aedefore in the course of the continuous interpolation
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Fig. 13.— Graphical description of the D-IFM, applied to tt@ magnetograms of NOAA AR 8210: each vertical
sequence indicates a separate application of the S-IFMitgkedVM vector magnetogram. This leads to 7 3D SOC-
state magnetic field configurations that can be evolved inidelfy. For each horizontal group of 7 3D configurations, a
spline interpolation progresses the magnetic field vectnfthe one to the next configuration, collecting avalanches
and their properties. This action corresponds to a singidicgtion of the D-IFM. In this test, 16,235 events (i.e.,
septuplet groups) have been collected in order to attaficsuft statistics. From Dimitropouloet al. (2013).
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b)

Fig. 14.— a) Observed vertical component of NOAA AR 11158 Eebruary 2011, 15:58:12 UT). b) Left: re-
binned photospheric magnetic field to grid dimensionsx&2. Right: extrapolated coronal magnetic field with grid

dimensions 3% 32 x 32. c) Similar tob, but after the S-IFM application for.2 x 10° iterations.
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Fig. 15.— Non-evolutionary SOC test run on a snapshot of be=oved NOAA AR 11158, shown in Figure 14. The
S-IFM has brought the snapshot to an SOC state af@8 x 10° iterations. This is confirmed by the stabilization of
the averaged slope in the grid (curve). To ensure the unarabgjevolution to the SOC state, the S-IFM is applied
for an additional 5 x 10° iterations (vertical line). The system is then revertedkttacthe initial 3D-extrapolated

magnetic configuration via the D-IFM, reaching it aftetL0® iterations, without exiting the SOC state.
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to the initial 3D field. Continuous interpolation would na possible if the critical threshol@c, for the extrapolated
field in Figure 14 was not the same with the one in the S-IFM.

This simple SOC diagnostic suggests that both observedand-free extrapolated solar magnetic configura-
tions may already be in an SOC state - at least this is indidagghe successful test on NOAA AR 11158. It should
be followed by including an investigation on how a far-fraquilibrium, SOC, state prevails on a force-free equilib-
rium magnetic field solution. If confirmed this finding may kamportant ramifications on whether the global solar
magnetic field, at least the lo@-corona, is into an SOC state or whether this feature restiacmany, most, or all)
active regions. This aligns with the discussion on open lerab and questions in SOC applicability, detailed in the
review of Aschwandeet al. (2014).

2.3.4. Block scaling

A sum rule, similar to equation (20) above relatilyg, andC(r1,t,r2,t), can be used to extract scaling in systems
when very little data is available. Although the basic cqiadso applies to the variance and thus to the two-point
correlation function, it can be applied much more direatlyphe-point functions,e., to the basic degree of freedom
o(r,t) (the local activity, energy density, particle dengitg). SOC occurs only right at the critical point, therefore
the globally averaged activity (the order parameter) ismadly very small. Although there are strong spatio-tempora
fluctuations i.e.,the activity might flare up locally and even globally on oGoa¥the local activity (or generally order
parameter density) can be averaged spatially over locahpat In the following section, these patches are refeored t
asblocks There areN = (L/¢)¢ such blocks of linear extensidhin a d-dimensional system\/, with overall linear
extensionL. Within each such blocB; (such as illustrated in Figure 16a) the local activity dgnsan be defined as

a) =7 [y, (39)

first suggested by Binder (1981) for the order parameter @rr@iimagnetic phase transition. Obviously, the arithmetic
mean over the blocks is invariant under a changé because

N .
Syan=rg [drery. (40)

independently of. One may introduce, however, a level of activityeffectively a threshold, which has to be present
somewhere in the patch if the patch is to be considered astye

ai(t) = 6(max{e(r,t)[r e B} —T), (41)

wheref denotes the Heaviside theta function and g, t)|r € B;}) is the maximum activityp(r,t) in the blockB;.

As a resulig;(t) is unity if @(r,t) exceed§ somewhere in aactiveblock. Otherwise, it vanishes. To facilitate better
data analysisg(r,t) may be a function of the original raw data, with a backgroumtisacted and/or the modulus
taken to make it non-negative. Conditioning the averagetiweablocks produces the conditional activity

_sMama)
sNai(t)
i.e.,p is the average activity exceeding the threshold. This qtyattisplays a dependence énas opposed to Eq. (40)
(which displays so such dependence). In the presence @flations, non-vanishing (t) is indicative of large levels
of activity in the whole block, such thai(t,#) should increase a&decreases. This is strictly true for= 0 and
non-negativep(r,t), in which cas& N a; ()@ (t) = SN @ (t), becausey(t) = 0 implies@(t) = 0if T = 0. In that case

p(t. ) : (42)
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yNa(t)/N cannotincrease dlecreases and gxt, /) increases with decreasifigit is a matter of standard finite size
scaling thato(t,¢) O ¢~P/vL (Pruessner 2008) witB /v, = (d — 2+ n)/2 from the usual scaling relations (Lilbeck
2004; Pruessner 2012). Tf = 0, the scaling is driven by the dominator in Eg. (42) and an®tm counting the
number of blocks containing a certain level of activityr ,t). The procedure is then not dissimilar to the box-counting
method used in the study of fractals (Falconer 2003; McA¢¢at. 2005).

The same behaviop,(t,¢) 0¢~(9-2+1)/2is expected foll > 0, as the fraction of blocks with some activity above
the threshold decreases with decreaginghile those blocks containing such high levels generally have a higher
average activityi(t), i.e.,the numerator is expected to increase and the denominatiectease with decreasirig
As suggested by the exponentsee Eq. (10), the scaling pf(t, ¢) is indicative of correlations. If blocks are large,
then most of them will exceed the threshold somewheee they will be active) and in facb(t,¢) approaches the
unconditional average Eq. (40) &s> L (as long as the threshold is smaller than the global maximifrg|r,t) were
completely independent at differenthen selecting them according to activity exceeding a tholesamounts to a
random, independent selection. Provided only that theldslace big enough that the single site where the threshold
is exceeded does not introduce a significant g /) will barely increase with decreasigeven when working on
a lattice. Correlations, however, have the effect thatmegiwith an activity beyond a certain threshold are generall
more active, or, in the case of anti-correlations, signifilyeless active.

A relation similar top(t,¢) O ¢~(4-21)/2 gpplies to the variance of the conditional activity, thathis variance
of @(t) conditional tog(r,t) exceeding some threshold within the block. In effect, blsciling gives access to finite
size scaling, without changing the system size. In blockrsgahe cutoff in correlations, avalanche size distribns
etc, is implemented not by the system size, but by the block sizewever, the linear extent of the blo¢kis an
additional scale whose upper cutoff is set by the system size. Properstic scaling can be expected only when
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(a) HMI Magnetogram from 11 Feb 2014. (b) Block scaling of the conditional activity extracted
from the image.

Fig. 16.— A block scaling analysis of a snapshot of an HMI Metggram (11 Feb 2014). (a) The large quadratic patch
covering most of the sun (25602560 pixels) is divided into smaller blocks (herg 5 blocks of linear extension 512,
some of which are labelled) as shown by the dotted lines,L= 2560,¢ = 512. (b) Processing the data as described
in the text produces a narrow scaling region with an appraténexponent.86. Ordinatep(t,¢) denotes the activity

at the timet when the snapshot in (a) was taken averaged over those lbsk= ¢ which exceed a (high) threshold

T somewhere within the block.
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¢/L < 1. On the other hand,>> a (the lattice spacing or some other microscopic cutoff) nestulfilled to avoid
some smaller scale physics or other effects such as resoliritations to take over and dominate the behavior of
p(t,¢). Block scaling therefore is a form of intermediate scaliBgrenblatt 1996).

Nevertheless, the block scaling method provides accesw/tmbe range of scales, even when, ultimately, it can-
not replace finite size scaling. It is a tool to quantify ctatiens allowing a possible universality class to be id@di
It has the advantage of requiring little data such as a simgfiéighly resolved snapshot. It is in effect a sub-sampling
scheme (Havlin and Bunde 1996), designed to extract as mifmtmiation as possible from a (comparatively) sparse
source. However, although block scaling instantly indisahe presence of correlations and its scaling, it canmed se
as an unique indicator for the presence of SOC.

Figure 16 shows the results of a block scaling procedureiegppd a full disk solar magnetogram. By design,
this process specifically filters the active region patchemsifthe quiet Sun. The data encoded in the grey-level of
the magnetogram were processed by taking the modulus otthatabn from the overall average, and considering as
active only those regions which are close to the maximum.therowords, the magnetic field in regions that count
as active deviate very strongly from the mean magnetic figigure 16b shows a narrow region of power law, which
may terminate or bend for very small patch sizes, where th#/sis gets close to the resolution limit. Correlations of
strong active regions are of course expected and FigureHtdias$3 /v = 0.66 and thereforg ~ 1.32 in the present
case, again comparatively large. For comparispr; 1.54 in the Manna Model (Lubeck 2004; Pruessner 2012) in
two dimensions.
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3. Detection of SOC-state events

With a powerful set of tools designed to study the correfatioxpected to be present between features in SOC
systems, we now turn our focus to the question of what detersna feature. In this contextfi@atureis considered
as collection of density enhancements in space, a variatiobme, or a variation of density enhancements in spatio-
temporal data. In this section we discuss the relevant problwith each method, and review some method-specific
tools that have been determined as useful tools for ana\&dC systems.

3.1. FeatureDetection in the Spatial Domain
3.1.1. Thresholding

Feature detection in space usually consists of dealinga@tdimensional greyscale image captured on a charge-
coupled device (CCD), and often calibratedy.,simple CCD considerations of flatfielding, dark subtractatg. have
been removed). However, these data still remain in digitedlper (DN) space. As such, the scientist usually considers
a series of image processing routinesg(,based on standard procedures available in Falconer and3(2668), or
Starck and Murtagh (2006)) that can be used to identify f@ke8OC features, to separate them from any noise or
non-SOC background, and to characterize them for furthallyais. One of the simplest approaches is to apply a fixed
threshold in DN space, and group contiguous pixels into eatufe. One of the earliest uses of this thresholding and
grouping was in studies of colloidal dynamics or Browniantioo (Perrin 1920; Crocker and Grier 1996), and the
use of such an algorithm extends to diffusion limited aggties (Efron 1982), particles in Saturn’s rings (Zebker
et al. 1985), and urban growth (Batst al. 1989). The case study of solar bright points - small scalertdlved
brightenings in the solar corona - provide some insight the® power of such a method. The threshold is usually
considered at 2 or 3 standard deviation amplitudes abovelghbaund meand.g.,McAteeret al. 2002, 2003). By
adding on rules regarding feature size and feature lifefiM@Ateer 2003), this procedure makes it possible to track
features over a sequence of imageg(DeForeset al. 2007; Lambet al. 2008, 2010; Kirket al. 2012, 2013). With
such set of extracted features, the final step is a searclof@lations and power laws in their distributions (Krucker
and Benz 1998; Parnell and Jupp 2000; Paretetll. 2009). Although thresholding and grouping provides a seampl
and convenient method of identifying features, it is alsangrto problems with sensitivity in the chosen threshold and
in differentiating between feature disappearance andfeatumping.

3.1.2. A volumetric consideration

One method to overcome the known problems associated wigkhblding and grouping is to use multiple im-
ages of the same feature, as observed at different wavakerigtastrophysical observations, power-law distritgio
of fluxes or fluences of candidate SOC events have been mdasuaémost every wavelength, from gamma-rays,
hard X-rays, soft X-rays, EUV, visible light, to radio wagelgths. While numerical lattice simulations of SOC mod-
els quantify the size of an SOC event simply by the number tit@aodes that are unstable and subject to a local
re-distribution during any time of an SOC avalanche, the sizan astrophysical SOC avalanche can only be quanti-
fied in terms of an observed flux or fluenice., the time-integrated flux over the duration of an avalanchewéver,
astrophysical fluxes or intensities, with physical unitseokrgy per time unit, are wavelength-dependent, and thus
depend on the instrumental wavelength filter responseifumaxpressed as a function of emission measure per tem-
perature unitR(T). There are different methods to convert the observed flximvelength-independent quantities
that can be suitable for the characterization of the sizendb@C avalanche: conversion into radiated eneirgy,
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E = Nphothv = Nphothc/A, wherenpng is the number of photons that produce a fiyx conversion into an emission
measure by inversion of the fls = [[dEM/dT] R(T)dT; conversion into thermal ener@y, = 3neksTeV, which
requires a determination of the electron densétg(,from the volumetric emission measurg,= /EM/V) and the
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electron temperatur&. Whatever quantity is preferred to characterize the sizndsOC avalanche, this is an extra
step that is usually not part of any numerical or mathembBHE&C theory.
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Fig. 18.— Size distribution of 155 solar flare areas, obt@ing different wavelengths (represented in different tolo
with the wavelengths indicated on the left side, and thexrafehe power lawap, on the right side). The 155 flare
events include all M- and X-class flares observed with AIACSBuring 2010 May 13 and 2012 March 31. From
Aschwanderet al. (2013).

A study of how events appear in different wavelengths presithsight on the spatial structuring of an SOC
system. Figure 17 shows 7 EUV wavelength images of a large flale just at the peak of the emission, observed
with AIA/SDO on 2011 February 15, 01:50 UT. A bright sigmdigdnite structure is evident in the core of the active
region, evidence of a high emission measure and a high{gidresited plasma, confined in a helically twisted magnetic
filament. Brightness contour levels at 50% and 75% of the flaximum, include somewhat less dense heated plasma
loops that surround the core, and make up a substantialdnaattthe active region. Using 50% contours to demarcate
the flare ared\(t), the relative size varies considerably across differenveleagths, with a minimum size in the 94
A filter, and a maximum size in the 198filter. To measure the actual flare a@), one has to subtract a pre-event
background imagé\(tp), which will filter out all static emission from the active ieg. It is usually not possible to
know a priori which wavelength is the best to measure the flare area, orflutxethreshold level is most appropriate
to define the flare area. Thus, it is advisable to measure tre dl@a with different thresholds and in different
wavelengths, in order to determine any possible nonlingalirey between different wavelengths, which could in turn
affect the slope of the power-law distributions of flare ar&A). Such a study has been performed with 5 different
threshold levels and 7 wavelength filters for 155 flares (Astideret al. 2013). The resulting flare area distributions
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are shown in Figure 18, after normalizing the flare area tedimee flux threshold. Almost identical indices are obtained
for the flare areas obtained in the 7 wavelength filters in l€dL8, which indicates that the flare areas measured in
different wavelengths are statistically either identimatliffer only by a fixed proportionality constant. The indiual
indices are also tabulated in Table 1. This result simplffitgre analysis enormously, because it essentially iraplie
that the choice of wavelength does not affect the statistiisdributions of geometric parameters, such as the size
distribution of lengthd., areasA, or volumes/ of candidate SOC events.
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Fig. 19.— Correlations between the observed fluxem 7 different AIA wavelengths with the GOES fllbgoesfor
155 M- and X-class flares observed with AIA/SDO. From Aschdemnand Shimizu (2013).

A complementary study of the wavelength dependence of ebddiuxes provides further insight into SOC pro-
cesses. Figure 19 shows scatterplots of the 7 AlA flare peak fitxes with the higher energy (GOES) soft X-ray
flux, for the same set of 155 M- and X-class flares (Aschwanddr&hnimizu 2013). Apparently there exists a correla-
tion between each of the EUV fluxes and the soft X-ray flux. Thess-correlation coefficients vary froBCC= 0.82
for the 193A filter, which shows the closest correlation with the GOE8 A-flux due to their overlapping high-
temperature response (i.e., the W flter is sensitive to the Fe XXV line at a temperaturelpf 20 MK), down to
CCC = 0.48 for the 304A filter, which is most sensitive to cooler chromosphericspta. Although the proportion-
alities between the EUV and soft X-ray fluxes have some sigmifiscatter, their size distributions are similar, as the
indicesar listed in Table 1 demonstrate. Consequently, it is readertalalso expect near-proportionality for linear
regression fits between the EUV and soft X-ray fluxes, gy O FSVXR with a scaling exponent gf~ 1. Indeed, Ta-
ble 1 shows an average exponenyef 1.1+ 0.2 for these 7 wavelengths. This important result of neapgproonality
of EUV to SXR fluxes implies the wavelength independence of $iae distributions, which again eases comparisons
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Table 1: The index of the power law of size distributions ofdlareasaa and fluxesF,, and scaling exponents
(discussed in Figure 19) for 155 flares observed with AIA/SaiServed in 7 wavelengths.

Instrument Wavelength  Index of Index of Cross correlation
power law of powerlaw exponent
area flux AlAvs. GOES

A [A] an aF y

AlA 94 2.0+0.1 2.2£0.04 1.02:0.12

AlA 131 2.2+0.2 2.0t0.02 1.16:0.12

AlA 171 2.1+0.5 2.0t0.1 0.906t0.11

AlA 193 2.0+0.3 2.0t0.1 1.19+0.10

AlA 211 2.0+0.4 2.10.2 0.8#-0.08

AlA 304 2.1+0.2 2.10.9 1.36t0.25

AlA 335 1.9+0.2 1.9+0.1 1.1740.13

GOES 1-8 1.92

FD-DOC prediction 2.00 2.00 1.00

of SOC statistics in astrophysical objects considerably.

3.1.3. Turbulence and Fractals: A direct 2D fingerprint of SDC?

Direct imaging has the potential to provide a direct fingietpof detecting SOC in the spatial domain. Under
this paradigm, it is assumed that any SOC system will invplower laws across spatial scales, and that this will
manifest in terms of turbulence and fractality (McAte¢rl. 2010; McAteer 2013, 2015). Indeed, since Kolmogorov
(1941) and Mandelbrot (1975) first introduced the ideas dfilence and fractals, respectively, complex systems have
been found to be ubiquitous in many areas of human and naitigaices. Spatial power laws provide the connection
between turbulence and SOC as discussed above in Sectiorh.2alculation of the spatial energy spectrum is given
as

E(k) ~k#, (43)

where the spatial enerdly, varies with wavenumbek, risen to a scaling inde. (whereg = 5/3 for fully developed
turbulence in fluids). Energy in this terminology strictgfers to the energy in the Fourier spectrum of the data. The
scaling index is often calculated from a linear regressith®E (k) plot over a chosen linear range of wave numbers
(see Section 2.2 for examples applied to solar active regiwhere Abramenko (2005a) and Hewadtal. (2008) use
3—10 Mm, see Figure 20). More power at sma(hence large spatial scales) results in a larger scalinexirehd so
large is suggestive of increased complexity in the system. Gadig)(2012) studied a sample comprising hundreds
of solar active regions and showed many of them follow nofritgorov power-spectrum scaling, wifh> 5/3.
Extended to a multi scale approach, this method can be usdiditinate any background non-SOC component Hewett
et al. (2008). Fractals are defined in a similar manner as the geifasity of an image across all scale sizes, or the
scaling index of any length, to areaA,

A~19, (44)

The fractal dimensiong, and various other forms of fractal dimension (see McAt@&13) for a complete list), is
often calculated via a thresholding and contouring apgroddie more complex the thresholded contour, the more
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Fig. 20.— The Fourier spectrum of a 2D slice of the activeaegnagnetic field, plotted in log (k) - log (k) show
a clear linear range as a signature of SOC, and changes avsli27-Oct) to steep (30-Oct). From Hewettal.
(2008).

space it fills, and therefore the larger the fractal dimamsMcAteeret al. (2005) and Conlort al. (2008) use such
an approach to study the complexity of solar active regi@enrgouliet al. (2002) adopt a similar approach to show
the dust-like nature of small scale brightenings. Kestentex. (2010) and Conloret al. (2010) extended this to a
multifractal approach that can be used to eliminate non-8&gkgrounds from images to show a clear relationship
between the remaining multifractal spectrum of an actiygore and its potential to produce large solar flares. The
power of these approaches, as evident in Figure 7 and FigusetBat they may provide a means of linking the clear
time-varying nature of SOC avalanches in the emission franacive region (McAteeet al. 2007; McAteer and
Bloomfield 2013) with a 2d spatial slice of the 3D SOC natursptial structures. However, it is important to note
that although turbulence and fractality may be a signatbend&SOC system there may be several other reasons for
their occurrence. Therefore, these techniques should dmrgranied by studies in time to confirm the existence of
SOC (McAteer 2015).

3.2. FeatureDetection in the Temporal Domain

An SOC system inevitably results in a series of catastrgpiri@valanches, detectable in both observational data
and simulations a release of energy. In an idealized dateaeh event would be well separated in space and time.
A scientist simply needs to only identify each event, and lsarsecure in the knowledge that there is no overlap.
However, such an idealized dataset is rare. Instead daga ofintains events that overlap significantly. In such a
case of pulse-pile up, it may still be possible to separatéhmusignature of each individual event, and study these to
determine if the waiting time distributions are the unigigmature of SOC, or otherwise.



— 36—

3.2.1. Power laws

The Fourier power spectrum is a useful and simple tool to éxarmvent occurrence in the temporal domain.
Many systems exhibit power spectra such that the powerigpeensityP(v) is proportional to a negative power law
of frequency,

P(v)OvP (45)

wherep > 0. A nomenclature for noise spectra has emerged dependitigeoralue of the indey, and is described
in Table 2. Flicker, or shot noise, is common in electricghsils, and it was the analysis of this noise that produced a
physically based model that is highly relevant for SOC medBriefly, we envisage the electrical signal in an RCL-

Table 2: Nomenclature of noise spectra (Aschwanden 2011)

Index of power-law  Spectrum

p Nomenclature

0 white noise

1 pink noise, shot noise, flicker noise/, flnoise
2 red noise, Brown(ian) noise

3 black noise

circuit as consisting of the superposition of current spjlgrameterized as Dirdefunctions having random arrival
timestj, i.e.,

=Y qd(t-ty). (46)
]
The general autocorrelation function given in Eq. (1) candveitten for a such a time seriéf) as
li +T/2 d 47
= = I(t+t)dt.
TILnOOT / T/2 + ) ( )

The Weiner-Khinchin theorem (Chatfield 1996) states thatpgbwer spectra densif§(v) of a stationary random
process is the Fourier transform of the corresponding autelation function,
00 . ,

P(v)=2[ C(t')e 2™t (48)
This enables the calculation of the power spectra of modelarmlom processdst). Ziel (1950) and Aschwanden
(2011) use the current model above to derive Schottky'slréSahottky 1918) for the white noise spectral power
distribution in electrical circuits. This general proceelin going from a model of the process to its power spectrum
is used below to generate other power-law power spectra.

Power-law power spectra have been observed in solar pheraomkeAteeret al. (2007) find power laws in solar
flare X-ray data, and they then use this a means of studyingahece of these X-rays in McAteer and Bloomfield
(2013). Auchereet al. (2014) observe power laws in the integrated emission of Igpeafions of active regions and
the quiet Sun as observed in the A%.Qﬁassband images from EIT over the frequency range 0.01 - 2. nitdland
et al. (2015) observe power laws in power spectra of AIA A7and AIA 193 in active region, moss and quiet Sun
areas in the frequency range 0.5 - 10 mHz. Gupta (2014) shpweer-law power spectra in the intensity at six
single points in AIA 174 coronal plumes extending over the frequency range-9 4.0 mHz. Further out in the
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solar atmosphere at 2Rs,,, Bemporacet al. (2008) show the presence of power-law power spectra in \idtiet
Coronagraph Spectrometer observations of the intensitym@n-a in the frequency range@x 106 — 1.3x 104
Hz. Lower in the solar atmosphere, Reardral. (2008) show the presence of power-law Fourier power speotra
the range 7-20 mHz, in the Doppler velocity of the chromosigh@a Il 854.2 nm line.

Many models can generate power spectra that exhibit powsr l@ne simple model is the autoregressive process,
X = aX-1+N(0,0) (49)

fort > 1, a > 0 and Gaussian noi$&(0, o) with zero mean and standard deviat@nThis simple process generates
a power spectrum with indeg = 2 in the limit of high frequencies (Chatfield 1996). Aschwand2011) gives
the example of a shot noise spectrum of exponentially daggyulses. Each pulse is modeled as an exponentially
decaying function of timé

f(t) = %eﬂ‘-, (50)
for some timescal& and energye. The corresponding Fourier power spectrum is (using Eqna#7 and 48)
P(v) = ﬁ (51)
The total Fourier power spectrum of a distributl(T ) of these decaying pulses is
Rotal(V) = ZN(T)Pr(V)- (52)
Further, if the number of events of a given enekgig assumed to be
N(E) ODE™ % (53)
and the total energy in each event depends on its time $caleh that
EOTHY (54)
then it can be shown that the observed power spectrum carpbexamated by
Rotal (v) 0 v~ 2 ae)(t+y), (55)

This derivation shows it is possible to generate a power lsiwguswarms of statistically similar events.

A power law may seem evident from a simple plot of the datatfireiletermination that a power law is actually
present in the data is a subject that requires much atte(@imusetet al. 2009). There are essentially two parts to
determining the properties of a power law in the data. Firsthe must determine that a power law is an appropriate
representation of the data. This should involve a combanaif testing many different parameterizations/models of
the data and making some determination as to which one bplsties the data. Choosing a model also requires that
the researcher think about the physical processes that magdurring to generate the observations (Parnell 2002;
Newman 2005; Vaughan 2010). This could be roughly classatieasnodel selection stage. The second stage is
to actually determine the values of the parameters of theeptaw, properly taking in to account the details of the
instrument, observational effects, and the statistick@hteasurement. This is the parameter estimation stagar\Cle
the two stages are intertwined to some extent.

The identification that a power law is better than other reabte models for the data is discussed by Clauset
et al.(2009). A summarized procedure for deciding if a given datdalows a power law is given. This procedure is



— 38—

applied to twenty four real-world datasets, drawn from aldreariety of disciplines, including physics, earth sce&s)c
biology, ecology, paleontology, computer and informagoiences, engineering, and the social sciences to tesidor t
presence of power laws. The paper finds that in general, ittremely difficult to tell the difference in the data
between a log-normal behavior and that of a power law.

Estimation of the parameters of a power law, along with aarexstimation, is often crucially important as the
index of the power law is often used as an indicator of the tiyithg) physical process. Fitting a straight line to binned
data is not recommended, as it introduces an arbitrary petearthe histogram binsize. Whig al. (2008) show that
no histogram binning yields values of the index of the powaer tonsistently close to the true value. However, better
methods exist. Let us assume a set of observa¥phs< i < N, drawn from a power-law probability density function
of the formp(X) O X~Y. Newman (2005) derives that the likelihood function fostbet of observations is given by

- 1
y_1+ﬁZiN:1|nYi' (56)
There is an implicit assumption here that the observer hiescted all the data perfectly, which is rarely the case. It
can be appropriate to more carefully consider how the olaservis made, and to include that in the estimation of the
index of the power law. For example, Parnell and Jupp (2006%icer the observation process in the determination
of the distribution of small heating events in the solar c@rolt is assumed that the observed endggy of a small
heating event is related to its true enekgpy

Eobs= UE (57)

whereu is an under-reporting factor which satisfiesi@ < 1. After some assumptions on the distributiorupthe
under-reporting of the true energy of the event can be cosgied for in the analysis; the final value of the index
of the power law fully incorporates the modeling of the undegorting. The likely physical nature of the energy
deposition has also been considered for the same problehedistribution of the energy in heating events in the
corona. Mclntosh and Charbonneau (2001) consider the gepofehe energy deposition event in the corona, which
is shown to have a strong influence on the final value of theximdi¢he power law. These two studies show that a
careful consideration of the likely physical process, draway it is observed, is required in order to fully realize th
potential of the data.

3.2.2. Pulse-pileup effects

One of the tenets of slowly-driven SOC models is the separaif time scales, which means that the waiting
time (.e., the time interval between the starting times of two subsetieeents) is larger than the event duration of
the first event, so that there occurs only one event at a tirhie wo two events overlap with each other. While this
requirement can easily be controlled in numerical cellalaomaton simulations, it cannot be taken for granted when
an automated pulse detection algorithm is applied to a tenies of observations. In principle, numerical detection
schemes can be designed to end one event before the nexddtedietout this may truncate the duration of the earlier
event or ignore a later event that starts during the decagepbfithe earlier event. In practice, it is expected that
the time separation criterion will be fulfilled during quéesit periods with low event rates, but it is possible that
events start to overlap during more active periods, an gffemvn aspulse pile-up This effect can be investigated by
considering solar flare statistics during various phaseslai activity.

Aschwanden and Freeland (2012) studied flare statistica fh® GOES satellite sampled over a period of 37
years (1975-2011), covering about three solar cycles. ®fiesray flux from the Sun varies by about two orders of
magnitude during each solar cycle, due to the variation afrging magnetic fields and the resulting coronal plasma
heating rate, which is all driven by the solar magnetic dyonaffhis makes the Sun an ideal system to study SOC
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Fig. 21.— Variation of the index of the power lawp(t), of the soft X-ray 1-87 peak flux (top panel) and the flare
rise timea (t), detected with GOES (middle panel), and the annual vanaifathe number of flares over 3 solar
cycles (bottom panel). The flare rate predicts the variatiany (t) of the flare time duration (smooth curve in middle
panel) as a consequence of the violation of the separatitmefscales. From Aschwanden and Freeland (2012).

systems with variable drivers. While the power law of the Xofay peak rate is invariantg = 1.984+0.11 (Figure 21
top), during different solar cycles, the time durations dwéha variable slope fromr ~ 2.0 during solar minima to
ot ~ 2—5 during solar maxima. This is explained in terms of a flare-pip effect. The variability of the flaring rate
is shown in Figure 21 (bottom), from which the steepeninghefindex of the power law can be estimated by using
the ratio of the mean inter-flare time interval to the meareftiration (Figure 21 middle panel, solid curve), agreeing
with the variability of the observed flare rate (Figure 21ddié panel, histogram). Apparently, the long flare duration
are underestimated due to subsequent flares that stargdieidecay phase. This also affects the statistics of wgaitin
times accordingly. In other words, the separation of tirsesc(i.e., the waiting times and flare durations) is vialate
during the busy periods of the solar cycle maximum.

The influence of different pulse detection methods on theslaad index of the power law has also been studied
in Buchlin et al. (2005), who compares a peak detection method, a threshdliboheand a wavelet method. The
peak method requires a relatively noise-free smoothed pirofile, so that noise fluctuations do not contaminate the
statistics with multiple peaks per time structure, leadimgn excess of short waiting times. The threshold method
requires that the time profiles return to a sub-thresholkdpazind level for each event, otherwise events in the
decaying tail of a pulse time profile are ignored. The waveiethod has the ability to detect simultaneous pulses
with different time scales, which would be impossible witte tpeak or threshold method. Interestingly, the three
methods reveal quite different waiting-time distribusan each case. The threshold-based method seems to produce
distributions that resemble power laws, while the pealebad wavelet-based methods produce exponential-like
distributions, at least in the regime of large waiting tim€kis result imposes some ambiguity in the interpretation o
waiting-time distributions. The effect of event definition the distribution of waiting times has also been numdsical
simulated with the continuously driven Olami-Feder-Clesen (OFC) model (Olanet al. 1992) by Hamoret al.
(2002).
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3.2.3. Waiting-time distributions

In cases where pulse pile up can be neglected, or at leastatstl and removed, it is possible to then study
the waiting times between events as a possible signatur®@f Fhis leads naturally to the following key questions:
do waiting-time distributions (WTDs) comprise an indisphie SOC-state feature? Can physical systems exhibiting
different WTDs from the ones predicted in the original SO@aapt be safely excluded from the long list of potential
SOC systems? Since the development of the first avalanchelsyitdvas suggested that the associated exponential-
function WTDs should convey a necessary SOC signature. ditext of solar flare dynamics provides a useful insight
into this debate. Numerous researchers analyzed hard Kar@ydata in an attempt to construct the corresponding
WTDs. Their results were initially conflicting. Biesecker994) used 1 yr of Gamma Ray Observatory (GRO)
BATSE data to produce a WTD. The observed distribution wasr@sally exponential, covering the gaps due to lack
of observational data through a simulation representingiasBn process with a time-varying rate. Peagtal.
(1993), however, using 10 yr of Solar Maximum Mission harday-burst spectrometer (HXRBS) data, found a WTD
that was closer to a power law than to an exponential. Thidtresggested that the HXRBS events are interdependent.
Croshy (1996) reported a distribution over a wide range dfimgtimes that could be fitted by a power law with an
exponential rollover based on hard X-ray events observadingle active region by the WATCH experiment onboard
the GRANAT satellite. The index of the power law was closeniat found by Pearcet al. (1993).

Faced with these apparently conflicting results, Wheatédrad. (1998) re-examined the WTD of solar flare hard
X-ray bursts. The WTD constructed from the ICE/ISEE 3 datansdd an overabundance of short waiting times (10 s
- 10 min) in comparison to a simulation of the time history afdis as a Poisson process. This over-clustering with
respect to a Poisson process indicates, according to Véheat al. (1998), the interdependence of some of the bursts
that occurred in temporal proximity. Such a Poisson proeessd yield an exponential distribution for the waiting
times of the solar flares and, according to Boffettal.(1999), such a distribution would only be expected if thegse
were completely uncorrelated. Moreover, Boffedtal. (1999) suggested that SOC models are expected to display an
exponential WTDP(1.) =< 1, >-1 exp(1/ < 1L >), where< 1. >, is the average waiting time, which depends on
the parameters of the model. This behavior is related toabetliat the avalanche duration is much smaller than the
loading time {.e.,the time between two successive injections of magneticifieldndom positions) and charging place
(i.e.,the random position in which the injection of the magnetitfiakes place) is independent from the avalanche
position. Then one expects no correlation between suseebsists and thus a trivial, exponential statistics for the
waiting times. However, various caveats on this assessmerg thereafter voiced: first, Buchlin (2005) suggested
that thresholding the event time series may result in WTRnmgsing power laws in an SOC system. Based on a
non-stationary Poisson model as introduced by Wheatlab@Qand further discussed in Wheatland and Litvinenko
(2002), Aschwanden and McTiernan (2010) reviewed numestuties and data sets to conclude that WTD for solar
flares can generally be approximated by a non-stationargsBoidistribution of the fornP(At) 0 Ag(1+ AgAt) 2,
whereAg = 1/Aty is the flare rate corresponding to a waiting tifig, below which there is a high flare rate, or
clustering, of small released energies. Above this timefldre rate decreases with flare magnitude (released energy)
giving rise to a WTD that resembles a power law. EvidencetthiatWTD can in fact correspond to an SOC system
also stems from the analytical predictions of the avalanmbdel of solar flares Charbonneaual. (2001) and the
fractal-diffusive SOC model described byAschwanden (3@h4l discussed extensively by Aschwandeal. (2014)
(this volume).

Nonetheless, Boffettat al. (1999) calculated the waiting times for flares recorded irdb&rays during the
period 1976-1996. Two different datasets were createdasdatA, by calculating only the differences between the
time of occurrence of flares within the same active regiondatdset B, by calculating the time differences between
two successive maxima of flare intensity regardless of thsitipa of the flare on the Sun’s surface. The results
presented in Figure 22 distinctively show a power-law thstion of WTDs for both datasets A and B. In the inset
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of this figure Boffettaet al. (1999) show the WTD distribution for dataset B (solid lin&yigted from observations,
compared with the corresponding distribution obtaineddlgh a cellular automaton model (dashed line) used by
Boffettaet al. (1999) as reference of the exponential behavior of SOC sitiouls.

These results have beed used to argue against the relevia8CCoin solar-flare dynamics. It has been also
proposed that SOC should be discarded in plasma turbulemégort dynamics in magnetic confinement devices
after carrying out the same analysis on edge electrostatitufitions from the reversed-field experiment (RFX) pinch
(Spadeet al.2001). Yet, as suggested by Sanckéeal. (2002), such tests must be considered with extreme care. In
their work, Sancheet al. (2002) stressed that theaiting timedefinition is of crucial importance with regards to the
resulting WTD of a physical or simulated system. Until theome authors used the time interval between triggers,
others the time interval between two consecutive maximaisttntensity, and finally others considered the time lapse
between the end of a burst and the beginning of the next onmech8aet al. (2002) showed that only the quiet time
would yield an exponential WTD for non-correlated triggieran SOC system. Sanchetzal. (2002) carried out their
simulations on a 1D running sandpile, consisting_afells, and with a closed and an open boundary, respectively,
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Fig. 22.— Probability distribution function of the waitirtgne P(7.) between two X-ray flares for two datasets (A,
dashed line and B, solid line). The straight lines are thpeetive least-squares fit of a power law. The inset shows
the distribution for dataset B (solid line) and the disttibn obtained through a reference SOC model (dashed line)
that exhibits an exponential distribution. The variableeven in the inset have been normalized to the respective
root-mean-square values. From Boffedtaal. (1999).
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located at the first and last cells. At each iteratidg,grains of sand are dropped at each cell with probabity
Whenever the local sand slogg,= hj —h;_1, exceeds some prescribed critical valigeN; grains of sand are moved
to the next cell. The sandpile reaches the critical stagr #ie incoming sand flux is balanced by the flux leaving the
system through the open boundary. With these results, 8aetlal. (2002) claimed that the lack of an exponential
WTD should not be used to discard SOC dynamics when all otheagures (i.e.f % regions in fluctuation power
spectra, or Hurst exponenits > 0.5 from the rescaled range (R/S) analysis) suggest the pristef SOC. They
propose that an exponential WTD is not a necessary condaird®OC state in the following cases:

a) When the avalanche durations are longer than the quiestithen power laws can appear because waiting times
become contaminated by the event-duration scaling go tivemplaw.

b) When the avalanche durations are much shorter than tlet tijmies; then power laws can still appear if the
measurements’ maximum resolution lies within the selfisimmange, since all detected avalanches then become
strongly correlated. This argument was supported by theeatudy of Christensen and Olami (1992), in the
context of a spring-block model for earthquakes. The mddehgd that waiting times could follow power-law
distributions in case events larger than a certain sizerayeconsidered.

¢) When experimental resolution is sufficiently high to detvents of all possible sizes; the lack of exponential
waiting times in this case might simply imply that the systerdriven in a correlated way. The physical origin
of the correlated driver in this case is system-dependehshauld be determined on a case-by-case basis.

It is therefore possible that a system governed by SOC dyssacain lack exponential WTD statistics, not only when
the experimental resolution lies within the self-similaake range, but also when the system is slowly driven in a
correlated way. Appreciating the long-standing debathiatgoint, we recommend caution in the interpretation of a
given WTD and suggest that waiting-time statistics shooldae used asmecessaryest of SOC behavior in physical
systems.

3.3. Featuredetection in the Spatial-Temporal Domain

The previous two sections have focused on identifying festeither in space or in time. This is appropriate as
scientists are often relegated to studying such datasedtmeé?series is often all that is obtained from stellar obaerv
tions. Although this can reveal time-separable pulsesciatbe used for testing the statistics of SOC phenomena, all
spatial information is concealed in a dot-like point sourlsre informative from imaging observations can exhibit
the detailed fractal spatial structure of SOC phenomenaintgmporal information is commonly lacking or ignored.
Combining the two domains of space and time into spatio-teal@vent detection methods clearly present a powerful
means to analyze SOC phenomena. However, these methodsireamplicated and hence need a sophisticated
initial setup in order to work correctly.

3.3.1. Spreading and Avalanche Exponents

The relationships between the spreading and avalancheerts(Mufiozt al. 1999) and spatio-temporal struc-
tures provides a useful method to study if the system is in@@ State. The concepts of spreading and avalanche
exponents were put to use in the case of numerical modelsdgnetospheric (Morales and Charbonneau 2008a) and
solar flare (Morales and Charbonneau 2008b) phenomena basaegith observations of auroral emissions (Uritsky
et al., 2000) and multi-wavelength data for solar flares tAsnden 2012). When an SOC system arrives in the
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vicinity of criticality the spreading of an active site caa thescribed by a number of scaling laws that characterize its
dynamical properties. Generally the measured quantitysisreival probabilityP(t) that an instability is still active
aftert iterations and the number of active sites at a given timig,(Bonachela and Mufioz 2007). Both quantities are
expected to satisfy a power law with

nt) ~t7T,  P(t)~t°, (58)

wheren andd are the so-called spreading exponents (Mugtad. 1999). This implies that the total number of active
sites having a lifetim@ scales ass ~ T, and therefore its time integral should be characterizethbyexponent
k =1+ n+ 4. Provided that these scaling relations hold, then the tatadber of avalanching sites - the size of the
event -S, scales with its lifetimd as:

ST)~TK. (59)

Another spreading exponent that characterizes the prifyatistribution of avalanche sizes is therefore found as
P(S)~SA.
As avalanches of siz8 can have different duration, the probability of an avalanche reaching a szeefore
dying is
tmax
P(e)= [ Plsl) (1t ). (60)
tmin

wheretmin andtmay are the upper and lower duration bounds of sizeralanches, anB(s|t) is the conditional proba-
bility of an avalanche having reached sizat timet since onsetP(slt) is bell-shaped and peakstat 1/s'119 so it
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Fig. 23.— Correlation plot of avalanche siz& vs lifetimes(T) for a simulation on a square lattice of side= 128
and angular threshol@l; = 2.25 rad. The gray line is a least-squares fit, computed usilygpealanches with lifetime
T > 40 iterations. The value of the spreading exponent in thée sk = 1.82+0.3. AsS= L3 ~ TK L ~ TK/3,
which is this case i& ~ T%61 close to classical diffusior.(~ T%%). From Morales and Charbonneau (2008a).
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can be shown (Mufioet al. 1999) thatP(s) scales as

14n+25

P(s)Os#?, B = Trnis (61)

with the same scaling as expected R§5).

These redundant relations provided in Equation 60 and 6 bearonsidered as another way of verifying if an
avalanching system is in an SOC state. These relations weaférned and presented for the case of an anisotropic
SOC model for solar flares that used magnetic field lines asia dgnamical element, and the angle between field
lines as the threshold value (Morales and Charbonneau 20086 typical correlations found between the avalanche
sizes and lifetimes are displayed in Figure 23. The samesisdias also proved useful for the case of an SOC model
for the magnetosphere (Lt al. 2010). In the last decades it has been claimed that the smana and the Earth’s
magnetosphere might be in SOC. Several models have beemgaaih order to prove this assertion and the formalism
of spreading exponents indeed provides an excellent venestt observational data and models.

3.3.2. Spatio-Temporal Structures

Spatio-temporal structures are well defined in classicaC $dels, such as a numerical cellular automaton
simulation like the BTW model (Balkt al. 1987). Once an SOC avalanche starts at timehe evolution of the
avalanche size is updated as described in Section 2.3 aloa¥eés section we describe the spatial-temporal evolution
that determines the resulting size off the avalanche.Titialigize of the avalanche at tintghas then the sizg = 1,
which represents the unstable node in the lattice grid. émiixt time step, zero to four next neighbors can become
unstable (in a 2D lattice grid), after the application of 8@C re-distribution rule, and thus the avalanche has a $ize o
s =1,...,4 nodes, or dies ous{ = 0). If the avalanche is further unstable, the size can grosv40l,2,...,8(i > 2)
next neighbors, and so forth. The cumulative avalanchegdteetime stef, is the time-integrated instantaneous size
of the avalanche, i.e.,

S= /O " s(t)dt = _ia . 62)

If the same spatial pixel is active multiple times during aalanche event, it is counted multiple times correspond-
ingly. Consequently, the so-defined avalanche Simenot a geometric volume, but rather a volume in hyper space
(with d geometric dimensions plus one time dimension). Note ttegtithe step and the spatial pixel (or voxel) size are
dimensionless in numerical lattice simulations and arécsehity for convenience. Non-imaging astrophysical obser
vations typically record the spatio-temporal informatafran SOC phenomenon by a flux or intendiy= F(t = t;)

at timet; with a cadence or time intervdt. The summed flux adds up to a time-integrated fluence or eremy
discussed in Section 3.1.2. The flExcorresponds to the emission from all active or unstablelpirea cellular au-
tomaton avalanche, and thus represents the instantaneengyelissipation ratdE; /dt at timet;. The total dissipated
energy per avalanch&, corresponds then to the time-integrated sszaskE = AE SO S, with a constant energy
dissipation quanturAE per pixel or voxel.

With the luxury of high-resolution imaging when observingandidate SOC phenomena in astrophysical data,
it is possible to additionally measure the (possibly friciaeaA; at each time;. This renders a snapshot of the
instantaneous contours of an SOC avalanche, defined byrhefqixels with a flux in excess of some noise threshold,
F > Ry (similar to Sections 3.1.2 and 3.1.3). The area informa#i¢n is not sufficient to reconstruct the volume
V(t) at a given timet, as there is no direct information on the column depth al¢rgline-of-sight. However, the
information of the avalanche location is crucial to separatiltiple avalanches occurring at the same time, or over-
lapping in time, at different spatial locations. The cortogfpthe spatio-temporal tracking of two time-overlapping
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Fig. 24.—left: An example of a POLAR UVI imageRight: A schematic drawing illustrating the method of identi-
fying spatio-temporal auroral events from POLAR UVI imag&ge elliptical spots in the image planes indicate the
time evolution of two time-overlapping auroral events witie photon flux exceeding some noise threshold. From
Uritsky et al. (2002).

avalanches is shown in Fig. 24 for the case of auroral sizzzded with POLAR UVI (Uritskyet al. 2002). The
area distribution of auroral sizes was found to have a pdawedistribution with a slope ofia = 1.73+ 0.03 for the
auroral observations during Jan 1997. In contrast, earleasurements by Lt al. (2000) of the same data yielded

a much flatter distribution with a slope afy = 1.21+ 0.08, because multiple time-overlapping auroral events were
not spatially separated, and thus led to an over-estimafitarge areas. The flatter index is also not consistent with
predictions of a theoretical SOC model (see Section 3.3Asghwanderet al. (2014), this volume). Therefore, the
proper spatial separation of time-overlapping events @tisgemporal detection methods is very important to abtai
the correct SOC statistics.

Spatio-temporal detection of nanoflares in the solar coppasent a good example of the power of this technique.
Nanoflares often occur near-simultaneously in differeatigblocations, and thus require a sophisticated autainate
feature detection algorithm. While an absolute flux thréghice., F; > Ry, was used in the foregoing description of
detecting auroral events, solar nanoflares cannot be ddtbgtan absolute flux threshold, because they are associated
with much weaker and fainter local brightness enhancentbatsthe variation of the flux in the surrounding or co-
spatial active regions, or quiet Sun. Active regions mighteha brightness d¥ ~ 10° — 10° DN/s in typical EUV
images, while nanoflares exhibit only tiny brightness w#oies in the order ofF ~ 1— 10? DN/s (Aschwandeet al.
2000a,b). Nanoflares therefore have to be detected by #rapdral variability, rather than by their absolute flux:
consequently a time variability threshold between two egngive images should be applied,

F(XVY:tiv1) — F(X,Y:ti) > ARpresh= 307 (63)

rather than an absolute flux threshold. A possible thresledld, Fnesh= 30%, can be specified by the photon Poisson
noise in a time bin, with additional correction for spati@abinning (to macropixels), exposure time, and other instru
mental effects. An example of a solar EUV image is shown iufég?5, where the detected nanoflares are marked
with ellipses.The location of detected nanoflares are noésearily coincident with the locations of highest bright-



— 46—

Diff t( 0: 4)-t(15:19) Contours DN= 4- 76 Diff t( 0: 4)-t( 7:11) Contours DN="4- 40

470 480 490, 500, 40 2c0 330 s 4 4 60, 380 400 420 44
Contours DN= 4- 56 Diff t( 0: 4)-4(13:17) T Ty

6

26 ?J 7
870 880 890 900 910

380 400 420

40 60 8 4 4
contours DN=' 4- 40 Diff t( 8:12)-1 conmurs DNA\G/j

720 740 _760 780 800 820
Contours DN= 4- 36

@

5,890 895 900 905910,
Contours DN= 4- 1

@3

390 Aoo 410420

28

m
8
(=

200 220 240 260 280 300
Contours DN= 4- 16

@

15 A;)o

Comours DN 4 24

=)

16 —
210 230 240 250 260 270 () 40 60
oo D Biffi( 0: 4)-1( 9:13)

19

Contours DN=%A B
5 Y
| ]

340 360 380 400 420

?

160, 170

Contolrs DN= 4720
36

410 420 430 440 450 460 410 420 430 440 450 460

Fig. 25.— Spatial maps of 20 EUV nanoflare events are showserebd with TRACE in 195 A on 1999 February
17, 02:16-02:59 UT. The greyscale images (first and thirdrool represent difference images taken at the peak and
minimum time of each nanoflare and averaged over five cadembesontours of these difference images of detected
nanoflares (second and fourth column) have a flux incremehif. From Aschwandeat al. (2000b).

ness, but their flux variability exceeds a threshBld> Rnesh in a difference image. Examples of variability maps
are shown in Figure 26 which show the contours of EUV brigbsnéhe pixels with significant variability (crosses),
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Fig. 26.— Spatial clustering of the pattern recognitionedillustrated for the 12 largest events on 1999 February
17,02:15-03:00 UT. The contours outline local EUV intepsitaps around the detected structures. The crosses mark
the positions of macropixels with significant variability & 30). The spatiotemporal pattern algorithm starts at the
pixel with the largest variability, which is located at thenter of each field of view, and clusters nearest neighbors
if they fulfill the time coincidence criterion. These macbags that fulfill the time coincidence criterion define an
event, marked with diamonds, and encircled with an elligsgch macropixel that is part of an event, is excluded in
subsequent events. From Aschwandeal. (2000a).

and pixels with significant variability that is cospatialtimo subsequent images (diamonds). The automated detection
criterion needs to include both spatial coherence and teshpontiguity. Those pixels that fulfill both criteria are
marked with an elliptical areAthat characterizes the Euclidean flare area, while the didsym Figure 26 demarcate
the instantaneous fractal flare area.
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The numerical event detection code used for the examplesrsho Figure 25 and Figure 26 was especially
designed to detect solar microflares and nanoflares, whiriesent the faintest counterparts of solar flares, and thus
are important to extend the dynamic range of frequencyildigions of flare energies over nine orders of magnitude.
Similar codes were also developed by Krucker and Benz (1888)Parnell and Jupp (2000), which triggered con-
troversial results on the index of the power law in the nameftagime. A number of assumptions were considered
that contribute to the initially discrepant results of thésdices, such as event definition, selection, and disnami
tion, sample completeness, observing cadence and exposess pattern recognition algorithms, threshold criteri
instrumental noise, wavelength coverage, fractal gegmiatit also physical modeling issues of energy, temperature
electron density, line-of-sight integration, and frastalume €.g9.,Aschwanden and Parnell 2002; Benz and Krucker
2002).
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4, Summary And Conclusions

In this review we have shown that the numerical detection@€Ss a research field onto itself. Although it
remains difficult to state definitely that a system exists istate of SOC based on feature detection alone, much
progress has been made across all science fields that setaitgrmpt this feat. The basic studies of autocorrelations
provides a powerful tool to determine if a system is in SOCah be used to determine if the particles in the system
are spatially and temporally correlated in the appropmiaéaner, and is readily applicable to both simulations and
experimental data. The structure function provides a cemphtary method using field increments, and provides an
analytical connection to studies of SOC geometry. Futuogiass will surely consist of combining such methods with
the more application-oriented methods such as marginailisgeand statistical stationarity to high spatial residm
data. Even when such data is not available, block scalingigea powerful technique to extract potential signatures
of SOC.

The problems associated with working with less-than-optmdata are discussed in detail in Section 3. The
scientist is reduced to applying some thresholds, and lystaés not have all measurements in full 4 dimensions (3
space and 1 time). However, even with static 2D spatial slipeogress in this field has been made by adopting and
adapting techniques of detecting power laws and fractaleh $eatures are undoubtedly ubiquitous in nature, and
may well be a good signature of SOC systems. However we urg®moan adopting either of these as being a unique
signature of SOC without further independent studies. htiqdar, the detection of power laws has undergone its
own revolution in the past few years and powerful stati$ticals are now freely and widely available for all sciergist
to use. Combined with a full understanding of instrumenfifglots of sub-sampling of the system, this opens up future
studies in waiting time distributions as a signature of S€&pecially in those areas of study with long, homogenous,
uninterrupted datasets. In terms of identifying featuitessems clear that the confidence in assigning the label & SO
to a system is much greater when we include as many datasptssible, and as many dimensions as possible. In
particular, if data can be used to move from units of DN (omteper second) to units of energy (or energy per second)
we will undoubtedly obtain a better measure of the energass processes. It is these energy release processes that
we then attempt to recognize. Probably the greatest untipgiential for the next 25 years lies in spatio-temporal
studies. The concepts of spreading and avalanche exporemtse adopted for all future datasets. As hi-fidelity,
multi-spectral data becomes more commonly available actisareas of science, perhaps the biggest obstacle to
success is the risk of a lack of the interdisciplinary resea@venues (such as the ISSI workshops), necessary to help
us exploit each others’ data. Numerical methods will plagwdole in the advancement of clearly and unambiguously
detect SOC in data. Scientists must continue to explore addrstand these methods as applied to each others’ data,
as numerical methods will surely continue to provide a kel between simulations and experiments across all fields
in scientific research. Advances in any field of research susad across all of science. We must continue to seek
to explore this interdisciplinary boundary over the nexy2ars.
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