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ABSTRACT

The detailed knowledge of plasma heating and acceleragigiom properties presents a major observational challengelar flare
physics. Using th&kamaty High Energy Solar Spectroscopic Imager (RHESI®)high temperature flierential emission measure,
DEM(T), and the energy-dependent spatial structure of solar éarenal sources are studied quantitatively. The altitudthe
coronal X-ray source is observed to increase with energy 0.2 arcsefkeV between 10 and 25 keV. Although an isothermal
model can fit the thermal X-ray spectrum observeRWESS|such a modetannotaccount for the changes in altitude, and multi-
thermal coronal sources are required where the temperiatneases with altitude. For the first time, we show HRMESSimaging
information can be used to constrain th&M(T) of a flaring plasma. We develop a thermal bremsstrahlungyXemission model
with inhomogeneous temperature and density distributtorsmultaneously reproduce: DEM(T), ii) altitude as a function of
energy, and iii) vertical extent of the flaring coronal s@iversus energy. We find that the temperature-altitude gmadi the region

is ~ +0.08 keVjarcsec £ 1.3 MK/Mm). Similar altitude-energy trends in other flares sugdkat the majority of coronal X-ray
sources are multi-thermal and have strong vertical tentyperand density gradients with a broaé& M(T).
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1. Introduction with X-ray energy. Such observations, with the help of numer

) _ cal simulation|(J&rey et all 2014), have allowed the estimation
Over the last decade, the X-ray imaging spectroscopy of t8€coronal plasma number density and the acceleration fate o
Ramaty High Energy Solar Spectroscopic Imager (RHES@{hctrons within the region. Kontar et dl. (2011b) found @as-
(Lin et all[2002) has allowed changes in the spatial propedf g X-ray source widths (defined in the direction perpeniicu
solar flare X-rqy sources to be studied in detail. As well abhhitg the guiding field) with energy, a trend consistent with mag
energy resolution X-ray spectroscopyl(keV at 3 keV increas- petic turbulence in the flaring coronal sourcefdsy & Kontal
ing to 5 keV at 5 MeV)RHESSIs capable of non-direct X-ray (3013) studied the temporal evolution of radial positioaki{

imaging using nine rotating modulation collimators (RM@8)-  des), lengths and widths of such coronal X-ray sources.
ing angular resolutions betweefi.3 and 183. In practice, the

angular resolution is usually 5” (Full Width Half Maximum) Changes in coronal X-ray source radial position (or alti-
due to finite counting statistics and image reconstructiocet- tude) with X-ray energy have not been studied extensively in
tainties. HowevelRHESSIs capable of inferring changes in thethe RHESSkra. Unlike the changes in X-ray source size, an in-
positions of X-ray sources down to the sub-arcsecond I8ud:  creasing altitude with time is often observed for types afrig
arcsecond measurements of X-ray footpoint locations haee b coronal X-ray sources, and the trend is often seen in otheewa
achieved using X-ray visibilities (see e.g. Kontar et al020 |engths such as UV, EUV and soft X-rays (¢.g. Forbes & Acton
2010;| Jéfrey & Kontar|2018), improving upon forward fitting[1996). In a standard flare model, the upward motion of coro-
a Gaussian source model to tReIESSImodulated lightcurves nal X-ray sources with time is often explained by the up-
(e.g:Aschwanden etal. 2002). ward motion of a magnetic reconnection site, with loops re-
Recently, many studies have investigated flares where t@nnecting continuously at increasing altitude and thewl-co
majority of X-ray emission comes from a coronal thick-targeng (e.g/ Svestka et Al. 1967; Tsuneta ét al. 1 ®&stka 1996;
source (e.g. Veronig & Brown 2004), in contrast to the usud@allagher et dl. 2002). Sometimes an initial decrease iitoi@ét
flare that is dominated by footpoint hard X-ray (HXR) emisis followed by an increase in altitude after the impulsivagé
sion. The first energy dependent spatial study of such cbroadthe flare [(Sui & Holmah 2003; Sui etlal. 2004; Veronig €t al.
X-ray sources| (Xu et &l. 2008) and further works (e.g. Guallet 2006;/ Liu et al. 2009; Joshi etlal. 2009; Reznikova ét al. 2010
2012, 2013) examined how X-ray source lengths (the directiGosain 2012; Jrey & Kontall2018), and sometimes even more
that appears to lie parallel to a guiding magnetic field) geah complicated motions are observed (&.g. Liu ét al. 2013)s&he
observations are viewed as an argument to support the stan-

Send gprint requests to N. L. S. Jéfrey e-mail: dard flare scenario involving magnetic reconnection abbee t
natasha. jeffrey@glasgow.ac.uk coronal source. DespiRHESSI'sunprecedented spectral reso-
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lution, the temperature structure fidirential emission measure
DEM(T)) aboveT ~ 1 keV remains poorly determined (e.g.
Prato et al. 2006).

In this paper, we present a spatial-spectral study of flaring
coronal X-ray sources. A limb flare SOL2013-05-13T02:12 is ;
studied in detail (the time of 02:12 UT is tHRHESSI peak 200 F
flux time). We deduce the changes in coronal X-ray source lo- C
cation with energy at a given time and find a relationship be-
tween X-ray source energy and altitude. During this study, w
are not concerned with the physical cause of the trend, ay h 190
RHESSImaging information can be used to further constrain thg,"
DEM(T), so that it is consistent withoth RHESS$pectraland g
imaging observations. Further, an isothermal model, afted ¢

to fit the X-ray spectrum at low energies, is shown to be incong 180 _
sistent withRHESSImaging observations for the flares studied—
>_ L

. 170 F
2. The observation of SOL2013-05-13T02:12 E
GOES X1.7 flare SOL2013-05-13T02:12 was chosen for de-
tailed analysis because it had a strong coronal X-ray sdarce 160 . 10—=20 keV
cated at the eastern limb. A limb flare was chosen so that the E 60—80 keV f aas
radial distance changes correspond to height changes iith m Lo, Lo Lo TN FRR TP AR IS
imal projection &ects. This flare has one visible northern foot- —970 -960 -950 -940 -930 -—920

point that can be seen up to energies~of100 keV. Figure
[@ shows a loop filled with hot plasma imaged with tBelar
Dynamics Observatory Atmospheric Imaging Assen(S8HO

. 1 ge at 02:08:40 UT (red-orange back-
20 keV and 60-80 keV contours are displayed. The 10-20 k Y%und).RHESSCLEAN contours at the time interval of 02:08

emission comes from the flare coronal source located abeve . ] 0
94 A loop, while the bulk of the 60-80 keV emission comes frorH]a?(izr#l?mu;nfgrfolroegggek\é\sg(ﬁﬁg z?tttﬁg’;ooﬁ?e?/gl(.) % of the

a northern footpoint source located close to the footpdithe

94 A loop. TheRHESShndGOES lightcurves for the flare are

shown in FiguréR2. There is a gradual rise in the X-ray flux up (1997);Landiet al. [(2013)) coronal value, which is the

to 50 keV from 01:56 UT onwards, with sharper increases in the default OSPEX value (investigatingftirent relative iron

50-100 keV and 100-300 keV bands between 01:56 and 02:30 abundances is beyond the scope of the paper). The relative

UT. iron abundance is fixed at this value for all fits (1) to (5) (see
Table[l and Figuriel3 for all parameters and fits).

. . 2) The double isothermal function #vth), ‘Fit 2, is the sum

3. RHESSI spectroscopy and imaging @ of two isothermal functions eacﬁvwi)th their own emission

A spectral analysis of the flare was performed for the time in- measuresgM;, EM, ) and temperature§ (, T), but with
terval from 02:08 to 02:10 UT. The count rate for this X-class the same, fixed relative iron abundan&e;, EM;, Ty, T
flare is high so spectroscopy using a single detector could be are all free parameters.
performed. Comparison of individual spectra from detexctor (3) A multi-thermal power-law function (fulti_thermpow),
to 9 showed that detector 6 had the best energy resolutiah, an ‘Fit 3', relating the diferential emission measu2e M(T)
shows the spectral features between 6 to 10 keV. As expected,[cm™2 keV~1] to the temperatur@& by,
the spectrum during this time interval has a strong thermoia-c s
ponent below 30 keV and a power—law spectrum at higher en- DEM(T) = DEM(T = 2 kev)(g) i 1)
ergies up to~150 keV (see Figurgl3). SindRHESSIis in at- T
tenuator state A3 (the thin and thick attenuators cover the d
tectors), the lower energy limit was set to 6 keV. The majorit
of the counts recorded below 6 keV are not incident photons
at that energy; they are from high energy photons producing K T L i
shell escape photons from the germanium detector itsaife(sp temperaturel. The relative iron abundance is fixed, while
Phillips et all 2006). all othgr parameters are fre_e. .

U'sing the Object Spectral Executive (OSPEX softwa|!e4,) :A_mlJ,It|-thermaI Gaussian in logT (f_multl_thgrmgauss),
Schwartz et dll_2002), the following five functions deseripi Fit4', relates theDEM to the temperaturg using,

X [arcsecs]

whereg is the power-law index anBE M(2 keV) is the dif-
ferential emission measure at a temperature of 2 keV. The
function also provides a minimum and maximum value of

the thermal component were fitted to the background-suiealac (10G,0 T = 10G;0 T pea)?
count fluxes in the energy range between 6 and 100 keV: DEM(T) = DEM(T peay exp(— 10 > 210 pee ) ,
g
(1) The isothermal function (#th), ‘Fit 1', provides the tem- (2)
peratureT [keV] and emission measurEM [cm~3] of where theDEM is a Gaussian in logarithmic tempera-

the thermal source. The emission measure and tempera-ture space,Tyeak [keV] is the temperature at the peak,
ture are free parameters while the relative iron abundance i DEM(T peay) is theDEM atTpeakando is the standard devi-
fixed at 1.0 times the CHIANTI atomic database (Dere et al. ation of the Gaussian in units of IggkeV. The relative iron



-2

watts m

Count Rate (s” detector™)

JdTrey, Kontar & Dennis: The temperature and density strustofeoronal X-ray sources

of electrons above 30 keV, a pileup correctidh a function
to fine tune theRHESSKetector response matrix rm-mod),
and line components {fne) to account for instrumental features
near~ 10 keV.

Our spectral fit results show that it is impossible to con-
strain the overall shape of tHeE M(T) below~ T = 1.5 keV
with RHESSHata. The isothermal function (which is commonly
used inRHESSkpectral analysis, see e.g. Holman et al. 2011;
Kontar et all. 20114, as reviews) is a marginally worse fitimge
of the reduced? and the residuals below 15 keV (Table 1 and
Figure[3). Otherwise, all thermal models can adequatelfnéit t
thermal part of the spectrum. This result clearly demotesra
that a wide range of temperature distributions (summatrised
Figure[4) with variousDEM(T) are consistent with the mea-
suredRHESSkount flux spectrum. In Figuid 4, tHeE Ms for
Fit 3 (grey), Fit 4 (orange) and Fit 5 (blue) are shown. Over th
E - : temperature range of 1.6 keV to 3.0 keV, the OSPEX model
612 kev 88 —+H——— DEMs agree within the model errors (shaded areas), suggest-
1ot LBy, | ing thatRHESStan constrain the form of tHeE M(T) between

E 100300 kev | E this temperature range, regardless of the ch@3E model.

C | ] The shaded areas are derived from the formal uncertainties o
each free parameter in the models determined assumingRoiss
statistics are the only source of error and that all are gdhal.

A more detailed Monte Carlo analysis would be needed to de-
termine these uncertainties more accurately using theodsth
described in_Ireland et al. (2013), but the range of appiiitab

of each model shown in Figulré 4 is adequate for our current pur
poses.

3.1. RHESSI imaging at various energies in the thermal
range

01:50 02:00 02:10 02:20 02:30 02:40
Observation time (hh:mm)
The flare was imaged usigHESSHetectors 3-7 over five en-

Fig.2: GOES (top: 1-8 A and 0.5-4 A) andRHESSI(bottom: ergy bands (10-11, 11-13, 13-16, 16-20 and 20-25 keV), where
6-12, 12-25, 25-50, 50-100 and 100-300 keV) lightcurves fdie coronal X-ray emission dominated (Figlie 1). Deteclors
the chosen flare SOL2013-05-13T02:12. The two minute tin?e 8 and 9 were not used. Detector 1 showed no modulation (the
of study from 02:08 to 02:10 UT is shown by the pink band be&ource was over-resolved with significant noise), dete2tsr
tween the two vertical dashed lines. The ‘jumps’ in RIGESSI only sensitive above 20 keV, and the resolutions of detectors
lightcurve occur due to instrumental attenuation changeas- 8 and 9 (106 and 183 respectively) are larger than the image
ing the X-ray flux reaching the detectors. At this tifRHESSI area of 64 x 64”. The images were created using two imaging
was in attenuator state A3, meaning that both the thin amtt thialgorithms: CLEAN i(Hogbom 1974; Hurford etlal. 2002) and
attenuators cover the detectors. Visibility Forward Fitting (VisFwdFit) (Schmahl et al. 2007)

(5)

using a 1 arcsecond pixel size. CLEAN images show a loop-like
structure visible up to the 20-25 keV bin. Such a loop-likest
P,ge is well suited for fitting a simple curved elliptical Gasian
it,'using Vis FwdFif, to RHESSI'X-ray visibilities, so that the
location and the characteristic sizes of the X-ray sourcebea
found. The VisFwdFit y? values determine whether the param-
eters provided by the fit are acceptable. We note thabvidFit
actually provides the fitted curve centre of mass and thi®is n
equivalent to the loop top position which is required for the
), (3) study. Instead, the image peak is found usingSbkar SoftWare
(SSWyoutine parapeakpro. This program estimates the peak
position by performing a parabolic fit to the image data. An er
whereI'(x) is the gamma functiorEM [cm~3] is the total ror is found using the standard deviation of the parabolidfie
emission measure integrated from the minimum to the maxi{. EAN image peak is also found using the same method so
mum temperaturé, peais the peak temperature of tREEM  that the positions provided by each algorithm can be contpare
and{ is the power-law indexE M, Tpeakand{ are free pa-
rameters while the relative iron abundance, and minimum- ¢ _pileup mod) The pile-up component accounts for those photons
and maximum temperatures, are fixed. arriving at the detector at nearly the same time, that arectisd as a

] ] ) ] single count with an energy equal to the sum of the indivighiedton
The following functions were also included in each case (segergies.

abundance, and the minimum and maximum temperatur
are fixed DEM(T peal), Tpeak@ndo- are free parameters.
Finally a multi-thermal power-law and exponential ftion
(f-multi_thermpow_exp), ‘Fit 5’ relates theDEM to the
temperature using,

DEM(T) =

EM (§Tpeak)’( exp(— {Tpeak
{Tpead (C-1)\ T T

Figure[3): thick-target bremsstrahlungtffick2.vnorm) to ac- 2 http;/hesperia.gsfc.nasa.gdvessizsoftwargimaging-
count for non-thermal emission from a power-law distribati softwargvis-fwdfit/index.htm|
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Fit 1 Fit 2
T Joto—backgound T Joto—backgound
background _|
2

vth |
[EM=0.9x10" cm™, T= 2.5 keV] |

[EM,=3.4x10* cm™,
EM,=0.4x10" cm™, T,= 2.

photons s ¢cm™ keV™'

Residuals

Energy, [keV] Energy, [keV]

Fit 3 Fit 4 Fit 5
T data—backgound T dola—backgound T dola—backgound
background _| background _|
multi_therm_gauss
Toea= 1.4 keV, Width (logK)= O
DEM (peak T)= 5.7 x10% cm™

multi_therm_pow |
DEM (2 keV)= 2.0 x10® cm™ keV™, |

photons s ¢cm™ keV™'

Residuals

Energy, [keV] Energy, [keV] Energy, [keV]

Fig. 3: The photon flux spectrum fitted withfiirent functions describing the thermal compon&ap left: single isothermalTop
right: double isothermaBottom left:multi-thermal power lanBottom middlemulti-thermal Gaussian in IggT andBottom right:
multi-thermal power-law and exponential. The normalisesiduals are plotted below each spectrum, and each is dnesitey only
detector 6 and the functions fit the count spectrum betweerd6L80 keV for a chosen time interval of 02:08 to 02:10 UT. The
values of all thermal parameters are shown in the figure afi@dlie[1. The gold lines in each panel represent Gaussiaffitine
(line) compensating for instrumental anomalies in Ri¢ESSkpectrum. A thick2snorm function (light blue) is used to account
for the non-thermal X-ray emission at higher energies.

Table 1: A parameter comparison of the thermal fitting fusredishown in Figuril 3.

Fit function T. T, Toeak EM; x10° EM, x10® DEM (2keV)x10® DEM (T pea) X107 42
[keV] [keV] [keV] [cm~3] [cm~3] [keV~t cm3] [keV~t cm3]
vth 2.5 X X 0.9 X X X 1.3
2vth 1.7 2.7 X 34 0.4 X X 1.0
multi_therm.pow X X X X X 2.0 X 1.0
multi_therm.gauss X X 14 X X X 5.7 1.0
multi_therm.pow_exp X X 1.4 5.2 X X X 1.0

Figure[® shows a CLEAN image for an energy range of 13-Hgorithm at each energy range. An error ®is found from

keV. Vis_FwdFit 50% contours at 10-11 keV, 13-16 keV and 2Cerror propagation. Figuid 5 (right) shows that the caled#&

25 keV are displayed. Figuké 5 also shows a footpoint sourceesrors are small for this flare (approximately half an aroselc
60-80 keV. or less) at the chosen energy ranges and time, and that the dat
from two imaging algorithms give a similar trend - the higher
the energy, the higher the location of the peak. Both resalts

8.2. The relationship between X-ray energy and radial be well-fitted by a straight line, so that the observed retethip

distance between radial distand@and energy is approximated by
Using the CLEAN and Vig~wdFit image peak position,(y)
provided byparapeakpro, we calculated the radial distances dR(e)
R = /X +y2 (measured from the solar disk centre) for each e - @ [larcsec keV'] (4)
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width is defined as the X-ray source FWHM in the radial di-
rection, measured at the loop top, perpendicular to the afxis
E the curved elliptical Gaussian. As shown in Figlite 6, at ener
5 : 3 gies of 10 to 25 keV, the X-ray source widi lies between

JETTTTTTTT ST T TmultiZtherm Jpow 3

— ~10”.5 and 12 and appears to decrease with increasing energy.
% E The mean X-ray source width (V) = 117.2 + 0”.5. W is also
g5 : E found from VisFwdFit using three wider energy bins of 10-
w E 12.5 keV, 12.5-18 keV and 18-25 keV to increase the number
€ 4 E of counts per band, withV appearing to remain constant with
o E energy, at least within the errors. This gives an averagehwid
2 3 _ 3 (W) = 11”7.0 + 0”.3. We note that the width of 11” of each
© 3 X-ray source is much larger than the observed energy depénde
~ 9 3 shift in altitude of only~ 3”.
= ;
O E

1 3 4. The peak of X-ray emission and DEM(T)

OBz 0 0 1

From RHESSIobservations (see Figuié 5), we found that the

. flare coronal X-ray source altitude increases with enegpgal-
0.5 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.9 3.0 ing to the approximate linear relatidd (4). Hence
Temperature [keV]
dz _ (5)
de @

Fig. 4: Differential emission measureBEM(T), obtained for

the various multi-thermal fits (Figurgl 3). The shaded areaerezis the height above the solar limb.

indicate the estimated confidence intervals. The form of all Our task is to find an analytical model that can produce the

DEM(T)s are similar between-1.6 and 3.0 keV, independentobservedz versuse trend and relate such changes to a temper-

of the chosen mod&E M(T). atureT (2 structure and a number densit{z) structure in the
flaring coronal region. To do this, firstly, let us derive sat&n-
ship between the altitudeof the X-ray source and energy

wherea is a constant gradient. Both algorithms give a similar Since the spectroscopy results for the flare show that the
gradientdR/de equal to 024 + 0.02 arcsetkeV for Vis_FwdFit SPectrum in the range 6 to 25 keV can be well-fitted by
and 020+ 0.01 arcsetkeV for CLEAN, which is important for Multi-thermal models (Figurel 3), we will assume that all the
the analysis. Comparing both algorithms, the absoluteagati Coronal source X-rays in this range are emitted as multirtiae
R(e) are shifted by+0”.3 — 0”.4, with the CLEAN values at bremsstrahlung. This assumption is supported by the fadt th
a lower height than the VifwdFit values. This is due to dif- the thermal emission dominates the non-thermal emissitimsn
ferences in the way each algorithm reconstructs an image. TRNge. The spectroscopy results (Fidure 3) show that thintile
CLEAN algorithm creates an image by finding point source¥d non-thermal components are equakae8 keV with the
and convolving them with the instrumental point spread funéermal component being increasingly dominant at lower-ene
tion (PSF). The image peak will simply correspond to thelftrig 9i€S- Consequently, we W|_II assume that all the emissiohén t
est point smoothed out by the PSF. Since FigdFit fits a cho- 6 t0 25 keV energy range is multi-thermal bremsstrahlunmfro
sen distribution such as a Gaussian to the X-ray visiksljttee the flaring coronal source. )

peak of a given source is determined by the fitted distriputio ~~ Consider an emitting volumdV = Adz whereA is the

the data. Hence, we should not expect both algorithms to préFay source area perpendicular to the radial direction (al
duce the X-ray source peaks in exactly the same locations. i§de) and image plane, as shown in Figuié (7). The pho-
the purposes of the study, ViBwdFit is a more suitable algo-ton flux emitted as thermal bremsstrahlung per unit energy
rithm. However, the systematic ftkrence between both algo-Per unit heightz from a plasma characterised by a tempera-
rithms is very small (sub-arcsecond), regardless of thetfey ture T _[keV] and number densityn [cm™] is given by e.g.
both create the image in a completelyfeient way. Basically, Tandberg-Hanssen & Emslie (1988)

the CLEAN algorithm is used to provide additional confidence

2
in the results. Other factors, such as RIEESSPSF should not J(e,2) (A2 ex (_L) , (6)
alter the locations of the centroids affdrent energies. The only eVT(2 T

variable with energy is the transmission of the materiatiyigg i ) )

the detectors — the attenuators, thermal blankets, andstm;/oWhezreJ(f’ 12) IS tlhe photon flux per unit of height [photons's
cover. While the overall absolute X-ray attenuation of thiste- €M~ keV™"cm™]. ) .

rial is not so well known, its variation with energy is verylwe  The total photon flux [photons’s cm? keV~] integrated
known and hence should not produce any systematecieof OVver allzis then given by,

the altitude estimates. o
I(e) = f J(e,2dz (7
0

3.3. The vertical extent of the X-ray sources at each energy
_ _ At any observed energy, X-ray flux J(e, 2) should have
FollowinglJgfrey & Kontar (2013), we determine the characteimaximum atz(e) determined by the derivative

istic sizes of the coronal sources, using ¥isdFit. The loop
width Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM),W, of each X- 4J 8| nA “\l_o
ray source is found for every energy band (Fidure 6). The loop 9z 9z T exp(—?) -

(8)
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R T TR T eI ]
E 10—11 keV o 973F 0.20+/-0.01 arcsec/keV 3
200 F 13—-16 keV O E Vis_FwdFit:
E 20-25 keV P 972 F 0.24+/-0.02 arcsec/keV 3
i t s ]
— s o s —
g 190¢ — 971F Ll .
o 5 i T
5 S 970} T

. 180F 2 oeol T ot
: 5 e
170 F ] E 968 + 3
:....I ......... Lo SR | 967|||||||
-960 —-950 —-940 -930 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24

X [arcsec] Energy [keV]

Fig.5: Left: CLEAN image for a time interval from 02:08 to 02:10 UT at 13#&V with a CLEAN 60-80 keV 50% contour
(black). Vis FwdFit contours at 50% of the maximum and coronal sourceipasi(coloured dots) are displayed for three energy
ranges (10-11 keV (pink), 13-16 keV (green) and 20-25 keVd}jl showing the increasing altitude of the coronal souscation
with energy.Right: The peak radial positioR plotted against X-ray energy for both the CLEAN (red) and ViswdFit (blue)
algorithms. The gradient = dR/de + error found from each linear fit is shown (grey dashed linesthe graph.

Re-arranging Equatiofi](8) fefz) one finds, 4.2. Height-dependent temperature with constant nA
€(2) = T@ d(n*A) dz T2 9 If n2A is constant with height, i.e. d(n2A)/dz = 0, then
2 dz dT n2A’ Equation[(®) yields
and we can write: T(Z
2 2 € = Q (13)
_T@ dn°A) T2 2

€@=7""aT mA (10)

The plasma density(2) and temperaturé(z) also determine
the diferential emission measure

Since the observed X-ray energies are 10 to 25 keV, the temper
turesT (2) in a constant?A plasma would have to be of the order
20 to 50 keV, i.e. 230 to 580 MK. From tHRHESSIspectrum,

DEM(T) = nzd_V we see that the majority of the emitted thermal X-rays arg-emi
dT’ ted at lower energies corresponding to Iowgertemperatwm:se
Using the definition oDEM(T), one can write of 1 to 3 keV, and hence a constarf is unlikely.
dv dz
_ 2 _ 2
DEM(T) = n AT oy~ AT M) (11) 4.3 Height-dependent T(2) and n2(2)A(2)
wherez = z(T) is the height at a temperatufe In Equation [ID), if the gradientd(n’A)/dT # O, then

Both DEM(T) and the peak position of the X-ray flux at ad(n?A)/dT = (d(n’A)/d2)(dz/dT) must be negative for energy
given energy(2) are uniquely determined By(2) andn?(2A(2). eto be positivepr the second term must be smaller than the first
term on the RHS of Equatioh{(1L0). Since we observe higher en-
ergy X-ray sources above lower energy X-ray sources, the tem
perature must increase with altitude, so tti&fdz > 0. Hence,

Let us first assume a simple case. For an isothermal plasimahis scenariad(n?A)/dz < 0 for d(n?A)/dT < 0. However,
dT/dz= 0 and hencel(n?A)/dT = 0, Equation[{I0) becomes d(n?A)/dz does not have to be negative over albnly over a

T T portion of z where we see the X-ray flux peak positions at a
=—=2 (12) given energy. Actually, if d(n?A)/dzis negative over the en-
2 2 tire region, then the X-ray flux peak positions may appear at a
over allz, whereT = Ty is a constant. Therefore, an isothermdbwer altitude than suggested by a given observation, bat th
plasmacannotaccount for the observed changes in peak X-rayill further investigated via modelling. It is moreficult to de-
energy with height. Importantly, this shows than isothermal termine the form of versusz for the case wherd(n?A)/dzis
plasma in the flaring coronal sourégruled out by imaging data, positive, and the second term is smaller than the first teencd
even though an isothermal bremsstrahlung function camneasmodelling is required to further determine the formd¢£) and
ably fit the solar flare spectrum found usiRIESS(see Figure n?(2)A(2) that can account for botRHESSIimaging and spec-
3. troscopic observations.

4.1. Isothermal plasma

€0
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The modelledh?(2)A(Z) and T(2) should reproduce the fol-
¢ s) lowing main characteristics of X-ray emission determinexff
<W>=11.2" +/- 0.5" § RHESSbbservations:

[eN]

1. The observed X-ray source widths (using a Gaussian fit)
should have a FWHM 11”7 with visible X-ray emission
S g e e R over~ 20" in the radial direction between the energies of
ik ol et vy Et S N EE— 10 to 25 keV. The minimum visible X-ray emission should

] be at a height 10” above the limb.

2. Altitude z versus peak energy should be well-fitted by
Equation [(ID), relating energy, heigft(z) and n?(2)A(2).
The gradientr has a value of about0.2 arcsetkeV, which
means the height fierence between the peak positions of
the minimum and maximum energies of 10 and 25 keV is

1O kv T /N CLEAN | about 3.

3. TheDEM(T) derived from modelling should be consistent

] with the DEM used to fit the spatially integratée®HESSI

- spectrum (see Figullg 4). FroRHESSIspectroscopy, we

1 noted that the OSPEX mod&EM functions agree well

N
LR

Width FWHM [arcsecs]

o

16 18 20 22 24
Energy [keV]

o
SH
IS

o
IS
—

within the temperature range of..6 to 3.0 keV.

©
()}
T

panels showing: (1)?(2A(2), (2) T(2), (3) X-ray flux at vari-
ous photon energias (4) The position of the X-ray distribution
peak versus energy, (5) X-ray distribution widths (FWHM}-ve
sus energy, (6DE M versus temperature.

We note thaRHESSImaging observations at a given energy
I ] € show that the X-ray profiles alormran be well-described by a
o2b A Gaussian distribution (i.e. using lBwvdFit, even if a Gaussian

955 960 965 970 975 980 is not the exact, true form of the profile - see Figlure 6). Hence
Radial distance [arcsecs] from Equation[(B), the easiest way to produce a Gaussiargrofi

is to create a’(2)A(2) profile that is also Gaussian or close to

Fig. 6: Top: The loop width FWHMW found from VisFwdFit Gaussian along. Hence takingv’(2)A(2) [cm™] as a Gaussian
over the same energy ranges as for tReY peak positions distribution, we have

shown in Figuréb. The average width or vertical size of ara)X-r (2 2)?

source in the radial directidRis (W) = 11”.2+0”.5. The width n(9A2 = ngAo exp(— 23 ) (14)
was also found using three larger energy bins of 10-12.5 keV, 20

12.5-18 keV and 18-25 keV, increasing the number of courds an. .

hence reducing the uncertainty. This gives an average widthVith centr0|/(/j Zs and FWH',VI = 2V2In2r. Here, we choose
(W) = 117.0+ 0”.3. Bottom:The CLEAN (red) and VisFwdFit FWHM= 14”5 andzs = 12”.5, as measured above the solar X-

i 2 — 0 —4
(blue) image profiles along a line perpendicular to the salar ray I|_mb, andngAo = 6 x 10 cmr®. Al these values are found
face and through the centroid position of the coronal sqdaze V12 trial and error, and they are chosen because they pradece

the energy bin of 10-11 keV. Both curves are divided by the-ma&in flare observables. For a constant valué,diquation[(I#)

imum value for comparison. ViswdFit (blue) fits a Gaussian suggests that the num_be_r den5|t_y would have to fall an ortler o

distribution to the X-ray visibilities, and although theatex-ray Magnitude or more with increasirgyas can be deduced from

intensity profile may deviate from a Gaussian form assumed Bgne! 1 in Figur€l8. For the chosef(2)A(2), the peaks of the

Vis_FwdFit (and the CLEAN PSF), the loy? values of the fit 'y source ata given energy only appear whPA)/dzbe-

tell us a Gaussian is an adequate approximation for the studyCOMeS negative fa> z (to the right of the black dotted line in

Figure[8), i.e. X-ray emission appears at lower altitudetst e

peaks of the X-ray source at a given energy can only appear for
_ _ Z> zs

5. Modelling the vertical temperature and number The temperaturd (2), as function of vertical height, is
density distributions modelled as a power-law with fixed minimum and maximum

é%r_nperatures (Figufe 8), so that

Image profile along line

I~
~
—

1

I

I

I

I

I

I

: 7 The main results are presented in Figlre 8, which has six
I ]
I

I

I

I

I

I

1

Using X-ray imaging and spectroscopy data as a guide, we
velop a model off (2) andn?(2)A(2), which cansimultaneously Z— Zmin
explain flare X-ray imaging and spectroscopic observations T(2 =05+ S'Z(H
Firstly, we note that the density(z) and the area perpen- e "
dicular to the image plané(2) (see Figuré]7 for the geome-where 05 keV (~ 6 MK) at zni, = 1” and 37 keV (~ 43 MK)
try) appear in Equatiori(10) and Equatién](11) as a combirgt-znax = 40”. As discussed in Sectidn 4.3, the observations
tion n°(2)A(2). Therefore, the observations cannot say anythimgquireT(2) increasing with height, so thatdT/dz > 0. The
further about the individual distributions ofz) and A(z), only temperature gradient in Equatidn{15) is changed by vartyiag
about the combination?(2)A(z). However, we can deduce thepower indexy. Figure[8 shows the variations pibetween 0.95
form of N?(2)A(2) and the temperature structuf¢z) from the and 1.15 (grey region). This represents a rang€(af that can
observations. best reproduce all tiRHESSbbservations within uncertainties,

Y
) keV (15)
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Z4 ZA n2A Z4

Footpoints

Fig. 7: Left: Sketch of the coronal X-ray source geometry, as seeRH¥SSI The lower temperature plasma is located below the
higher temperature plasma. A small volume of emitting plsivi = Adz = Ld dzvaries with altitudez. Right: Cartoon of the
X-ray distribution versug at energieso; < €2 < €3 created by varying temperatufeandn?A distributions with altitudez. The
peak X-ray positions at a given energy, as viewedRbiESS| are related to @ andn?A value at that position.

while the red curve represents thé) distribution withy ~ 1.1 most panels), we also show that the coronal X-ray sourdacti

that best fits all th&@HESSbbservations. increases with energy for two other flares studied at a stirgke
Panel 4 in Figur€l8 shows the resulting X-ray flux againsange close to the peak flux of each flare.

heightz, for five chosen X-ray energies, chosen to match the

average values of the energy ranges useRIdESSlimaging

observations. Since?A was input as a Gaussian, the resultin§- Summary

1(2) at each energy are also close to Gaussian, as suggested Ryjotajled analysis of solar flare SOL2013-05-13T02:12irdyir
the observations. The model X-ray peak positions versuggne, single time interval, was performed usRBIESSImaging and

give a gradient ofiz/de ~ 0.37 arcsetkeV, which is relatively ; ; : ; .
-~ ) pectroscopy observations. We investigated quantitgtire in
close to the observedz/de = 0.24 arcsetkeV. The best-fit X- o256 in altitude of the flare coronal X-ray source with gyer

ray peak positions also appear at a heiglf ~ 20" (at 10 ¢ 5 gjngle time interval during the flare impulsive phas

; . ecad
keV), as suggested bRHESSIimaging. The average FWHM.th%t hag been noted previousgi]y (e.offrdey &$<ontar 201:3).
~ 11” matches the observed average, and shows that the widt TheRHESSImaging analysis shows that the peaks of X-ray

decreases with energy as suggested by the images. emission in the coronal X-ray source are located close eget
In the temperature range between 1.6 keV and 3.0 keV, glfa; 5 small distance of"Detween the X-ray energies of 10 and

modelledDEMs match well with theDEM models fitted to 25 keV. The increase in source height with photon energy ean b

RHESSkpectrum. well-fitted by a linear function with a gradient dz/de ~ 0.2
The model emission measugM arcsegkeV. RHESSkpectroscopy showed that a number of dif-

ferent thermal models (both isothermal and multi-thermal)
EM= fTDEMdT (16) it the spatially integrated X-ray spectrum adequately wasll
the same time, the analysis of the flare data shows that thte emi
and the average temperatyfe ting flare plasma in the corongannot be isothermal, as an
f TDEMdT !sothgrmal pl_asma is unable to account for the observecgdmn
(Ty=2 17) in altitude with X-ray energy, as shown BYHESSIimaging.
fT DEMdT ’ This is an important result for deriving the properties of Ke

ray emitting plasma in the flaring solar corona, which is ofte

are found to b&EM ~ 6.7x 10 cm 3 and(T) = 1.4 keV (~ 16 performed with an isothermal model.
MK). Further, our study shows hoRHESSIimaging can be used

Over the temperature range between 1.6 and 2.5 keV, toeconstrain the properties of flaring plasma beyond whabss p
modelz varies from around 15” to ~ 25" (see Figur€l8 Panel sible using X-ray spectroscopy alone. Coronal X-ray eroissi
2). This leads to a model temperature gradierdbfdz ~ 0.08 in the range of 10 to 25 keV can be well explained using model
keV/arcsec. From the model, it is suggested that the form distributions in temperature, number density and area ving
the DEM at lower temperatures belowGlkeV is closer to both with altitude. Modelling can adequately explain all the mai
the Gaussian and power-law exponential OSPEX models, whighservations: radial position (gradietht/de and approximate
could not be confidently determined by spectroscopy alone. height above the X-ray limb), vertical source size, anidedi

In Figurd® (right most panel), we also show that such a treedtial emission measure. For our model, the temperature and
is common at dferent times during the studied flare, with the’A gradients ¢ T/dz and dr’A/d2) must have opposite signs
gradientdR/de varying at diferent times. However, changes irand then?A distribution must decrease over a portion of the re-
time are beyond the scope of this paper. The temporal changem with increasing altitude, in order to produce thRHESSI
are the subject of ongoing studies. In Figlure 9 (middle agidtri imaging results. The modelling suggested td@ydz between
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Fig. 8: The temperature and density-altitude distributivodel (see Sectidd 5 for details) with Gfdirent panels. In all panels, the
best model result is represented by the red line and pointgAlvs. heightz given by Equation((114). 2: TemperatuFevs. z given

by Equation[(1b). 3: X-ray flux at various photon energies. altitude. The vertical lines indicate the peak locatieh The model
X-ray distribution peak position vs. energy (red dots) agd&tion [9) using the mod#&l(z) andn?(2)A(2) (pink dashed-dotted line).

5: X-ray distribution widths (FWHM) vs. energy. 6: férential Emission Measur®E M(T). Panels 4 - 6 show both the results

of theRHESSHata analysis (in blue) and the model predictions (in redg drey areas show the range of each parameter that can
adequately match the measured values using the range ofleth@ié?) shown in Panel 2.

1.6 and 2.5 keV should be 0.08 keVjarcsec. Since this gradi- X-ray source length and width variations. Again, such a jgred
ent occurs over most of the observable regienl§’), it may tion should help constrain the processes occurring in thenzd

be used in future analysis to distinguish betwedfedent cool- region of solar flares.

ing and heating processes occurring within the flaring caron  We have analysed a number of other limb flares (see Higure 9
X-ray source. A constant argasuggests that the number denfor some examples) with bright coronal X-ray sources, aeg th
sity should decrease over an order of magnitude with agitatl  all show the source altitude increasing with increasingi(en-
thoughA might also vary witle, as suggested by observations oérgy. This suggests that the observations presented leecem@r
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Fig. 9: Images of coronal X-ray sources irfffdrent energy bands, for two additional flares: SOL2005-8812:32 from 14:30 to
14:33 UT (left) and SOL2013-05-13T16:05from 16:02 to 18204(middle). Both flares are imaged during the time of peala)(-r
flux, and the source altitude increases with X-ray photongnim these two flares. This trend also occurs for the andlyisee
SOL2013-05-13T02:12 at fiierent times (right). Here the imaging results are shownHertime of 02:04 to 02:06 UT during the
rise phase of the flare, showing that the grad@Rde varies with time.

mon for a majority of coronal sources, and hereetical tem-
perature and density gradients with rather broad multintize
DEM(T)sare common.

One notable limitation ofRHESSIis the insensitivity to
plasma at temperatures belewd keV. Different imaging instru-
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ments should be used to extend the range of temperatures (%’gey, N.L.S. & Kontar, E. P. 2013, ApJ, 766, 75
Jeftr

Battaglia & Kontar 2013). We plan to better constrain thecele
tron number density and temperature distributions of arftari

coronal region, supplementing existiRIHESSHdata with EUV

ey, N. L. S., Kontar, E. P., Bian, N. H., & Emslie, A. G. 2014pA 787, 86
Joshi, B., Veronig, A., Cho, K.-S., et al. 2009, ApJ, 706,843
Kontar, E. P., Brown, J. C., Emslie, A. G., etal. 2011a, Sg&aeRev., 159, 301
Kontar, E. P., Hannah, I. G., & Bian, N. H. 2011b, ApJ, 730, L22
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imaging approach to temperatures down to a few MK.
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profiles within a flaring coronal X-ray source.
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