2106.12779v1 [astro-ph.SR] 24 Jun 2021

arxXiv

DRAFT VERSION JUNE 25, 2021
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX62

Insights from snapshot spectroscopic radio observations of a weak Type I solar noise storm

SURAJIT MONDAL! AND D1vya OBEROI!

I National Centre for Radio Astrophysics,

Tata Institute of Fundamental Research,
Pune-411007, India

(Received January 1, 2020; Revised January 7, 2020; Accepted June 25, 2021)

Submitted to ApJ

ABSTRACT

We present a high fidelity snapshot spectroscopic radio imaging study of a weak type I solar noise
storm which took place during an otherwise exceptionally quiet time. Using high fidelity images from
the Murchison Widefield Array, we track the observed morphology of the burst source for 70 minutes
and identify multiple instances where its integrated flux density and area are strongly anti-correlated
with each other. The type I radio emission is believed to arise due to electron beams energized during
magnetic reconnection activity. The observed anti-correlation is interpreted as evidence for presence
of MHD sausage wave modes in the magnetic loops and strands along which these electron beams are
propagating. Our observations suggest that the sites of these small scale reconnections are distributed
along the magnetic flux tube. We hypothesise that small scale reconnections produces electron beams
which quickly get collisionally damped. Hence, the plasma emission produced by them span only a
narrow bandwidth and the features seen even a few MHz apart must arise from independent electron

beams.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Type I noise storms are the most commonly observed
solar nonthermal emission in the metric wavelengths.
These emissions are generally associated with active re-
gions and can persist on the solar disc for durations last-
ing up to several days (Elgargy 1977). The solar noise
storms are characterised by short duration (~ 0.1 —10s)
intense narrowband (~ a few MHz) bursts superposed
on a long duration wideband (2 100 MHz) emission.
The emission is strongly circularly polarised (e.g. Zlobec
1971; Ramesh et al. 2011, 2013; Mugundhan et al. 2018;
McCauley et al. 2019, etc.). These emissions are be-
lieved to be arising from intense plasma emission from
nonthermal accelerated electrons trapped in the coronal
loops (Melrose 1980). Imaging studies of Type I noise
storms have revealed that these sources are quite com-
pact and can have compact substructures as well (e.g.
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Mercier et al. 2015; Mugundhan et al. 2018; Mohan et al.
2019a, etc.). Type I noise storms are generally associ-
ated with active regions (Sakurai 1971) and often accom-
pany energetic flares and CMEs (e.g. Smith & McIntosh
1962; Kathiravan et al. 2007; Dudik et al. 2014; Mugund-
han et al. 2018). However, sensitive observations have
also revealed their association with small scale magnetic
enhancements and brightenings in the extreme ultravi-
olet (EUV) bands as well (e.g. Iwai et al. 2012; Li et al.
2017; Mohan et al. 2019a). There have also been sug-
gestions that the persistent radio emission from Type
I noise storms can be produced due to the persistent
magnetic reconnections along quasi-separatrix layers of
active regions (Del Zanna et al. 2011; Mandrini et al.
2015).

Active regions host a number of coronal loops, which
in turn host a variety of MHD wave modes - like sausage
mode and torsional modes (Aschwanden 2005). These
are believed to be excited by the stochastic and often
persistent reconnection processes. These waves are also
known to influence the reconnection process itself (e.g
Carley et al. 2019; Mohan et al. 2019b; Mohan 2021).
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Hence, it is natural to expect that these waves can in-
fluence the dynamics of a Type I noise storm associated
with the active region. The presence of these waves in
Type I noise storms are generally inferred from obser-
vations of quasi-periodic pulsations (QPP) (e.g. Sastry
1969; Sundaram & Subramanian 2004). For a detailed
review regarding QPPs in general, we refer the reader
to Nakariakov & Melnikov (2009).

Detection of QPPs necessarily requires a dominant
timescale to be present in the system for a significant
time duration. It is, however, possible to envisage sys-
tems where these MHD waves are produced only inter-
mittently and for a small fraction of the observing dura-
tion, and hence do not give rise to an identifiable domi-
nant timescale. Under such circumstances, despite their
presence, it will not be possible to detect QPPs at high
significance levels. If high-fidelity radio images are avail-
able, then even in the absence of dominant timescale
in the system , it should be possible to infer the pres-
ence of MHD waves by looking for signatures which give
rise to correlations between the different morphological
parameters of type I source, without requiring one to
establish the sustained presence of quasi-periodic emis-
sion features in the data. To the best of our knowledge,
presence of waves was first inferred using such a tech-
nique of correlated evolution or morphological parame-
ters by Mohan et al. (2019b). They studied a type III
solar radio burst, demonstrated the presence of a strong
anti-correlation between area and integrated flux den-
sity of the burst source and interpreted it in terms of a
MHD wave driven modulation mechanism operating at
the particle injection/acceleration site. More recently
Mohan (2021) have analysed the observed correlated
evolution in the morphological properties of the type
I noise storm during an active region transient brighten-
ing (ARTB) associated with a microflare. They estab-
lish the presence of QPPs in the radio observables and
interpret them as evidence for presence of sausage and
torsional mode MHD waves during microflares. Here,
we present evidence for the presence of these waves dur-
ing the quiescent phase of a type I noise storm, when its
radio flux density is more than two orders of magnitude
weaker than in the study by Mohan (2021). Our work
also demonstrates that even during a very quiet period,
small scale reconnections continue to take place in the
vicinity of active regions.

Naturally, as this approach relies on characterizing the
morphology of a radio burst source to glean information
about presence of QPPs, it is only feasible when such a
source is available. Hence, the presence of nonthermal
electron beams, which set up instabilities as they prop-
agate through the heliospheric plasma and give rise to
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Figure 1. X-ray light curve from GOES for 27 November,
2017 showing the B2.9 flare and some weaker flares.

observable radio emissions at the local plasma frequency
(and/or its harmonic) yielding a suitable source, are an
essential requirement for this approach. Here we study
a type I noise storm, which owes its existence to the
presence of nonthermal electron beams for the duration
of the storm.

This paper is organised as follows — Sec. 2 describes
the observations and the data analysis. In Sec. 3, we
describe the results, present their discussion in Sec. 4,
which is followed by the conclusions in Sec. 5.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

These data have been described in detail by Mondal
et al. (2020a), referred to subsequently as M20. Here
we only present some key aspects of interest about the
observations and the data analysis.

The data were recorded using the MWA Phase II (Tin-
gay et al. 2013; Wayth et al. 2018) on November 27, 2017
under the project ID G0002 from 01:30-03:38 UT. This
day is characterised by a very low level of solar activity'.
Only one active region (NOAAA 12689) was present on
the visible part of the solar disc. The SWPC catalogue
reported a B2.9 class X-ray flare on this day. However,
some other smaller flares were also visible in the X-ray
light curve from the Geostationary Operational Envi-
ronmental Satellite (GOES), which is shown in Fig. 1.
No radio flare was reported on this day by the Culgoora
spectrograph operating between 18-1800 MHz and Lear-
month spectrograph operating between 25-180 MHz.

The results presented here come from the time inter-
val 01:30 UT to 02:38 UT. The observations were done
in 12 frequency bands each of 2.56 MHz bandwidth, cen-

L https://www.solarmonitor.org/?date=20171127
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tred near 80, 89, 98, 108, 120, 132, 145, 161, 179, 196,
217, and 240 MHz. We have analysed data at four of
these frequency bands centered at 108, 120, 132, and 161
MHz. Imaging was done using the “Automated Imaging
Routine for Compact Arrays of the Radio Sun” (AIR-
CARS. Mondal et al. 2019), an unsupervised interfer-
ometric imaging pipeline developed specifically to meet
the challenge of snapshot spectroscopic imaging needs of
solar radio science using data from modern arrays. Var-
ious recent works have established the combination of
MWA data and ATIRCARS imaging as the state-of-the-
art for metrewave solar radio imaging. Examples include
— the detection of QPPs in burst source sizes and orien-
tation with simultaneous QPPs in intensity for type IIT
and type I solar bursts referred to earlier (Mohan et al.
2019b; Mohan 2021); the discovery of 30s QPPs in the
type I solar noise storm associated with an active re-
gion loop hosting a transient brightening (Mohan et al.
2019a); the detection of weak gyrosynchrotron emission
from the plasma trapped in the magnetic field of a rather
weak Coronal Mass Ejection (Mondal et al. 2020b); the
discovery of very weak (mSFU level, 1 SFU = 10%Jy)
impulsive emissions from the quiet Sun (Mondal et al.
2020a); and a detailed study of coronal propagation ef-
fects under quiet coronal conditions (Sharma & Oberoi
2020). The imaging was done at 0.5 s cadence and 160
kHz frequency resolution, using default parameters. The
imaging dynamic ranges (DRs) vary significantly across
frequency and time. The typical DRs at 108, 120, 131
and 160 MHz were 300, 500, 800, 1200. An example im-
age is shown in Fig. 2, where I have overlaid the radio
contours on top of an AIA 193A map. A total of about
33,000 such images were analysed for this work.

3. RESULTS

The noise storm seen in top panel of Fig. 2 is associ-
ated with NOAA 12689. In the bottom panel, we have
also shown the continuum map from the Helioseismic
and Magnetic Imager (HMI) onboard the Solar Dynam-
ics Observatory (SDO). The sunspot associated with the
active region is clearly visible. The 160 MHz light curve
of emission from the site of the noise storm is shown in
Fig. 3. The coarse flux calibration presented in M20
places the lower envelope of the light curve shown in
Fig. 3 at about 0.6 SFU, with the brightest peak close
to 01:42:00 corresponding to about 24 SFU. Even the
weakest emission from the noise storm is about 20-30
times brighter than neighboring quiet regions of the so-
lar disc. The light curve shows some variations over
time scales of hundreds of seconds, over which numer-
ous bright impulsive emissions are superposed. The ra-
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Figure 2. An example radio image at 132 MHz is shown
in contours which are overlaid on top of an ATA 193A image
taken near the middle of our observing window. The contour
levels are at 0.006, 0.01, 0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.32, 0.64 times the
peak in the radio image. The type I noise storm is very
prominent in the radio image and is associated with the lone
active region on the solar disc.

dio light curves for other frequencies also show similar
features.

The morphology of the persistent noise storm source is
found to be well modelled by a two-dimensional (2D) el-
liptical Gaussian. Using the imfit task of Common As-
tronomy Software Applications (CASA; McMullin et al.
2007), 2D Gaussians were fit to noise storm source for
all times and frequencies, and the best fit parameters
recorded. The restoring beam was deconvolved from the
major and minor axis (0 pmajor /minor) reported by imfit
to estimate their true values. Area of the sources were
estimated as A, = T Omajor Ominor- The volume under
the best fit 2D Gaussian is used as the estimate of the
integrated flux density of the burst source, S,. imfit
also returns uncertainties on all of the fitted parameters,
which were appropriately propagated to calculate the er-
rors in A, and S,,. Fig. 4 shows histograms of signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) of the estimated A, and S, at times
relevant for this work. Here SNR refers to the ratio of
the fitted value to the associated uncertainty. Though
these are rather weak type I emissions, nonetheless, it
is evident from Fig. 4 that both these parameters have
been estimated with high SNR, ranging from a minimum
of about 10 to a maximum of about 250.

As motivated earlier, our primary objective is to ex-
tend earlier work by Mohan et al. (2019b) and Mohan
(2021) to the quiescent phase of type I solar bursts by
looking for presence of correlations in the evolution of
S, and A, of the best-fit 2D Gaussian source models.
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Figure 3. The 132 MHz flux density light curve for the noise storm site. ~ The light red bands show the times where the
anti-correlation between A, and S, was detected and is discussed later in Sec. 3
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Figure 4. Histograms of signal-to-noise ratio of the estimated deconvolved areas (left column) and integrated flux density
(right column).



INSIGHTS FROM SNAPSHOT SPECTROSCOPIC RADIO OBSERVATIONS OF A WEAK TYPE I NOISE STORM 5

We examined the cross-correlation of the time series of
S, and A, of the burst source for the entire time se-
ries, and found no significant correlation. This implies
that these two quantities are not correlated over a ma-
jor fraction of the time series. It does not, however,
rule out the possibility that a correlation might well ex-
ist over shorter intervals during these ~70 minutes. To
explore this possibility, we searched for such time in-
tervals using the Spearman correlation (spe 2008; Zwill-
inger & Kokoska 2000). The null hypothesis is that the
S, and A, are not correlated. Spearman correlation
coefficient tests for the presence of a monotonic relation-
ship between two variables, unlike Pearson’s correlation
which tests only for the presence of a linear relation-
ship. We use the function spearmanr implemented in
Scipy for calculating the Spearman correlation. It re-
turns two parameters: the correlation coefficient, corr,
which measures the strength of the correlation and the
p-value which quantifies the probability of an uncorre-
lated system producing datasets which yields Spearman
correlation at least equalling that computed from the
given dataset. We regard an (anti-)correlation to exist
over a localized part of the time series if the following
conditions are satisfied.

1. The Spearman correlation coefficient is < -0.8.

2. The duration of the time window over which cri-
terion 1 is valid is > 10 s.

3. The probability of the null hypothesis is < 0.01%.

To identify instances of presence of anti-correlation,
the following procedure was employed. Starting from
some time initial ¢y, the starting size of the window in
which to search for correlation, At, was set to 10 s. Com-
pute the Spearman coefficient between S, (tq : to + At)
and A, (tg : to + At), where (¢g : tg + At) denotes the
time range from tg to to + At. If the conditions for anti-
correlation to exist are satisfied, increase At by 0.5s,
continue to do so till the conditions are no longer satis-
fied and note down the largest to : tg + At for which the
conditions were satisfied. If not, increase tg by the larger
of 0.5s and At, and carry out the procedure again. This
analysis for 108, 120, 132 MHz and 160 MHz yielded 27,
71, 84 and 81 instances respectively, where the above
conditions were satisfied. Figure 3 shows all such in-
stances marked on the 132 MHz flux density time se-
ries. Figure 5 shows four examples, one from each of
the frequencies, demonstrating the anti-correlation be-
tween A, and S,. Though not shown here, in all cases
the peak flux density, is found to closely track S,. The
probability of the null hypothesis being true, pvalue, is
also listed and is always found to be < 1074 or 0.01%.

We also find that the presence of anti-correlation at one
frequency does not imply its presence at all of the other
frequencies analysed here. Figures 6 and 7 show two ex-
amples of times where an unamibguous anti-correlation
between A, and S, is present at some frequencies but
not at others.

It is evident from the examples shown in Fig. 5, that
many of the time periods show clear signatures of pulsa-
tion. Figure 8 shows an example cross-correlation curve
from each of the four frequencies analysed here. The
timeseries and the cross-correlation curves show a hint
of periodicities with timescales ~ 4—10s, but the present
data are insufficient to unambiguously establish their pe-
riodic nature.

To investigate the presence of any long timescale peri-
odicity, we performed a Lomb-Scargle periodogram anal-
ysis (VanderPlas 2018) of the integrated flux density.
While Fourier transforming the data and searching for
peaks in the power spectrum is routinely used to search
for periodicities, the Fourier transform technique cannot
take into account measurement errors. Additionally, the
fast Fourier transform algorithm routinely used for ob-
taining the Fourier transform necessarily requires a uni-
formly sampled grid of measurements which is again not
available in general. The Lomb-Scargle periodogram can
both handle both non-uniformly sampled data and also
take into account measurement uncertainities, making
it the right choice for this work. We only include points
where the SNR of the best fit A, is > 10 and SNR of
both S, and peak intensity exceeds 40. The resultant
power spectrum has significant red noise component. To
remove the effect of the red noise, we fit a powerlaw to
the spectrum and then subtracted it. We searched for
peaks in the residual power spectrum. There is a hint
of minute scale periodicity for 108 MHz. While peaks
at similar timescales were present at other frequencies
as well, they were not significant given the presence of
multiple other peaks of similar strengths. Figure 9 shows
the residual power spectrum at 108 MHz. To investigate
the effect of SNR, the analysis was repeated using data
where the SNR of best fit A, was > 5 and the SNR of
both the integrated flux density and the peak flux was
> 10. This did not lead any change in the locations nor
the strengths of the peaks.

4. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we study the time variation of the inte-
grated flux density, S, and the area, A,, of a very weak
noise storm over 70 minutes. A 2D Gaussian model is
found to describe the morphology of this emission well.
The parameters of the best fit Gaussian are used to in-
fer the deconvolved properties of the noise storm radio
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Figure 6. Shows the cross-correlation between A, and S,
at all of the four analysed frequencies at 01:49:01 UT. Un-
ambiguous anti-correlation is observed only at 160 MHz, and
a hint for the same is seen at 120 MHz.

source. We find robust evidence for multiple time in-
stances when A, and S, of the noise storm source are
anti-correlated with each other over duration exceeding
10 seconds. From Figs. 5 and 8, and some of the pan-
els of Figs. 6 and 7, the presence of an anti-correlation
between A, and S, is clearly evident. The time series
for the data used for Figs. 6, 7 and 8 is shown in the
Appendix.

As mentioned earlier, such a correlation has recently
been established for strong type I emission associated
with an ARTB during a microflare Mohan (2021). The
emissions under study here, however, are more than
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Figure 7. The cross-correlation at 02:12:21 UT in the same
format as Fig. 6. Unambiguous anti-correlation is observed
at 120 MHz and 160 MHz, and a hint for the same is seen at
108 MHz.

two orders of magnitude fainter and, to the best of our
knowledge, the faintest by far among earlier works of
similar nature. Hence we carefully examine the possi-
bility that the observed correlation might arise from an
analysis artefact.

We consider the possibility that such an anti-
correlation might arise due to the interplay between
the compact source of type I emission, the extended
quiet sun emission and the fitting process, leading to
larger estimates for best fit sizes (and consequently A,)
when the type I source is weaker, and vice-versa. Figure
10 shows a scatter plot of A, against S, for all of the
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monic.

data for all four frequencies, irrespective of presence of
anti-correlation between these two quantities, subject
only to the constraints that the SNR of A4, > 10 and
SNR of both the fitted peak flux and .S, is greater than
40. These thresholds were motivated by the SNRs seen
in Fig. 4. A total of 8154 data points were available
for each frequency, of which 7051, 6597, 6904 and 4468
meet this threshold for 108, 120, 132 and 160 MHz re-
spectively. Except at 160 MHz, the vast majority of
the data points meet the SNR threshold. We can hence
expect the distributions seen in Fig. 10 to be truly
representative of these data. At 160 MHz, an intermit-
tent bright source was present close to the active region
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Figure 10. The 2D histogram of S, vs A, of the best fit
Gaussians which satisfy the criteria outlined in the text for
each of the four frequencies. The colorbar shows the loga-
rithm of the number of points in each bin.

under study and its presence lead to poor fits in many
instances. It is evident from Fig. 10 that while there is
a weak anti-correlation between the area and the inte-
grated flux density, there is also a large scatter over this
trend. The Spearman correlation coefficients are -0.33,
-0.41, -0.42 and -0.33 for 108, 120, 132 and 160 MHz re-
spectively, much smaller than the threshold of -0.8 used
for identifying the incidences of anti-correlation in this
paper. A straight line fit between A, and log;, S, for
the full dataset shown in Fig. 10 yields best fit slopes
of -1.22, -0.97, -0.86 and -0.51 at 108, 120, 132 and 160
MHz respectively. Figure 11 shows histograms of the
slopes of the best fit lines between the same quantities,
but during the periods when they show a strong anti-
correlation. It is evident that, at each of the frequencies,
the obtained slopes during these times are significantly
higher than those for the full dataset. We hence con-
clude that the observed anti-correlation cannot not arise
because of an analysis artefact, and truly reflects the
dynamics of the noise source.

Recently the presence of such an anti-correlation has
been interpreted in terms of regulation of the reconnec-
tion process by sausage MHD modes and the subsequent
generation of beams of nonthermal electrons (Mohan
et al. 2019b; Mohan 2021). Mohan et al. (2019b) es-
timated that the speed with which material must move
for the observed second-scale oscillations was about two
orders of magnitude faster than the local Alfvén speed,
and hence ruled out local MHD processes as their cause.
They had studied a group of type III bursts, which are
believed arise along open magnetic fields.
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Noise storms, on the other hand, are believed to arise
from coronal loops. In view of this we suggest the fol-
lowing physical scenario — the coronal loops continu-
ally get buffeted and perturbed in their turbulent en-
vironment. These perturbations lead to a variety of
MHD wave modes being setup in the loops, including
sausage modes. The presence of sausage modes leads
to a compression and expansion of the magnetic loop
cross-section. This change in the cross-section leads to
a corresponding change in the density of the beam of
nonthermal electrons which give rise to the noise storm
radio emission. The higher density of nonthermal elec-
trons gives rise to stronger emission, leading to the ob-
served anti-correlation observed between A, and S, .

The low brightness of the noise storm emission and the
quiescent state of the active region suggest that these
electron beams must be weak. Weak electron beams are
expected to thermalize quickly due to collisions (Mo-
han et al. 2019a) and are hence not expected to traverse
coronal regions large enough to be able to simultane-
ously give rise to anti-correlations at the different coro-
nal heights sampled by our observing frequencies. This
also implies that the noise storm emission observed at
different frequencies (or coronal heights) must arise due
to independent locally produced beams of nonthermal
electrons. Assuming the Newkirk coronal density model
and assuming that the emissions are arising due to the
fundamental mode of emission, we estimate that the 108
MHz and 160 MHz emission are arising from a helio-
centric height of 1.22 and 1.11 R respectively. If we
assume that the observed emission is coming at the first
harmonic of the plasma frequency, then the correspond-
ing heights for observed emissions at 108 and 160 MHz
are 1.47 and 1.31 Ry respectively.

Mohan et al. (2019b) favoured a sausage mode regu-
lated reconnection scenario taking place deep down in
the corona where the Alfvén speed could be sufficiently
large to explain the observed oscillations. This scenario,
however, requires the electron beams regulated by this
mechanism to rise to coronal heights large enough to
give rise to emission at the observed frequencies, rather
than being local in origin. Also if the anti-correlation
is observed at some frequency v, it must necessarily be
observed at all frequencies > 17, which correspond to
lower coronal heights. This is not consistent with some
of the observations. We also note that while it is indeed
a possibility, these data are insufficient to investigate if
the sausage modes influence the local reconnection pro-
cesses responsible for generating the weak nonthermal
electron beams.

5. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the dynamics of ra-
dio emission associated with a rather weak noise storm
source over a ~70 minute period. The flux density of
the noise storm source varied between ~0.6-24 SFU,
about two orders of magnitude weaker than earlier stud-
ies along similar lines. We have discovered multiple in-
stances where the integrated flux density of the burst
source is anti-correlated with its area. We also find that
the presence of anti-correlation at one frequency does
not necessarily imply its presence at other neighboring
frequencies in the same time window. We have proposed
a self-consistent scenario to explain this observation. We
suggest that sausage MHD modes are stochastically ex-
cited in quiescent coronal loops. These sausage modes
change the density of nonthermal electrons responsible
for the radio emission, thereby producing the observed
anti-correlation between the area and the integrated flux
density of the noise storm source. In a future work, we
intend to simulate these conditions and compare the ob-
served properties with the results obtained from our sim-
ulation. Our observations also suggest that the nonther-
mal electron beams responsible for the observed radio
emission are local in origin. Our work provides strong
evidence that even during very quiescent times, there
is discernible magnetic activity in the vicinity of active
regions and in coronal loops. It also suggests that MHD
oscillations in coronal magnetic loops and strands are
likely quite ubiquitous. The radio emission from the
weak electron beams propagating through these loops
and strands serves to ‘light’ them up, allowing us to
detect them.
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Time (s)+01:49:01 UT Time (s)+01:49:01 UT

Figure 12. Time series for the data corresponding to Fig.6. The blue and red lines indicate A, and S, respectively. Left upper
panel:108 MHz, Right upper panel:120 MHz, Left lower panel: 132 MHz, Right lower panel: 160 MHz.
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9 5 10 15 28 % 5 10 15 20
Time (s)+02:12:21 UT Time (s)+02:12:21 UT

Figure 13. Time series for the data corresponding to Fig.7 in the same format as Fig. 12.
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Figure 14. Time series for the data corresponding to Fig.8 in the same format as Fig. 12.

APPENDIX

Figures 12, 13 and 14 show the time series corresponding the data presented in Figs. 6, 7 and 8 respectively.
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