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ABSTRACT
Globally-propagating shocks in the solar corona have long been studied to quantify their involvement in the

acceleration of energetic particles. However, this work has tended to focus on large events associated with strong
solar flares and fast coronal mass ejections (CMEs), where the waves are sufficiently fast to easily accelerate
particles to high energies. Here we present observations of particle acceleration associated with a global wave
event which occurred on 1 October 2011. Using differential emission measure analysis, the global shock wave
was found to be incredibly weak, with an Alfvén Mach number of ∼1.008–1.013. Despite this, spatially-
resolved type III radio emission was observed by the Nançay RadioHeliograph at distinct locations near the
shock front, suggesting localised acceleration of energetic electrons. Further investigation using a magnetic
field extrapolation identified a fan structure beneath a magnetic null located above the source active region,
with the erupting CME contained within this topological feature. We propose that a reconfiguration of the
coronal magnetic field driven by the erupting CME enabled the weak shock to accelerate particles along field
lines initially contained within the fan and subsequently opened into the heliosphere, producing the observed
type III emission. These results suggest that even weak global shocks in the solar corona can accelerate energetic
particles via reconfiguration of the surrounding magnetic field.

Keywords: Sun: Corona; Sun: Activity

1. INTRODUCTION

Solar eruptions are the most energetic phenomena occur-
ring in our solar system, emitting bursts of multi-spectral ra-
diation (solar flares), ejecting massive bubbles of plasma into
the heliosphere as coronal mass ejections (CMEs) and driv-
ing global shock waves that propagate through and restruc-
ture the surrounding corona (cf. Warmuth 2015; Long et al.
2017a). Although initially poorly understood, the advent of
synoptic high cadence, multi-wavelength Extreme Ultra Vio-
let (EUV) observations of the low solar corona from the So-
lar Dynamics Observatory (SDO; Pesnell et al. 2012) space-
craft has provided a new insight into global waves in the so-
lar corona. These global waves (formerly known as “EIT
waves”) are identified as bright annulli propagating away
from the source of the eruption at typical velocities of 600–
730 km s−1 (Nitta et al. 2013; Long et al. 2017a). While
initially characterised using either wave or pseudo-wave in-
terpretations (cf. Warmuth 2015), recent work (cf. Long et al.
2017b; Downs et al. 2021) has made it increasingly evident
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that these features are best interpreted as large-amplitude
waves/shocks. The multi-wavelength observations provided
by SDO have also enabled plasma diagnostics of these per-
turbations, showing an adiabatic increase in both temperature
and density associated with their passage through the solar
corona (Vanninathan et al. 2015; Long et al. 2019; Frassati
et al. 2020). However, in each case these results have un-
derlined the very weak nature of these shocks, finding Mach
numbers only slightly greater than 1 (e.g., Long et al. 2015;
Frassati et al. 2020).

The very low measured Mach numbers of these global
shocks and the density of the corona through which they
propagate suggests that these global shock waves should be
subcritical and hence highly inefficient at accelerating par-
ticles. Despite this, previous work has related energetic
particles detected in-situ with global waves passing through
the predicted footpoint of the connected magnetic field (cf.
Rouillard et al. 2012; Prise et al. 2014). However, these con-
nected observations are relatively rare due to mixing of ener-
getic particles between their origin at the Sun and detection
in-situ near the Earth (cf. Laitinen & Dalla 2019).

In addition to the direct detection of energetic particles ac-
celerated by global waves, the advent of synoptic high ca-
dence, high resolution observations of the Sun across the
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Figure 1. Panel a (c): 195 Å images showing the erupting CME bubble (projected leading edge indicated by the white arrow) observed by
STEREO-Behind (Ahead). Panel b: SDO 193 Å image showing the source active region. White box indicates the field of view used for the
images in panels d-f and Figure 2a-c. Panels d-f : SDO 193 Å running difference images (produced by subtracting a following image from a
leading image) showing the evolution of the global shock front.

electromagnetic spectrum has also provided a unique oppor-
tunity to both identify and probe global waves and their re-
lationship to other solar phenomena such as energetic par-
ticles. Both Carley et al. (2013) and Morosan et al. (2019)
identified type III herringbone radio emission as correspond-
ing to rippling in the laterally-propagating front of a CME-
driven shockwave (observed in the low corona as a global
EUV wave), theorising that this should enable significant par-
ticle acceleration by these weak global shocks. However,
these signatures were associated with large solar eruptions,
typically characterised by X–class flares, very fast CMEs
(vCME ∼2000 km s−1), and fast, strong global shock wave
events. In contrast, most observed global shock wave events
are much weaker, suggesting that these very high energy
events may not provide the best insight into the processes
by which energetic particles are typically accelerated by low
energy global shocks in the low corona. More recent work
by Morosan et al. (2020) has shown evidence of extended ra-
dio emission produced by a solar eruption with an associated
global wavefront weaker than the events studied by Carley

et al. (2013) and Morosan et al. (2019). However, this event
erupted from the backside of the Sun and could only be stud-
ied from Earth once it appeared above the solar limb, thus
complicating a full analysis of the global wavefront.

Here we use a combination of multi-spectral observations
and modelling to investigate the evolution of a weak global
shock wave in the solar corona associated with spatially re-
solved type III radio emission. The event and associated data
sets are described in Section 2. The results are presented
in Section 3, examining the evolution of the radio emission
(Sect. 3.1), plasma signatures (Sect. 3.2), and the magnetic
field (Sect. 3.3), before these diagnostics are discussed and
some conclusions drawn in Section 4.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND DATA ANALYSIS

On 2011 October 1, a M1.2 solar flare erupted from NOAA
Active Region (AR) 11305, near the centre of the solar disk
as seen from Earth. It was associated with an Earth-directed
CME, and was well observed at EUV wavelengths by the
Atmospheric Imaging Assembly (AIA; Lemen et al. 2012)
onboard the SDO spacecraft near Earth and the Extreme
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UltraViolet Imagers (EUVI; Wuelser et al. 2004) onboard
the two Solar Terrestrial Relations Observatory (STEREO;
Kaiser et al. 2008) Ahead and Behind spacecraft, which were
104.3 and 97.5 degrees ahead of and behind the Earth respec-
tively on its orbit around the Sun. The eruption was also as-
sociated with type II and III radio emission observed by the
Nançay RadioHeliograph (NRH; Kerdraon & Delouis 1997)
and the Nançay Decameter Array (NDA; Lecacheux 2000).
As it erupted, the CME drove a global shock wave which
propagated primarily towards the southeast of the solar disk
from the source active region.

The event was well observed by the STEREO and SDO
spacecraft, with the data in each case reduced and pro-
cessed using the standard SolarSoftWare routines (Freeland
& Handy 1998). Figure 1 shows the erupting CME as ob-
served by the two STEREO spacecraft (panels a & c), with
panel b showing the source active region as seen by the SDO
spacecraft near Earth. The global wave can be identified as
the white feature propagating away from the source active
region in Figure 1d-f, which highlight the feature using dif-
ference images (produced by subtracting an image from an-
other taken at a later time). The associated radio emission is
shown in Figure 2. Panels a-c in Figure 2 show the location
and frequency of the radio emission at 50 % of the peak in-
tensity, while panels d & e show the radio spectra observed
by NRH and NDA respectively. The three vertical dashed
lines in panel e correspond to the times of the images shown
in panels a-c. Panels f & g show a zoom-in on the NRH ob-
servations of the radio bursts (as indicated in panel d) offset
from the active region identified in panels a & b without any
interpolation in frequency.

The evolution of the global EUV wave was tracked on-disk
using an intensity stack plot approach (cf. Long et al. 2019) in
the 211 Å passband observed by SDO/AIA (as this passband
has been shown to be optimal for identifying and tracking
global EUV waves, e.g., Long et al. 2014). A series of inten-
sity stack plots similar to that shown in Figure 3b were used
to track the temporal evolution of the global EUV wave, with
the wave identified by eye 5 independent times each using
100 points along a defined angle to minimise the associated
uncertainty. All 500 points (as shown by the red dots in Fig-
ure 3b) were then used to determine the kinematics of the
wavefront along that angle using a quadratic fit (indicated by
the blue line in Figure 3b, with the fit parameters for this
angle given in the panel legend). The process was repeated
for each angle, enabling the spatial and temporal evolution of
the global wave to be determined as shown in Figure 3a, with
the white line here corresponding to the intensity stack plot
shown in panel b.

The CME was observed by both STEREO spacecraft to
erupt approximately in the plane of sky from the Earth-
directed limb, enabling it to be tracked through the EUVI and
Cor-1 fields of view. Figure 3c shows the STEREO-B EUVI
and Cor-1 fields-of-view, with the white solid line indicating
the angle used to derive the intensity stack plot shown in Fig-
ure 3d. This angle (at 95◦ clockwise from solar north) was
chosen as it cut through the centre of the plane-of-sky CME

structure as it propagated through the field of view of both
EUVI and Cor-1. The intensity along this line was then taken
for each time step, with the bright edge of the CME identi-
fied manually and fitted using a quadratic function to derive
its kinematics (following the stack plot approach described
by O’Kane et al. 2019).

As shown in Figure 3a, the global wave exhibited clearly
anisotropic evolution, consistent with the initially southward
directed eruption of the CME observed by both STEREO
spacecraft and shown in Figure 1, and similar to the events
previously studied by Long et al. (2019). However, it is worth
noting that by the time the CME was observed by Cor-1 on-
board both STEREO spacecraft, it had become much more
symmetric (as shown in Figure 3c), suggesting that by this
time it was no longer constrained by the coronal magnetic
field. The global wave was observed to propagate with an
average initial velocity of 733 km s−1 and acceleration of
−427 m s−2, making it slower than previously studied global
shock wave events (Long et al. 2015, 2017b), but still faster
than global shocks observed using the previous generation of
solar instrumentation (e.g., SOHO/EIT & STEREO/EUVI;
cf. Thompson & Myers 2009; Muhr et al. 2014). The CME
was found to have a velocity of 901 km s−1 with an associ-
ated acceleration of −31 m s−2 in the direction of Earth.

The NRH data at 0.25 s cadence was processed using the
standard techniques and used for performing imaging spec-
troscopy between 450 MHz to 150 MHz to examine the
type III radio emission associated with this global wave event
(see Reid 2020, for a recent review). NDA spectroscopy
data at 1 s cadence was used to examine the type III ra-
dio emission at frequencies between 80-14 MHz. A narrow
type III radio burst can be observed in the radio spectrum
shown in Figure 2d & 2f at t∼09:47:10 UT, corresponding
to source 1 identified in Figure 2a. However, this type III
burst is only observed by NRH, indicating that it does not
move to lower frequencies and hence higher altitudes. In
contrast, an extended type III burst can be identified start-
ing at t∼09:47:39 UT (Figure 2g), which is observed by both
NRH and NDA. Figure 2b indicates that some of this emis-
sion comes from source 2, with a significant amount of emis-
sion also coming from the source active region (shown in
Figure 2c). Although not seen in the time frame shown here,
a type II radio burst was also observed associated with this
event starting at 09:55 UT, indicating the presence of a CME-
driven shock in the outer corona.

3. RESULTS

The radio emission associated with this event indicates the
presence of a CME-driven shock (type II emission) and ac-
celerated electrons (type III emission), both of which have
previously been associated with global EUV waves (e.g.,
Harvey et al. 1974; Warmuth et al. 2004a,b; Carley et al.
2013; Morosan et al. 2019). In this case, the type III emis-
sion was identified using imaging spectroscopy as coming
from three distinct locations; the source active region and two
sources ahead of the leading edge of the propagating wave
front. These regions are identified by the white arrows in
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Figure 2. Panel a-c: SDO 193 Å running difference images showing the evolution of the global shock front. Contours show the radio data
from the Nançay radioheliograph (NRH), with colour indicating frequency. In each case the times of the images used to produce the difference
image is shown in the title. Panel d: NRH Radio spectrum, with vertical lines indicating the regions of the spectrum used to produce panels f &
g. Panel e: NDA radio spectrum, with dashed vertical lines indicating the times of the radio contours shown in panels a-c. Panel f (g): Zoom-in
on the NRH observations of the first (second) radio burst without any interpolation in frequency. Dashed white lines in panel f indicate the
bifurcation of the radio signal as noted in the text.

panels a-c of Figure 2; panels a & b show the sources asso-
ciated with the propagating wave front (source 1 & 2) while
panel c shows the active region source. Although sustained
type III emission coming from the source active region can
be explained by flare-driven electron acceleration, the ori-
gin of the short-lived emission coming from regions 1 & 2
identified in Figure 2a & b is less clear and requires further
investigation.

3.1. Radio emission

Panels d & e of Figure 2 show the dynamic spectra for the
NRH and NDA instruments respectively, in each case derived
from the imaging spectroscopy shown in Figure 2a-c using
a field-of-view from (−670′′,−670′′) in the bottom left to
(287′′, 287′′) in the top right. Figure 2f, g show zoomed-in
sections of the NRH radio spectrum at the times of the radio
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Figure 3. Panel a; The evolution of the global wave as estimated by eye using a stack plot approach. Panel b; The stack plot along the
angle 263◦ clockwise from solar north (as indicated by the white line in panel a). Red dots indicate the points identifying the leading edge of
the wavefront along the arc, with the blue line indicating a quadratic function fitted to the red points. The fitted initial velocity and constant
acceleration for this arc sector are given in the legend. Note that the vertical grey lines are due to intensity changes as a result of varying
instrument exposure time, but do not affect the identification of the wavefront. Panel c; The erupting CME observed using STEREO-B EUVI
and Cor-1. Panel d; the intensity stack plot along the white line in panel c used to estimate the kinematics of the erupting CME. Blue line
indicates the quadratic fit to the red data-points with the fitted initial velocity and constant acceleration along this cut given in the legend.

bursts identified as occurring away from the source active re-
gion (in both cases with no interpolation across frequency).
It is worth noting that whereas the zoom-in of source 1 (Fig-
ure 2f) shows a clear bifurcation of the radio emission (indi-
cating electrons accelerated both towards and away from the
Sun), the zoom-in of source 2 (Figure 2g) shows clear emis-
sion drifting to lower frequency but very weak emission drift-
ing to higher frequency, indicating that the electrons were

primarily propagating away from the Sun. Note that due to
the very weak nature of the downward emission, it was not
possible to estimate a drift rate for it.

We can identify properties of the particle acceleration re-
gion within source 1 (Figure 2f) using the type III radio emis-
sion. The density within the acceleration region can be esti-
mated using the frequency at which the bi-directional type III
bursts start. Assuming harmonic emission (due to the dif-
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Figure 4. Top row: Average temperature (left), density (centre), and maximum compression ratio (right) at 09:49:31 UT, each derived using
the regularised inversion technique of Hannah & Kontar (2013). Boxes indicate the regions that were used to derive the average densities, tem-
peratures and compression ratios. Bottom row: The temporal variation of the DEM-inferred density (black), temperature (red) and compression
ratio (blue) in Region 1 (left), Region 2 (centre), and Region 3 (right). In each case, the relative start to peak changes in density, temperature,
and maximum compression ratio values derived using the DEM (solid blue line) and 193 Å intensity (dashed blue line) approaches are indicated
in the legend.

fuse nature of the radio emission making it difficult for fun-
damental emission to escape the corona at higher frequen-
cies, e.g., Reid 2020), this provides an electron density of
∼ 3.3 × 108 cm−3. The height of the acceleration region
can then be estimated by assuming an electron density model
and we use a 4x Saito model (Saito et al. 1977). As our ra-
dio source was on-disk, we could not use the source cen-
troids to estimate the density model and so we chose the 4x
multiplier to match the frequency of the bi-directional elec-
tron beams with the expected height range of the global EUV
shock (∼70–100 Mm above the photosphere, cf. Patsourakos
& Vourlidas 2009; Kienreich et al. 2009). While this assump-
tion introduces a source of error, active regions typically have
higher coronal densities than the quiet Sun which the stan-
dard Saito model represents. Assuming the 4x Saito model,
the altitude at which the bifurcation occurs and hence where
the particles are accelerated, corresponds here to ∼87 Mm
above the photosphere for source 1. The relatively small fre-
quency range where the type III emission starts indicates that
the acceleration region is likely small in size, on the order of

megametres or less, as the beam must quickly become un-
stable to Langmuir waves which produce the radio emission
(Reid et al. 2014).

The velocity of the accelerated electron beams can be es-
timated using the assumed density model. A linear fit was
made to the times of peak flux as a function of altitude, cor-
responding to the different frequencies observed by the NRH.
The 0.25 second time resolution of the NRH necessitated that
the times of peak flux be estimated by fitting the light curves
using a non-symmetric Gaussian function. The resultant ve-
locities of the associated electron beams were 69 Mm s−1

and 82 Mm s−1 for the beams moving away from and to-
wards the Sun, respectively. This equates to energies of
∼ 20 keV and ∼ 28 keV respectively. However, the electron
beams consist of electrons with a distribution of velocities,
travelling in a beam-plasma structure due to wave-particle
interactions (e.g., Reid & Kontar 2018). If we assume that
the maximum electron velocity within the beam is 1.5x the
derived velocity from the type III emission, the maximum en-
ergies of the electrons within the beams moving away from
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and towards the Sun increase to 44 keV and 63 keV respec-
tively. It must also be noted that multiple crossings of the
shock front would be required to achieve these energies (cf.
Ball & Melrose 2001).

For source 2 (Figure 2g), the downward emission is much
weaker, with the upward emission originating at ∼230–
270 MHz (corresponding to a density of 2 × 108 cm−3 as-
suming harmonic emission). Although it was not possible to
estimate a beam velocity for the upward propagating beam
due to a lack of data-points in the NRH observations, clear
type III emission corresponding to source 2 is also observed
in the NDA dynamic spectrum (Figure 2e). The 1 s time res-
olution of the NDA necessitated fitting the peak intensity as a
function of frequency for each time bin using an asymmetric
Gaussian so that the beam velocity could be found. A ve-
locity of 79 Mm s−1 was found, similar to that of source 1
and with comparable energy. As for source 1, it was also
possible to estimate the height of the particle acceleration for
source 2, corresponding to ∼137-185 Mm above the photo-
sphere for emission originating between 230-270 MHz.

3.2. Plasma diagnostics

Next, the evolution of the coronal plasma associated with
the passage of the global EUV shock front was further exam-
ined to identify variations in temperature and density. As dis-
cussed by Long et al. (2019), the spatial, temporal and spec-
tral resolution provided by SDO/AIA has enabled the devel-
opment of a series of techniques designed to quantify the dif-
ferential emission measure (DEM) of EUV plasma in the low
solar corona (see, e.g., the work by Hannah & Kontar 2013;
Plowman et al. 2013; Cheung et al. 2015; Morgan & Pick-
ering 2019, for a number of different techniques designed
to compute DEMs using observations from SDO/AIA). The
DEM φ(T ) is defined as,

φ(T ) = n2e(T )
dh

dT
, (1)

where ne is the density. Each of these techniques offers a dif-
ferent approach to solving this ill-posed problem, providing
an opportunity to derive the DEM. This can then be used to
derive the DEM-weighted density and temperature using the
approach of Vanninathan et al. (2015); Long et al. (2019). As
noted by Cheng et al. (2012), the DEM-weighted density is
defined as,

ne =

√∫
φ(T )dT

h
, (2)

where h is the plasma scale height. Similarly, the DEM-
weighted temperature is defined as,

T =

√∫
φ(T )TdT∫
φ(T )dt

. (3)

To quantify the role of the global wave in the origin of
the type III radio emission labelled as sources 1 & 2 in Fig-
ure 2, the DEM of the plasma observed by SDO/AIA was

estimated using the Regularised Inversion technique of Han-
nah & Kontar (2013). This technique combines the 6 coronal
EUV passbands observed by SDO/AIA (94, 131, 171, 193,
211, 335 Å), enabling an estimate to be made of the emission
measure of the region indicated by the white box in Figure 1b.
The DEM-averaged temperature of this region was estimated
using Eqn. 3, and is shown in Figure 4a at 09:49:31 UT. The
DEM-weighted density was estimated using Eqn. 2 with a
scale height of 90 Mm (cf. Patsourakos & Vourlidas 2009;
Vanninathan et al. 2015; Long et al. 2019), and is shown in
Figure 4b at 09:49:31 UT. In both panels a & b of Figure 4,
the temperature and density behave as expected, showing in-
creased values in the core of the source active region, with
lower values in the quiet Sun where the wave was observed
to propagate.

Three regions of interest were identified to examine the
temporal variation of the temperature and density; regions 1
(corresponding to radio source 1), 2 (corresponding to radio
source 2) and 3 (representing the background quiet Sun). The
variation in temperature (density) with time in each region is
shown in red (black) in the lower row of Figure 4, which
shows the variation in regions 1, 2, and 3 from left to right.
Region 1, corresponding to radio source 1, exhibits increases
of ∼20 % and 17.5 % above the pre-event temperature and
density values respectively, while region 2 which is located
further from the source active region, exhibits a much smaller
increase of ∼11 % above the pre-event level in both temper-
ature and density. Region 3, which is closer to the source ac-
tive region than both regions 1 & 2 but does not have a corre-
sponding radio source, exhibits higher increases in both tem-
perature (∼27 %) and density (∼38 %). However, the density
variation in region 3 is bursty and highly variable while the
temperature is comparably smooth, with observations from
the 304 Å passband indicating that this bursty behaviour is
due to filamentary material associated with the core of the
CME passing through the field of view.

The variation in density and temperature above the pre-
event values observed in regions 1, 2, & 3 is proportional
to their distance from the source active region, consistent
with a radially-expanding shock front (cf. Downs et al. 2021).
However, the variation in temperature observed here is much
larger than that observed for other, comparable global shock
wave events (cf. Vanninathan et al. 2015; Long et al. 2019),
suggesting a significant role for non-adiabatic processes. In
particular, for both region 1 and 3 (bottom-left and -right
panels of Figure 4), the relative temperature and density in-
creases are comparable, with sudden density increases at the
front of the wave followed by drop below the pre-event value
while the temperature remains enhanced for a longer dura-
tion than the density before dropping back to its pre-event
value. This suggests extended heating associated with the
passage of the global wave front in each location close to the
origin. In contrast, region 2 exhibits gradual and comparable
increases in both density and temperature, with the return to
the pre-event value occurring after the time-range examined
here.
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The DEM can also be used to estimate the density com-
pression ratio and hence strength of the global shock wave.
Although this is typically estimated using radio data by ex-
amining the difference in frequency between the fundamental
and harmonic frequencies of the shock, the type II emission
observed here corresponds to the leading edge of the CME
driven shock rather than the laterally driven global wave
shock, and could therefore provide an inaccurate estimate of
the shock strength. Instead, the density compression ratio
can be estimated by examining the change in EUV intensity
and/or DEM (cf. Muhr et al. 2011; Zhukov 2011; Ma et al.
2011; Kozarev et al. 2011; Frassati et al. 2019; Long et al.
2019; Frassati et al. 2020). The EUV density compression
ratio (X) was estimated here using both the intensity ratio
approach of Zhukov (2011) and the DEM ratio approach of
Frassati et al. (2019).

As described by Frassati et al. (2019), the density com-
pression ratio can be estimated by examining the variation
between pre- and post-event EM using the equation,

X =

√
EMU − EMD

PU
+ 1, (4)

where EMU and EMD are the upstream (i.e., ahead of the
shock) and downstream (i.e., behind the shock) emission
measure respectively and PU is the contribution to the pre-
event emission measure from coronal plasma compressed by
the passage of the global wave (i.e., the plasma located be-
tween the points L1 and L2 along the line of sight). PU is
defined as,

PU = L < n2
e,U >LOS (with L = L2 − L1). (5)

Alternatively, the density compression ratio can be esti-
mated using the approach of Zhukov (2011). Here, the den-
sity compression ratio can be related to the intensity ratio of
the 193 Å passband via the approximation,

n

n0
=

√
I

I0
, (6)

where I0 and n0 are the intensity and density, respectively,
prior to the passage of the global wave. This approach only
considers plasma in the temperature range of the 193 Å pass-
band (T ∼ 1 MK), and as a result is much more sensitive to
the convolution of the timescale for ionisation of the plasma
with the timescale for increased plasma emission due to the
passage of the shock (as discussed by Ma et al. 2011).

The variation in density compression ratio in each of the
three regions estimated using both approaches is shown in
the bottom row of Figure 4. Here, the solid blue line shows
the density compression ratio estimated using the EM tech-
nique of Frassati et al. (2019), with the top right panel show-
ing the maximum compression ratio across the whole field of
view estimated using this technique. The dotted blue line in
the bottom row of panels of Figure 4 shows the density com-
pression ratio estimated using the 193 Å intensity approach
of Zhukov (2011). It is clear that while both compression

Table 1. Plasma & wave properties

Property Region 1 Region 2 Region 3

vsh (km s−1) 574.30 410.99 407.83

cs (km s−1) 292.02 291.65 291.66

M = vsh/cs 1.967 1.409 1.398

vA (km s−1, θ = 0◦) 572.42 407.61 407.24

MA = vsh/vA, θ = 0◦) 1.003 1.008 1.001

vA (km s−1, θ = 90◦) 571.24 405.75 406.77

MA = vsh/vA, θ = 90◦) 1.005 1.013 1.003

B (G) 3.5 2.5 2.5

ratio techniques provide similar results, there are distinct dif-
ferences between them, with the compression ratio derived
using the 193 Å intensity approach exhibiting much more
variability than the EM approach.

The evolution in density, temperature, and compression ra-
tio shown in Figure 4 indicate that the global wave was freely
propagating and very weakly shocked at the time and loca-
tion of the observed type III radio emission. The estimated
variation in density provides an excellent match to the radio
emission, with the estimated height of the global wave and
the starting frequency of the radio emission broadly consis-
tent. The highly specific origins of the type III emission sug-
gests that the shock wave may have locally created the con-
ditions to accelerate the electrons that produced the observed
emission. By combining the wave speed with the estimated
density compression ratios in these locations, it is possible to
infer the Mach number of the observed global wave.

Using the approach described in Section 2, the speed of
the wave was determined at regions 1, 2, & 3 as identified in
Figure 4. The global wave was found to have a velocity of
v = ∼574 km s−1 at region 1 (corresponding to temperature
and density increases of ∼20 % and 17.5 % respectively), a
velocity of v = ∼410 km s−1 at region 2 (corresponding to
temperature and density increases of ∼11 %) and a velocity
of v = ∼408 km s−1 at region 3 (corresponding to temper-
ature and density increases of ∼27 % and ∼38 % respec-
tively). These observations are consistent with a shock wave
propagating freely through the low solar corona.

The local sound speed (cs = (γkBT/m)1/2) and thus hy-
drodynamic Mach number (M = vsh/cs) of the shock were
estimated in each region of interest using the temperature de-
rived above, and are listed in Table 1. It is clear that the wave
was weakly shocked with a hydrodynamic Mach number of
∼ 1.4–1.9 depending on location.

The Alfvén Mach number (MA = vsh/vA) and hence
Alfvén speed vA can be estimated from the density compres-
sion ratio (X) using the approach of Vršnak et al. (2002) via
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the relationship,

(MA −X)2[5βX + 2M2
Acos2θ(X − 4)]

+M2
AXsin2θ[(5 +X)M2

A + 2X(X − 4)] = 0, (7)

where β is the ratio of plasma to magnetic pressure, and as-
suming an adiabatic index γ = 5/3. In the case β → 0, this
reduces to,

MA =

√
X(X + 5)

2(4−X)
, (8)

for a perpendicular shock (θ = 90◦), and,

MA =
√
X, (9)

for a parallel shock (θ = 0◦). The resulting Alfvén speeds
and Alfvén Mach numbers for θ = 90◦ and θ = 0◦ derived
using the DEM density compression values given in Figure 4
are shown in Table 1. While there is very little difference
between the derived Alfvén speed values for a perpendicular
and parallel shock in each of the regions studied here, it is
worth noting that perpendicular shocks are much more effi-
cient at accelerating particles than parallel shocks.

The derived Alfvén velocity can also be used to estimate
the magnetic field strength, B, of the three regions using the
equation,

B = vA
√
4πnemi. (10)

The values of the Alfvén speed given in Table 1 give corre-
sponding magnetic field strength values of 3.5 G, 2.5 G, and
2.5 G for regions 1, 2, and 3 respectively. These estimates
are consistent with previous estimates of the coronal mag-
netic field strength made using global EUV waves (cf. West
et al. 2011; Long et al. 2013).

These measurements indicate that although the plasma di-
agnostics of the different regions of interest provide a use-
ful insight into the ability of the studied global shock to
produce the observed radio emission, they do not tell the
whole story. In particular, the global shock studied here ap-
pears to be much too weak in the identified locations to pro-
duce the observed type III emission. However, the magnetic
field through which the global shock propagated may provide
some clues as to the origin of this emission.

3.3. Magnetic field modelling

To investigate the coronal magnetic field at the time of the
eruption, a PFSS model was constructed using the Python
pfsspy package (Yeates 2018; Stansby et al. 2020), with the
JSOC daily synoptic map of 30 September 20111 providing
the photospheric boundary condition and the source surface
placed at 4 solar radii (Rs). The pfsspy code was config-
ured to internally remap the magnetogram using 360 nodes
in longitude and 102 nodes in cosine-latitude, all uniformly

1
hmi.mrdailysynframe small 720s.20110930 120000 TAI.data.fits

spaced. In the radial direction, pfsspy employs a logarithmic
grid, in this application using 120 nodes.

Figure 5 shows some of the field lines of the PFSS extrap-
olation, chosen using the field of view identified by the white
box in Figure 1b. As shown from the side in Figure 5a, and
as viewed from above in panel b, the region of interest is en-
tirely surmounted by the fan of a high-altitude null point (at
approximately 0.28 Rs), whose inner spine is rooted in the
negative sunspot of the source active region while the outer
spine connects back to the photosphere (at the North East
side). Such a strong topological constraint prevents any field
line starting from within the area under the fan from connect-
ing to interplanetary space.

This PFSS extrapolation provides some insight into the ori-
gin of the observed radio emission. As the origin of the radio
emission is a function of coronal density, it is not possible
to know the exact location of the radio emission in the 3D
extrapolation without making some assumptions. Firstly, we
consider all the radio signals as coming from a single plane
perpendicular to the line-of-sight at a height of around 1.2Rs

above the photosphere. Next, the helioprojective coordinates
of the radio maps were used to align them to the PFSS ex-
trapolation as seen from Earth. It should be noted that this
is a largely arbitrary approach as it is physically incorrect to
assume that the radio signals are coming from a planar sur-
face (the height of which was estimated using average coro-
nal plasma properties) and that such a planar surface is the
same for all frequencies. However, these assumptions enable
us to make a qualitative validation of the emission scenario
that includes both magnetic field and radio emission. Fig-
ure 5c shows the result of such a comparison with selected
field lines under the fan (yellow) and close to the null but
external to the fan (dark green). The isocontours show the
half-maximum NRH radio emission at 432 MHz (orange),
228 MHz (violet), and 151 MHz (cyan) at 09:47:49 UT.

The emission corresponding to source 1 is associated with
the field lines under the fan (yellow in Figure 5c) and is not
connected to the magnetic null point, so the energetic parti-
cles are unable to escape into the heliosphere and instead are
accelerated along closed magnetic loops. This matches the
radio emission indicated by the first vertical dashed line in
Figure 2d, which was observed by NRH but not NDA (cf.
the lack of a corresponding radio signature in Figure 2e). In
contrast, the type III emission corresponding to source 2 and
the active region source is connected to the magnetic null and
hence open field lines (see dark green field lines in Figure 5a,
c). As the CME expands against the spine, it activates recon-
nection at the null. As a result, the energetic particles acceler-
ated by the shock at source 2 and by ongoing reconnection in
the active region can escape along these open magnetic field
lines into the heliosphere. This matches the radio emission
associated with the second vertical dashed line in Figure 2e
which was observed by both NRH and NDA. The comparison
between the CME bubble observed by STEREO and the field
lines from the PFSS extrapolation (Figure 5d, e) show that
the CME was still quite low when the type III emission was
observed; consistent with the observations of the EUV wave.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e)

Figure 5. PFSS extrapolation of the magnetic field in the region of interest. Panel a: side view showing the topology of the null point in
red-blue field lines colour-coded by field strength from 0.01–1 G; The light/dark green field lines are traced from the core of the radio isolines at
151 MHz and 432 MHz, as in panel c; the light blue field lines are traced through the CME bubble, as in panel e. Panel b: Earth-view showing
the same null point blue-red field lines as in panel a; contours in panel b indicate the half-maximum NRH radio emission at 228 MHz (violet),
432 MHz (orange), and 151 MHz (cyan) at 09:47:49 UT assuming a height of 1.2 R� from disc centre (as discussed in the text). Panel c:
Selected field lines through the radio contours, traced from the centre of orange radio contour (432 MHz) to the east (yellow field lines), the
cyan isocontour (151) in the middle (light green field lines), and the orange isocontour (432 MHz) to the west. Panel d: STEREO-A 171 Å
image at 09:46 UT (processed using a Normalised Radial Gradient Filter, NRGF; Morgan et al. 2006) shown in blue/red colour table in the
plane of sky. The red dots indicate the edge of the CME bubble identified in Figure 3. Panel e: PFSS field lines passing through the red dots
from panel d from a south-west prospective (same as in panel a). The magnetogram in panels a-c shows the radial component of the magnetic
field, with units of Gauss as indicated by the colourbar in panel a. In panels d and e the same AIA 171 Å subdomain as outlined by the white
square in Figure 2b is overlaid for reference.

These side-on observations enable us to identify which field
lines were impacted by the CME contemporaneously with
the production of the type III radio signal. Figure 5d shows
the size of the expanding bubble at 09:46 UT, the closest im-
age available in time to the radio burst, identified by a series
of red dots, as viewed from the STEREO perspective. The
corresponding PFSS field lines originating from those dots
are shown in Figure 5e as seen from a S-E perspective, and
in Figure 5a too for comparison with the fan structure.

Although the PFSS extrapolation does a good job at de-
scribing the static structure of the surrounding coronal mag-
netic field, it does not account for reconfiguration of the coro-
nal magnetic field during an eruption. However, the combi-
nation of radio emission and PFSS extrapolation does pro-
vide a unique insight into the configuration of the coronal
magnetic field at the time of this eruption. In particular, the
spine of the fan topology observed above the active region

here enables particles accelerated by reconnection in the ac-
tive region to escape into the heliosphere, resulting in the ob-
served extended type III emission. The first type III burst
(corresponding to the 1st burst observed ahead of the EUV
wave) is produced by particles accelerated by the shock along
closed magnetic field lines, while the second burst observed
ahead of the EUV wave corresponds to the footpoints of mag-
netic loops connected to the null.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

As a well-observed, albeit weak, solar eruptive event with
a CME, global shock wave, and associated radio emission,
this event provides an excellent opportunity to study the ac-
celeration of energetic particles by a weak shock. The global
shock wave was tracked and analysed using an intensity pro-
file approach, and propagated anisotropically with a veloc-
ity of ∼400-500 km s−1 and a corresponding Alfvén Mach
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number of 1.001–1.013. In spite of this, it was able to ac-
celerate electrons low down in the corona which produced
distinct type III emission. However, the radio emission was
highly localised, suggesting that only certain locations along
the shock front achieved the required criteria for accelerating
the energetic particles.

Global waves in the low solar corona have traditionally
been interpreted as propagating through a radial coronal
magnetic field, and are often therefore interpreted as quasi-
perpendicular shocks (cf. Carley et al. 2013). This quasiper-
pendicularity enables efficient acceleration of electrons via
shock drift acceleration (SDA; Ball & Melrose 2001), which
involves adiabatic reflection of particles from the shock, with
each reflection increasing the energy of the particle. For
coronal shocks, the multiple reflection process has been ex-
plained using inhomogeneities in the shock front (“ripples”),
with this quasiperiodic structure thought to explain the pres-
ence of herringbones in type II and III radio emission (e.g.,
Carley et al. 2013, 2015; Morosan et al. 2019). Here, source 1
appears to have a herringbone structure, but source 2 does
not, suggesting a very limited deformation of the shock front
assuming this interpretation.

The radio emission at both sources identified in Figure 2a,
b can be clearly identified to be ahead of the leading edge
of the global EUV shock wave. This suggests that the radio
emission observed here is due to a shock wave propagating
ahead of the observed EUV front. In this case, the EUV ob-
servations provide a lower limit on the estimated kinematics
of the shock front, as the shock must heat the plasma suf-
ficiently to produce the observed perturbation (cf. Ma et al.
2011). We can then estimate the shock speed at∼ 1.35 times
the observed EUV wave speed, assuming the shock starts at
the same time and location as the EUV wavefront and reaches
the centroid of the observed radio source at the time of the
observed radio emission.

To study this in more detail, both the plasma environment
in the region through which the global shock wave evolved
and the coronal magnetic field were examined using a reg-
ularised inversion DEM approach and a PFSS extrapolation
respectively. First, the plasma evolution was examined in the
two regions identified as being the sources locations for the
type III emission and a third region chosen as a background
reference. All three regions were shown to exhibit increases
in temperature and density associated with the passage of the
global shock wave (see Figure 4). The variation in density
and temperature measured in each region is proportional to
the distance from the source active region, with the distinct,
strong increases in both temperature and density observed in
region 3 most likely due to blobs of plasma ejected by the
active region passing through the field of view.

The DEM also enabled a detailed examination of the prop-
erties of the global EUV shock wave at the three regions of
interest. In each location, the global EUV shock wave was
found to be very weak, with a hydrodynamic Mach number
ranging from 1.9 in region 1 to ∼1.4 in regions 2 & 3. How-
ever, the Alfvén Mach number was found to be much lower,
ranging from∼1.008 (1.01) for an angle of θ = 0◦ (θ = 90◦)

between the magnetic field and shock normal in regions 1 &
2 to ∼1.001 (1.003) for an angle of θ = 0◦ (θ = 90◦) be-
tween the magnetic field and shock normal in region 3. This
indicates that while the global shock wave was stronger in
the locations corresponding to the type III radio emission, it
was still very weak, and most likely could not have produced
the particle acceleration observed here.

The surrounding coronal magnetic field was then exam-
ined using a PFSS extrapolation. This investigation revealed
a coronal null point above the source active region as shown
in Figure 5a, which suggests that the eruption occurred in a
closed magnetic topology without direct access to magnetic
field opening into the heliosphere. However, the kinematic
evolution of the erupting CME was found to be best fit by a
quadratic function, kinematically consistent with an eruption
evolving via a breakout model scenario (cf. Antiochos et al.
1999). The first type III emission corresponding to source 1
(cf. Figure 2a) was found to be due to particles accelerated
both upwards and downwards along a closed magnetic loop,
as evidenced by the bifurcated emission (Figure 2f) and lack
of low frequency emission associated with the burst. In con-
trast, the radio emission associated with source 2 (cf. Fig-
ure 2b) was due to particles accelerated upwards away from
the Sun along open magnetic field lines, as evidenced by the
lack of a bifurcated signature in the NRH spectrum (Fig-
ure 2g) and the low frequency emission observed by the
NDA.

The event can be initially described as follows. Starting at
09:47 UT, we note a temporal correlation between the erup-
tion and the observed radio signal, which includes type III
bursts, indicating access to open magnetic field. However,
the source active region (AR 11305) is isolated from the open
field, as it is fully surmounted by the fan of a (relatively)
high-altitude null point, the inner spine of which is rooted
in the active region. The earliest observation of the CME
bubble by STEREO shows the bubble expanding but still far
from the null point, with the only open field lines from the
PFSS extrapolation rooted at the edge of the fan of the null,
in the positive polarity of the neighbouring AR 11306. Due
to the proximity to the fan, these field lines spread out con-
tinuously from the spine of the null to the open field. We
can propose the following scenario to explain these observa-
tions. The CME bubble expands in the SE direction, but also
against the spine of the null rooted in the negative polarity of
AR 11305. This activates reconnection at the null, impacting
the dark-green field lines shown in Figure 5a, and eventually
providing access to open field. This scenario is feasible as
there are multiple ways for reconnection at the null to pro-
vide access to the dark-green field lines in Figure 5a. These
include null deformation due to the expanding CME bubble
(cf. Pontin et al. 2007; Galsgaard & Pontin 2011), or slipping
reconnection across the outer spine quasi-separatrix layer at
the null (e.g., Masson et al. 2017). However, this hypothesis
is limited by the potential nature of the PFSS extrapolation,
which means that we cannot pinpoint a specific mechanism.
As a result, we must limit our suggestion to a generic “activa-
tion” of the null point driven by the expanding CME bubble
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The combination of ongoing reconnection in the source ac-
tive region and the compression of the magnetic spine rooted
in the active region by the erupting CME then resulted in
continuous acceleration of energetic particles, producing the
long lasting type III emission identified as the AR source in
Figure 2c.

Therefore, rather than the bursty emission resulting from
the repeated acceleration of electrons by the rippled front of
the global shock wave as previously observed by Carley et al.
(2013); Morosan et al. (2019), the radio emission observed
here was produced by electrons accelerated by the interaction
of the global shock with the surrounding coronal magnetic
field. Although this scenario might be expected for every
CME erupting into the surrounding coronal magnetic field,
the very weak nature of the eruption and shock observed here
enabled the properties of the global EUV wave and the as-
sociated spatially-resolved type III radio emission to be dis-
entangled from the main eruption and studied in detail for
the first time. The ability of Solar Orbiter and Parker Solar
Probe to observe the solar corona at higher spatial and tem-
poral resolution than currently possible and detect solar ener-
getic particles closer to their source will enable a more thor-
ough investigation and hence deeper understanding of this
phenomenon.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We wish to thank the anonymous referee whose comments
helped to improve the article. DML is grateful to the Science
Technology and Facilities Council for the award of an Ernest
Rutherford Fellowship (ST/R003246/1), and thanks ISSI (In-
ternational Space Science Institute, Bern) for the hospitality
provided to the team “Foreshocks Across the Heliosphere”
led by H. Hietala and F. Plaschke, whose discussions helped
to clarify the ideas described in this paper. G.V. acknowl-
edges the support from the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme under grant agreement
No 824135 and of the STFC grant number ST/T000317/1.
JO is supported by funding from the Science and Technology
Facilities Council (STFC) studentship ST/R505171/1.

Facilities: SDO, NRH, STEREO, NDA

Software: SolarSoftWare (Freeland & Handy 1998); pf-
sspy (Yeates 2018; Stansby et al. 2020)

REFERENCES

Antiochos, S. K., DeVore, C. R., & Klimchuk, J. A. 1999, ApJ,
510, 485, doi: 10.1086/306563

Ball, L., & Melrose, D. B. 2001, PASA, 18, 361,
doi: 10.1071/AS01047

Carley, E. P., Long, D. M., Byrne, J. P., et al. 2013, Nature Physics,
9, 811, doi: 10.1038/nphys2767

Carley, E. P., Reid, H., Vilmer, N., & Gallagher, P. T. 2015, A&A,
581, A100

Cheng, X., Zhang, J., Saar, S. H., & Ding, M. D. 2012, ApJ, 761,
62, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/761/1/62

Cheung, M. C. M., Boerner, P., Schrijver, C. J., et al. 2015, ApJ,
807, 143, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/807/2/143

Downs, C., Warmuth, A., Long, D. M., et al. 2021, Accepted in
ApJ

Frassati, F., Mancuso, S., & Bemporad, A. 2020, SoPh, 295, 124,
doi: 10.1007/s11207-020-01686-0

Frassati, F., Susino, R., Mancuso, S., & Bemporad, A. 2019, ApJ,
871, 212, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aaf9af

Freeland, S. L., & Handy, B. N. 1998, SoPh, 182, 497,
doi: 10.1023/A:1005038224881

Galsgaard, K., & Pontin, D. I. 2011, A&A, 534, A2,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201117532

Hannah, I. G., & Kontar, E. P. 2013, A&A, 553, A10,
doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201219727

Harvey, K. L., Martin, S. F., & Riddle, A. C. 1974, SoPh, 36, 151,
doi: 10.1007/BF00151556

Kaiser, M. L., Kucera, T. A., Davila, J. M., et al. 2008, SSRv, 136,
5, doi: 10.1007/s11214-007-9277-0

Kerdraon, A., & Delouis, J.-M. 1997, The Nançay
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