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ABSTRACT

We conducted the time-resolved simultaneous optical spectroscopic and photometric observations of
mid M dwarf flare stars YZ CMi, EV Lac, and AD Leo. Spectroscopic observations were obtained
using Apache Point Observatory 3.5m and Small & Moderate Aperture Research Telescope System
1.5m telescopes during 31 nights. Among the 41 detected flares, seven flares showed clear blue wing
asymmetries in the Ha line, with various correspondences in flare properties. The duration of the blue
wing asymmetries range from 20 min to 2.5 hours, including a flare showing the shift from blue to red
wing asymmetry. Blue wing asymmetries can be observed during both white-light and candidate non
white-light flares. All of the seven flares showed blue wing asymmetries also in the Hf line, but there
are large varieties on which other chromospheric lines showed blue wing asymmetries. One among
the 7 flares was also observed with soft X-ray spectroscopy, which enabled us to estimate the flare
magnetic field and length of the flare loop. The line-of-sight velocities of the blue-shifted components
range from -73 to -122 km s~!. Assuming that the blue-shifts were caused by prominence eruptions,
the mass of upward moving plasma was estimated to be 10'® — 10' g, which are roughly on the
relation between flare energy and erupting mass expected from solar coronal mass ejections (CMEs).
Although further investigations are necessary for understanding the observed various properties, these
possible prominence eruptions on M-dwarfs could evolve into CMEs, assuming the similar acceleration
mechanism with solar eruptions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Solar flares are sudden brightness increases resulting from impulsive magnetic energy release through magnetic recon-
nection in the solar atmosphere (e.g., Shibata & Magara 2011 and references therein). They generate strong emissions
at various wavelengths ranging from radio to high-energy X-rays/gamma-rays. In the flaring solar atmosphere, part
of the magnetic energy released by the magnetic reconnection in the corona is transported into the lower atmosphere
(chromosphere and upper photosphere) through thermal conduction, radiative backwarming, and high-energy parti-
cles (e.g., high energy electrons). This process causes chromospheric evaporations and chromospheric condensations,
producing bright coronal (e.g., X-ray), chromospheric (e.g., Ha), and photospheric radiation (e.g., Fisher et al. 1985;
Allred et al. 2005).

It is also known that various types of stars produce flares (“stellar flares”). They are observed mainly as rapid
increases and slow decays of the intensity in various wavelength bands (radio, optical, ultraviolet (UV), X-ray). In
particular, young rapidly-rotating stars, close binary stars, and magnetically active M-type main sequence stars (dMe
stars) show frequent and energetic flares (e.g., Lacy et al. 1976; Hawley & Pettersen 1991; Shibata & Yokoyama 2002;
Gershberg 2005; Reid & Hawley 2005; Benz & Giidel 2010). Recent photometry from Kepler/ TESS space telescopes
(e.g., Machara et al. 2012 & 2021; Shibayama et al. 2013; Notsu et al. 2013b & 2019; Okamoto et al. 2021; Hawley
et al. 2014; Davenport 2016; Davenport et al. 2020; Paudel et al. 2019; Feinstein et al. 2020; Medina et al. 2020) and
ground-based surveys (e.g., Howard et al. 2019; Jackman et al. 2021) have helped to refine statistical properties of
stellar flares. Because of the similarities in observational properties between solar and stellar flares such as Neupert
effect (Neupert 1968; Hawley et al. 1995; Giidel et al. 1996 & 2004; Mitra-Kraev et al. 2005; Tristan et al. 2023),
they are considered to be caused by the same physical processes (i.e., plasma heating by accelerated particles and
subsequent chromospheric evaporation, e.g., Hawley & Fisher 1992; Allred et al. 2006; Kowalski 2016; Namekata et al.
2020). Recently, stellar flares have been also getting more and more attention in terms of the effects on the exoplanet
atmosphere/habitability (e.g., Lammer et al. 2007; Segura et al. 2010; Airapetian et al. 2016 & 2020; Linsky 2019)
and possible extreme events on our Sun (Aulanier et al. 2013; Shibata et al. 2013; Battersby 2019; Miyake et al. 2019;
Notsu et al. 2019; Okamoto et al. 2021; Usoskin & Kovaltsov 2021; Cliver et al. 2022; Buzulukova & Tsurutani 2022).

Spectroscopic studies of solar and stellar flares have been carried out in order to understand the dynamics of
plasma and the radiation mechanisms during flares. Past spectroscopic observations of solar flares have shown that
chromospheric lines (e.g., Ha, HB, Ca II, Mg II) often exhibit asymmetric line profiles during flares. In particular,
red wing asymmetries (enhancement of the red wing) have often been observed during solar flares (e.g., Svestka et al.
1962; Ichimoto & Kurokawa 1984; Canfield et al. 1990; Shoji & Kurokawa 1995; Berlicki 2007; Graham & Cauzzi 2015;
Kuridze et al. 2015; Kowalski et al. 2017; Graham et al. 2020; Namekata et al. 2022a; Otsu et al. 2022). This is thought
to be caused by the process known as the chromospheric condensation, which is the downward flow of cool plasma in
the chromosphere, while Kuridze et al. (2015) also reported the enhancement of red side of the line profile around the
line center (line center red asymmetry) caused by upflows. Blue wing asymmetries (enhancement of the blue wing)
have also been observed mainly in the early phase of solar flares (e.g., Svestka et al. 1962; Canfield et al. 1990; Heinzel
et al. 1994a; Kuridze et al. 2016; Tei et al. 2018; Panos et al. 2018; Huang et al. 2019; Li et al. 2019; Libbrecht et al.
2019). Svestka et al. (1962) found that among the 92 studied solar flares, only 23% showed a blue asymmetry, while
80% exhibited a red asymmetry. Tang (1983) reported the similar result that an even lower fraction of 5% of flares
with blue asymmetries. As one possibility it is suggested that blue asymmetry is caused by an upward-moving cool
plasma blob, which is lifted up by expanding hot plasma caused by the deep penetration of non-thermal electrons into
the chromosphere during a flare (Tei et al. 2018; Huang et al. 2019; Zhu et al. 2019; Hong et al. 2020). However, the
detailed origins and properties of these blue asymmetries are still controversial. For example, these asymmetries could
be also caused by either excess or lack of flux on one side of the line profile without upward-moving plasma.

Similar line asymmetries in chromospheric lines (especially Ha line) have been observed during stellar flares on late-
type stars (e.g., M-dwarf flare stars). For example, Houdebine et al. (1993), Crespo-Chacén et al. (2006), Wollmann
et al. (2023), and Namizaki et al. (2023) reported red asymmetries in Balmer lines during flares on M-dwarf flare stars.
Moreover, in the case of M dwarf flare stars, various blue asymmetries have been widely observed (e.g., Houdebine
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et al. 1990; Eason et al. 1992; Gunn et al. 1994; Crespo-Chacén et al. 2006; Hawley et al. 2007; Fuhrmeister et al. 2008
& 2011; Vida et al. 2016 & 2019; Honda et al. 2018; Muheki et al. 2020a & 2020b Maehara et al. 2021; Johnson et al.
2021). Not only on M-dwarfs, but blue asymmetries or blue-shifted absorption during flares have been also observed
during flares on the young active K dwarf LQ Hydrae (Flores Soriano & Strassmeier 2017) and young active G dwarf
(solar-type star) EK Dra (Namekata et al. 2022c).

These previous studies have clarified large varieties of blue asymmetries. Fuhrmeister et al. (2008 & 2011) investi-
gated flares on M5.5 dwarfs Proxima Centauri and CN Leo, respectively, and they both reported blue asymmetry of
Ha line during flare onset and red asymmetry during decay, along with temporal evolution in the asymmetry pattern
on the scale of minutes. Vida et al. (2016) reported several Ha flares on the M4 dwarf V374 Peg showing blue wing
asymmetries of Ha, HA3, and Hry lines with a maximum line-of-sight velocity of -675 km s~!. Vida et al. (2016) also
found that red-wing enhancements in the Ha line were observed after blue wing asymmetries, which can suggest that
some of the erupted cool plasma fell back on the stellar surface. Honda et al. (2018) reported a long-duration He
flare on the M4.5 dwarf EV Lac. During this flare, a blue wing asymmetry in the Ha line with the velocity of ~
-100 km s~! has been observed for >2 h (almost from flare start to end). Maehara et al. (2021) reported a Ha flare
without clear brightening in continuum, which exhibited blue wing asymmetry lasting for ~1 hour. The line-of-sight
motions of cool plasma such as prominence eruptions can cause blue/red wing asymmetries of stellar spectral lines.
Solar prominences and filaments are cool plasma blobs (~10,000K) in the hot corona (2> 10°K), and they are observed
above the limb (prominences) and on the disk (filaments), respectively (Parenti 2014; Vial & Engvold 2015). In the
case of the Sun, prominences are commonly observed in emission of Balmer lines (especially He line), while filaments
show absorption lines (Parenti 2014; Otsu et al. 2022). The eruptions of such solar prominences and filaments are
often observed, and they are often associated with solar flares (e.g., Shibata & Magara 2011; Sinha et al. 2019). Such
filament/prominence eruptions can evolve into CMEs (coronal mass ejections) if the erupted plasma is accelerated
enough until the velocity exceeds the escape velocity (e.g., Gopalswamy et al. 2003; Seki et al. 2021). In analogy with
solar prominence eruptions, if the cool stellar plasma is launched upward and seen above the limb !, the emission can
cause blue-shifted or red-shifted enhancements of the Balmer lines (e.g., Odert et al. 2020), and this can be eventually
related with CMEs.

Several recent studies have discussed the blue wing asymmetries assuming they can be related with stellar mass
ejections. Vida et al. (2019) reported a statistical study of 478 events with asymmetries in Balmer lines of M-dwarfs,
which were found from more than 5500 spectra (similar events were also reported in Fuhrmeister et al. 2018). The
velocity and mass of the possible ejected materials estimated from the blue-shifted or red-shifted excess in Balmer
lines range from 100-300 km s~! and 10'5 — 10'® g, respectively. The correlations between the mass/kinetic energy
of CMEs and the flare energy of associated flares on various types of stars have been discussed (e.g., Moschou et al.
2019; Maehara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022¢). They found that estimated stellar flare CME masses are consistent
with the trends extrapolated from solar events but kinetic energies are roughly two orders of magnitude smaller than
expected. Machara et al. (2021) and Namekata et al. (2022¢) suggested that this could be understood by the difference
in the velocity between CMEs and prominence eruptions.

It is important to understand the properties of stellar CMEs in order to evaluate their effects not only on the mass
and angular momentum loss of the star (e.g., Osten & Wolk 2015; Odert et al. 2017; Cranmer 2017; Wood et al.
2021), but also on the habitability of exoplanets (e.g., loss of atmosphere, atmospheric chemistry, radiation dose as
described in Lammer et al. 2007; Segura et al. 2010; Airapetian et al. 2016 & 2020; Scheucher et al. 2018; Tilley et al.
2019; Yamashiki et al. 2019; Chen et al. 2021). Attempts to detect stellar CMEs have not yet found the expected
Type-II radio signatures (e.g., Crosley & Osten 2018; Villadsen & Hallinan 2019), but several candidates have been
reported: line blue asymmetries (described above), post-flare UV / X-ray dimmings (Veronig et al. 2021; Loyd et al.
2022), and a possible Type-1V radio burst (Zic et al. 2020). However, our understanding of blue/red asymmetries
in chromospheric lines and their connections with stellar flares/CMEs is still limited by the low number of samples
observed in time-resolved spectroscopy simultaneously with high-precision photometry (see also Namekata et al. 2022b
and Leitzinger & Odert 2022 for brief reviews of current stellar CME observations).

In order to investigate the connection between the blue/red asymmetries in Balmer lines and the properties of flares
more in detail, we conducted the time-resolved simultaneous optical spectroscopic and photometric observations of

1

Leitzinger et al. (2022) discussed that even filaments can cause enhancements in Balmer lines of M-dwarfs. It may be speculated that the

plasma, which causes the enhancements, is not necessary to be seen above the limb, but is possible to be seen also on the disk.
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mid M dwarf flare stars, during the 31 nights over two years (2019 January — 2021 February). Spectroscopic observa-
tions were conducted using the high-dispersion spectrographs of the Apache Point Observatory (APO) 3.5m telescope
and the Cerro Tololo Inter-American Observatory (CTIO) Small and Moderate Aperture Research Telescope System
(SMARTS) 1.5m telescope. Photometric observations were obtained from the 0.5m telescope of APO (ARCSAT:
Astrophysical Research Consortium Small Aperture Telescope) and 1m & 0.4m telescopes of the Las Cumbres Ob-
servatory Global Telescope (LCOGT) network, while 5 nights are also covered with the observation window of the
Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS). For the 3 nights among the total 31 nights, we also conducted the
soft X-ray spectroscopic observations with Neutron Star Interior Composition ExploreR (NICER). In Section 2, the
details of our campaign monitoring observations and data analyses are described. In Section 3, we report the light
curves and Ha & Hp spectra of the flares detected in our campaign observations. We investigate whether the flares
show blue wing asymmetries in Ha & Hp lines. If the blue wing asymmetries are observed in Ha & Hf lines, we also
investigate whether other chromospheric lines (e.g., Hy, Hd, Ca II K) also show blue wing asymmetries. In Section 4,
we discuss the various properties of flares with blue wing asymmetries, and the implications from the observed blue
wing asymmetries on the possible stellar mass ejections.

2. DATA AND METHODS
2.1. Target Stars

During the 31 nights over two years (2019 January — 2021 February), we conducted time-resolved simultaneous
optical spectroscopic and photometric observations of the three nearby mid M dwarf flare stars YZ CMi, EV Lac,
and AD Leo. The basic parameters of these three target flare stars are listed in Table 1. The log of the observations
is summarized in Table 2. These three stars have been known to flare frequently (e.g., Lacy et al. 1976; Hawley &
Pettersen 1991; Kowalski et al. 2013; Namekata et al. 2020; Muheki et al. 2020b; Maehara et al. 2021; Paudel et al.
2021; Ikuta et al. 2023). Zeeman-broadening and Zeeman-Doppler Imaging observations of these stars have shown
the existence of strong magnetic fields on the stellar surface (e.g., Saar & Linsky 1985; Johns-Krull & Valenti 2000;
Reiners & Basri 2007; Morin et al. 2008; Kochukhov 2021).

Table 1. Target star basic parameters

E3 E3
Starname Spectral TypeJr U 1 g]L VJr dGaiai RstarT Prot 7 vsing i
(mag) (mag) (mag) (pc) (Ro) (day) (kms™') (deg)
YZ CMi (G1 285) dM4.5e 13.77 1176 11.19  5.99 0.30 2.77 5.0 60
EV Lac (Gl 873) dM3.5e 1296 10.99 10.28  5.05 0.36 4.30 4.0 60
AD Leo (Gl 388) dM3e 11.91 10.12 9.32 4.97 0.43 2.24 3.0 20

) i ) ius star S alski et al. .
' The Spectral type, U and V-band magnitudes, and stellar radius (Rstar) values are from Table 1 of Kowalski et al. (2013)
The g-band magnitudes are from Zacharias et al. (2013).

! Stellar distance from Gaia DR2 catalog (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2018).

# Rotation Period values (Prot). The values of YZ CMi and EV Lac are those estimated from TESS data in Maehara et al.
(2021) and Muheki et al. (2020b), respectively. The P.ot value of AD Leo is from Morin et al. (2008).

* Projected rotational velocities (vsini) and stellar inclination angle values (i), reported in Morin et al. (2008).
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Table 2. Observation log

Time t

Telescope/Instrument UT date (MJD) Exp. Time
(Data Type) (h) [sec]
YZ CMi

ARC 3.5m/ARCES 2019 Jan 26 (58509) 7.2 600, 900

(3800-10000A; A/AX ~ 32000) 2019 Jan 27 (58510) 7.5 300
2019 Jan 28 (58511) 7.2 300, 600
2019 Dec 02 (58819) 1.8 300
2019 Dec 08 (58825) 2.4 300
2019 Dec 12 (58829) 5.8 300
2019 Dec 15 (58832) 1.9 300
2020 Jan 14 (58862) 3.9 300
2020 Jan 18 (58866) 4.9 300, 600
2020 Jan 20 (58868) 4.9 300, 450, 600
2020 Dec 03 (59186) 4.1 300, 600
2020 Dec 06 (59189) 5.3 300, 450
2020 Dec 07 (59190) 5.7 300, 360
2021 Jan 31 (59245) 9.9 450, 600, 900
2021 Feb 04 (59249) 1.8 900

SMARTS 1.5m/CHIRON 2020 Jan 16 (58864) 5.2 600

(4500-8900A; /AN ~ 25000) 2020 Jan 17 (58865) 4.2 600
2020 Jan 18 (58866) 6.0 600
2020 Jan 19 (58867) 5.0 600
2020 Jan 20 (58868) 6.0 600
2020 Jan 21 (58869) 6.0 600
2020 Jan 22 (58870) 6.0 600
2020 Jan 23 (58871) 6.0 600

ARCSAT 0.5m/flarecam 2019 Jan 26 (58509) 1.0 (w), 7.0 (g) 30 (u), 4, 15, 30 (g)

(u, g-band photometry)i 2019 Jan 27 (58510) 7.3 (u), 7.3 (g) 30 (u), 4 (9)
2019 Jan 28 (58511) 7.0 (u), 7.3 (¢) 30 (w), 4, 6, 12, 20 ()
2019 Dec 02 (58819) 1.2 (u), 1.2 () 30 (u), 6 ()
2019 Dec 12 (58829) 7.2 (u), 7.2 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)
2019 Dec 15 (58829) 2.6 (u), 2.6 () 30 (u), 6 (g)
2020 Jan 14 (58862) 5.6 (u), 5.6 (g) 30 (u), 6 ()
2020 Jan 18 (58866) 6.2 (u), 6.2 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)
2020 Jan 19 (58867) 7.5 (u), 7.5 (g) 30 (u), 6 ()
2020 Jan 20 (58868) 7.4 (u), 7.4 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)
2020 Dec 03 (59186) 4.1 (g) 6 (g)
2020 Dec 06 (59189) 6.4 (u), 6.4 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)
2020 Dec 07 (59190) 6.1 (u), 6.1 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)
2021 Jan 31 (59245) 7.4 (u), 7.4 (g) 30 (u), 6 ()
2021 Feb 04 (59249) 0.6 (u), 0.6 (g) 30 (u), 6 (g)

Table 2 continued on next page
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Table 2 (continued)

Telescope/Instrument UT date (MJD) Time | Exp. Time
(Data Type) (h) [sec]
LCO 1m/Sinistro 2020 Jan 16 (58864) 5.1 25
(U-band photometry)i 2020 Jan 17 (58865) 0.8 25
2020 Jan 18 (58866) 8.1 10, 25
2020 Jan 19 (58867) 4.2 10
2020 Jan 20 (58868) 4.5 10
2020 Jan 21 (58869) 4.1 10
2020 Jan 22 (58870) 4.0 10
2020 Jan 23 (58871) 6.2 10
2020 Jan 24 (58872) 3.2 10
2020 Jan 25 (58873) 5.3 10
2020 Jan 26 (58874) 5.4 10
2020 Jan 27 (58875) 0.9 10
LCO 0.4m/SBIG 2020 Jan 16 (58864) 5.4 6
(V-band pho‘cometry)i 2020 Jan 17 (58865) 2.3 6
2020 Jan 18 (58866) 9.6 6
2020 Jan 19 (58867) 4.9 6
2020 Jan 20 (58868) 10.1 6
2020 Jan 21 (58869) 6.7 6
2020 Jan 22 (58870) 5.7 6
2020 Jan 23 (58871) 5.9 6
2020 Jan 24 (58872) 3.3 6
TESS Covering our observations 120
(TESS-band photometry)i on 2019 Jan 26 — 28
and 2021 Jan 31 — Feb 04
NICER 2019 Jan 26 (58509) ~0.5%x3 -
(0.2-12 keV X-ray) 2019 Jan 27 (58510) ~0.5%4 -
2019 Jan 28 (58511) ~0.5x3 -
EV Lac
ARC 3.5m/ARCES 2019 Dec 15 (58832) 5.1 240, 250, 300
(3800-10000A; A\/AX ~ 32000) 2020 Aug 26 (59087) 4.4 240, 300, 340, 360, 400
2020 Aug 27 (59088) 4.2 300
2020 Aug 29 (59090) 4.3 300, 360, 600
2020 Aug 30 (59091) 0.7 300, 600
2020 Sep 01 (59093) 3.0 300
2020 Sep 02 (59094) 44 300
ARCSAT 0.5m/flarecam 2019 Dec 15 (58832) 2.8 (u), 2.9 (g) 20 (u), 3 (9)
(u, g-band photometry)i 2020 Aug 26 (59087) 8.0 (u), 8.0 (g) 20 (u), 3 (9)
2020 Aug 27 (59088) 7.9 (u), 7.9 (g) 20 (u), 3 (g)
2020 Aug 29 (59090) 4.2 (u), 4.2 (g) 20 (u), 3 (g)
2020 Aug 30 (59091) 0.5 (u), 0.5 (g) 20 (u), 3 (g)

Table 2 continued on next page
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Table 2 (continued)

Telescope/Instrument UT date (MJD) Time | Exp. Time
(Data Type) (h) [sec]
2020 Sep 01 (59093) 2.1 (u), 2.1 (g) 20 (u), 3 (g)
2020 Sep 02 (59094) 8.5 (u), 8.5 (g) 20 (u), 3 (9)
AD Leo

ARC 3.5m/ARCES 2019 May 17 (58620) 3.6 180, 200, 300
(3800-10000A; A/AX ~ 32000) 2019 May 18 (58621) 3.6 200, 240, 300
2019 May 19 (58622) 3.6 200, 240, 300

ARCSAT 0.5m/flarecam 2019 May 17 (58620) 2.8 (u), 2.8 (g) 20 (u), 1 (9)
(u, g-band photometry)i 2019 May 18 (58621) 2.8 (u), 3.0 (g) 20 (u), 1 (g)
2019 May 19 (58622) 2.9 (u), 2.9 (g) 20 (u), 1 (g)

t Time is the total monitoring time for the night.

i Filter profiles of these bands are shown in Figure 1.

2.2. Spectroscopic Data

Time-resolved spectroscopic observations were obtained at two facilities. For the 25 nights among the total 31 nights
(Table 2), we conducted spectroscopic observations of the three target stars, using the ARC Echelle Spectrograph
(ARCES; Wang et al. 2003) on the ARC 3.5 m telescope at Apache Point Observatory (APO). The wavelength
resolution (R = A/AM\) is ~32000, and the spectral coverage is 3800 — 10000 A. This wavelength range includes Ha,
Hj, Hé, Hy, He, Ca IT H&K, Ca II 8542A, He I D3 5876, and Na I D1&D2 lines. The exposure times are listed in
Table 2, which were determined to achieve signal-to-noise (S/N) ratio values ~ 40 — 50 at the continuum level around
the Har 6563A line. We note that the APO /ARCES spectroscopic data have relatively long overhead and read-out
time: ~180 sec in total. The data reduction methods of APO3.5m/ARCES spectroscopic data are the same as in
Notsu et al. (2019). We conducted standard image reduction procedures such as bias subtraction, flat-fielding, and
scattered light subtraction, using the ECHELLE package in IRAF? and PyRAF? software. We used a Th/Ar lamp
for wavelength calibration. We also applied the heliocentric radial velocity correction using the ECHELLE package.

For the 8 nights among the total 31 nights (Table 2), we conducted spectroscopic observations of one of the target
stars YZ CMi, using the cross-dispersed, fiber-fed echelle CTIO HIgh ResolutiON (CHIRON) spectrogragh (Tokovinin
et al. 2013) attached to the Small and Moderate Aperture Telescope Research System (SMARTS) 1.5m telescope at
Cerro Tololo Interamerican Observatory (CTIO). For the 2 among these 8 nights (Table 2), we also observed YZ CMi,
using APO3.5m/ARCES. The wavelength range and wavelength resolution of our CHIRON data are 4500-8900 A and
R ~25000, respectively. This wavelength range includes He, HA3, Ca II 8542A, He I D3 5876, and Na I D1&D2 lines.
The exposure time was 600 sec (Table 2), which was determined to achieve signal-to-noise (S/N) ratio values ~40 at
the continuum level around the Ha 6563A line. The spectra were reduced using the CHIRON pipeline described in
Tokovinin et al. (2013).

2.3. Photometric Data

Time-resolved photometric observations were done by using two ground-based facilities (ARCSAT & LCOGT) and
TESS satellite. We conducted ground-based photometric observations using 0.5m Astrophysical Research Consortium
Small Aperture Telescope (ARCSAT) for the 24 nights (Table 2), simultaneously with the spectroscopic observations
using APO3.5m/ARCES. We note that among the 25 nights when we conducted APO3.5m/ARCES spectroscopic
observations, we have no ARCSATO0.5m photometric data on 2019 Dec 08 because of the bad weather condition.
We carried out u&g-band photometric observations using the Flarecam instrument of ARCSATO0.5m (Hilton 2011;

2 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Observatories, which are operated by the Association of Universities for Research

in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperate agreement with the National Science Foundation.

3 PyRAF is part of the stscipython package of astronomical data analysis tools and is a product of the Science Software Branch at the Space

Telescope Science Institute.
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Kowalski et al. 2013), which has enhanced UV sensitivity and rapid filter wheel rotation. The exposure times are
listed in Table 2. Considering the filter wheel rotation time, the typical time cadence for each band is 50-60 sec. Dark
subtraction and flat-fielding were performed using PyRAF software in the standard manner before the photometry.
Aperture photometry was performed using AstroimageJ (Collins et al. 2017). We used nearby stars as the magnitude
references.

We also conducted ground-based photometric observations of one of the target stars YZ CMi, using the Las Cum-
bres Observatory Global Telescope (LCOGT) network (Brown et al. 2013). These LCO (Las Cumbres Observatory)
observations were conducted for 12 nights (Table 2) to support SMARTS1.5m/CHIRON spectroscopic observations.
Using LCO 1m telescopes with the Sinistro cameras, we carried out U-band photometric observations with exposure
times of 10&25 seconds (Table 2). V-band photometric observations were conducted using LCO 0.4m telescopes with
the SBIG STL-6303 cameras and the exposure times are 6 seconds (Table 2). The data were reduced with the LCOGT
automatic pipeline BANZAI*, which masks bad-pixels, applies an astrometric solution, and performs bias & dark
subtraction. Aperture photometry was performed using Astroimage] (Collins et al. 2017), and we used nearby stars
as the magnitude references.

Among the 31 nights we conducted the above ground-based spectroscopic and photomteric observations, the two
terms observing one of the target star YZ CMi (2019 Jan 26 - 28 and 2021 Jan 31 - Feb 04) were also covered with the
observation window of the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS; Ricker et al. 2015) (Table 2). We used the
120-sec time cadence TESS Sectors 7 & 34 Pre-search Data Conditioned Simple Aperture Photometry (PDC-SAP)
light curve data (Vanderspek et al. 2018) of YZ CMi, retrieved from the Multimission Archive at the Space Telescope
(MAST) Portal site®, as we have done in Maehara et al. (2021). The data release (DR) numbers of Sectors 7 and 34
data we used are DR9 (Fausnaugh et al. 2019) and DR50 (Fausnaugh et al. 2021), respectively.

2.4. X-ray Data

The X-ray instrument NICER (Neutron star Interior Composition ExploreR, Gendreau et al. 2016) onboard the
International Space Station (ISS) conducted monitoring observations of YZ CMi on 2021 Januray 26, 27, & 28 (Obser-
vation ID: 1200510101 — 1200510103). This was scheduled for simultaneously observations with the ARC 3.5m/ARCES
spectroscopy, ARCSAT 0.5m photometry, and TESS photometry of YZ CMi (Table 2). NICER observed YZ CMi for
about ~2 ks for each ISS orbit (about 90 min) and 3-4 times every day (Table 2).

NICER X-ray Timing Instrument (XTT) is an array of aligned 56 X-ray modules, each of which consists of a set of
an X-ray concentrator (XRC, Okajima et al. 2016) and a silicon drift detector (SDD, Prigozhin et al. 2016). Each
XRC concentrates X-rays within a ~3 arcmin radius field of view to the paired SDD, which detects each photon at
accuracy at ~84 ns. The XTI as a whole has one of the largest collecting areas among X-ray instruments between
0.2—12 keV (~1900 cm~2 at 1.5 keV). We use 50 XTI modules as the remaining six (ID: 11, 14, 20, 22, 34, 60) are
inactive or noisy.

As also done in Hamaguchi et al. (2023), we reprocess the datasets with the NIC calibration ver. CALDB
XTI(20210707) using nicerl2 in HEASoft ver. 6.29c and NICERDAS ver. V008c. Since NICER is not an imag-
ing instrument, we evaluate particle background level using nibackgen3C50 ver. v7b with the parameters dtmin=10.0,
dtmax=60.0, hbgcut=0.1, sOcut=30.0 (Remillard et al. 2022).

2.5. Flare luminosities and energies

In the following sections, the flare luminosities and energies are calculated for continuum bands and the chromospheric
emission lines. In this process, the distance of the target stars (Table 1), the quiescent luminosities of photometric
bands (Lpand,q), and the quiescent flux densities at the continuum levels around the lines (Fyn', ) are used.

Quiescent luminosities of photometric bands (Ly g, Lu.q, Lg.q; Lv.q, LTESS,q) are estimated as in the following and
are listed in Table 3. The U-band quiescent luminosities Ly are taken from Table 1 of Kowalski et al. (2013). The
u-band quiescent luminosities L, 4 are converted from Ly 4, using the flux-calibrated quiescent spectroscopic data of
the three target stars reported in Kowalski et al. (2013)% and the bandpass data of sdss u-band (used in ARCSAT) and

LCO U-band’. As an example, the quiescent spectrum of YZ CMi taken from Kowalski et al. (2013) is shown with

4 https://github.com/LCOGT /banzai
5 https://mast.stsci.edu/portal/Mashup/Clients/Mast /Portal.html
6 The spectroscopic data are available at https://doi.org//10.26093/cds/vizier.22070015.

7 The bandpass data (LCO U, sdss u, sdss g, LCO V, and TESS) used in this study, which are also shown in Figure 1, are taken from the
SVO Filter Profile Service http://svo2.cab.inta-csic.es/theory/fps/ (Rodrigo et al. 2012; Rodrigo & Solano 2020).
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Table 3. Quiescent luminosities of continuum bands and quiescent flux densities around lines

Starname log LmqJr log Lu,qJr log Lg’qT log Lv,qT log LTESS,qT freont | Fﬁ%nzli

Ha,q
YZ CMi 28.6 28.5 29.57 29.65 30.99 25.2 8.3
EV Lac 28.8 28.7 29.80 29.87 31.11 57.0 20.3
AD Leo 29.2 29.1 30.17 30.23 31.37 128.5 48.1

f The quiescent luminosity values in U, u, g, V, and TESS bands (cf. Figure 1). Units are erg st

! Quiescent flux densities at the continuum levels around the lines (Ha, HB lines). Units are 107" erg s™' em™2 A~!. The
continuum regions are determined by using the definitions in Table 3 of Kowalski et al. (2013).
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Figure 1. (a) Flux-calibrated quiescent spectrum for YZ CMi (black filled line) from Kowalski et al. (2013), with the photon
transmission bandpass data of sdss u-band and LCO U-band. (b) The same as (a), but with the bandpass data of sdss g-band
and LCO V-band. (c) Flux-calibrated quiescent spectrum for YZ CMi (blue filled line) from Kowalski et al. (2013), with the
scaled NUV-NIR M4 template (thin gray dashed line) from Davenport et al. (2012), which is used to calculate the quiescent
luminosity for YZ CMi in the TESS bandpass (red dotted line). The scaling normalization of the template spectrum is done
by using the wavelength regions of 7000-7500A and 8000-9000A.

the u- & U-bands filter data in Figure 1 (a). The g- & V-bands quiescent luminosities Ly 4 and Ly,q are calculated
from the same flux-calibrated quiescent spectroscopic data (Kowalski et al. 2013), the band-pass data of sdss g-band
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(used in ARCSAT) and LCO V-band, and the stellar distance dgaia (Table 1). In Figure 1 (b), the g- & V-bands
filter data are shown with the quiescent spectrum of YZ CMi as an example. The TESS-band quiescent luminosities
LrEgss,q are also calculated by using the flux-calibrated quiescent spectra, the filter data, and and the stellar distance
dGaia- In the case of YZ CMi, as shown in Figure 1 (c), the filter curve is convolved with an M4 NUV-NIR spectral
template from Davenport et al. (2012), which is normalized to the above flux-calibrated spectrum of YZ CMi from
Kowalski et al. (2013). The normalization is done by using the wavelength regions of 7000-7500A and 8000-9000A.
It is noted that when calculating Lrgss,q, the actual data are used for calculation at the wavelength where the data
exist (<9168A), while the templates are only used in the remaining redder part (>9168A). This method is basically
the same as that done for a M4-dwarf flare star GJ1243 in Davenport et al. (2020). As for the other target stars EV
Lac and AD Leo, we estimated Lrggs,q values with the basically same method using the flux-calibrated quiescent
spectra, the filter data, and the stellar distances. The data of flux-calibrated spectra of EV Lac and AD Leo were
taken from Kowalski et al. (2013). The M3 spectral template from Davenport et al. (2012) is used for AD Leo instead
of the M4 template for YZ CMi and EV Lac.

Flare luminosities in the photometric bands (Lpand,fare(t)) are calculated from the quiescent luminosities Lpand,q
(Table 3) and the relative fluxes during the flares (A foand fiare(t)):

Lband,ﬂarc(t) - Lband,q X Afband,l"laro(t) . (1)

Relative flux (cf. Figures 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, & 7 in Section 3.1) is here defined as Af(t) = (f(¢) — fave)/fave, Where f(t) is
flux and fave is average flux of the non-flare phase. Flare energies in the photometric bands (Evand fare) are calculated
by integrating Lyand fare Over the flare duration:

Eband,ﬂare:/Lband,ﬂare(t)dt (2)
:Lband,q X /Afband,ﬂare(t)dt (3)
ELband,q X EDband,ﬁarc ) (4)

where EDyanq are equivalent durations (cf. Hunt-Walker et al. 2012).

In this study, we identified flares in the photometric bands when the relative flux A frand fare(t) is larger than
3 X Opana at around the flare peak for multiple data points, and the light curve shape looks consistent with stellar
optical flares (i.e. rapid increase and gradual decay as in Davenport et al. 2014, Okamoto et al. 2021). opanq is the
standard deviation of the relative flux in each band on each night for the phases without flares. If no clear flares
are identified in the photometric bands during the flares in Ha and Hf lines, the upper limit of flare peak luminosity
(Lbana in Table 4) is estimated by applying this detection threshold A fpand flare < 3 X Obana to Equation (1). The
upper limit of flare energy (Ehana in Table 4) is calculated by assuming the light curve shows the linear decay with
the peak amplitude 3 X opang and the decay time comparable to the Ha flare duration (At%"g‘fe in Table 4). Then we
apply EDpand flare = 0.5 X (3 X 0pand) X At in Equation (4) for estimating the upper limit of flare energy.

The quiescent flux densities at the continuum levels around the Ha & Hf lines (Fj2, and Fﬁ%ng ) are calculated
based on the flux-calibrated quiescent spectra of the target stars from Kowalski et al. (2013) (cf. Figure 1), and the
values are listed in Table 3. In this process, the continuum regions are determined by using the definitions in Table
3 of Kowalski et al. (2013). Flare luminosities in Ha & Hf lines (Liine,fare(t)) can be calculated from the quiescent
fluxes (Fiort, in Table 3, and Fiout(t) is the flux at the continuum level), relative fluxes at the continuum level around
the lines Afont(t) = (ffioe'(t) — fooatine)/ foomiine, the stellar distance dgaia (Table 1), and the equivalent width of the
flare component (EWiine fiare(t) = EWiine(t) - EWiine,q Where EWiine fiare(t) is the equivalent width (EW) of the flare
component, EWjipe(t) is the total equivalent width, and EWjie  is the equivalent width at the quiescent level. See
also Figures 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, & 7 in Section 3.1)%:

Lline,ﬂare(t) :47Td2Gaia X (Fﬁﬁgt(t) X EVVline(t) - lggg,tq X EVVline,q) (5)
:47rd2Gaia X ‘Fl?ggfq X (10 + Afl(:rolgt (t)> X (EVVline,ﬂare (t) + EVV]ine,q) - waline,q] (6)

8 We note that equivalent width of a spectral line is defined as an area of the line on a plot of the continuum-normalized intensity as a
function of wavelength, and in this study we define that the positive value of the EW indicates line emission so that an increase (positive
change) of equivalent width indicates an increase of emission line flux. This positive EW definition is the same as one of our previous
papers Honda et al. (2018) but is opposite to our other previous papers Namekata et al. (2020) & Machara et al. (2021).
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_ 2 cont
- 47TdGaia X F111ne Kel

(1 0+ Afﬁgrelt( )) x EVVline,ﬂare( ) + Aflclﬁgt(t) x EWline,q‘| . (7>
Flare energies in Ha & Hp lines (Eiine fiare) can be calculated by integrating Liine fiare Over the flare duration:

Eline,ﬂare:/Lline,ﬂare(t)dt (8)

:47Td%-aia X E?ggtq /[(1 0+ Afﬁ?lrelt( )) X EVVline,ﬂare( ) + Afﬁggt(t) X EWline7q:| dt . (9)

In this study, g-band flux observations are mainly used for estimating A f£2(¢) at the continuum level around the
Ha and HB lines. Since the g-band flux changes can be larger than the changes of the real local continuum levels
around Ha & HS lines considering the typical M-dwarf flare spectra (cf. Kowalski et al. 2013), the resultant values
are shown with the ranges (e.g., Lus = 2.0 — 2.3 x 10*7erg s~! for Flare Y1) : the lower values do not take into
account any continuum flux changes (Af52(¢) = 0 in Equations (7)&(9)) and the upper values correspond to the
values incorporating g-band flux changes (A f£o2(¢) taken from g-band light curves). We use the same method when
we estimate the flare peak luminosities (L) and flare energies (EF) in the Ha & Hg lines of all the other flares listed
in Table 4. The TESS-band continuum fluxes are not used in this process even for flares with TESS data (e.g., Flare
Y1), since most of the flares in this study have no TESS data (Table 4).

In addition, as for the peak luminosities in photometric bands (U-, u-, g-, V-, and TESS-bands) in Table 4, we
selected the peaks that are considered to be most physically associated with the flare peaks in the Ha & Hf lines.
This means that the largest flare peaks in photometric bands are not necessarily selected, but those closest in time
with the flare main peaks in the Ha & Hf lines are basically selected. The detailed descriptions for the individual
flares are in Sections 3.2 — 3.7 and Appendix A.1 — A.18. In contrast, all changes (peaks) of the photometric-band
luminosity (not only the highest peaks) during the whole flare duration in He line (Atg?;e) are taken into account for
calculating the flare energies following Equation (9).

It is noted that some flares reported in this study seem to be superimposed on potential decay tails of previous flares,
and this could affect the values of flare luminosities and energies. However, we do not correct for this issue, since it is
difficult to correctly subtract the component of previous flares. Potential errors caused from this point should be kept
in mind when discussing flare luminosities (see also descriptions for each flare in the following sections of this paper).
Moreover, some flares show an extra blue/red-shifted component (see the discussions in the following sections), but
the flare luminosity /energy values were not corrected for this. The emission contributions from the blue/red-shifted
extra components are included in the resultant flare luminosity/energy values. The reason is that main discussions

are not affected without any correction since the purpose of this paper is not discussing the detailed energetic of flares
and order of magnitude estimate of flare energies are sufficient for the purposes of this paper.

3. FLARE LIGHT CURVES AND SPECTRA
3.1. Observational Summary

As described in Section 2, we conducted the time-resolved simultaneous optical spectroscopic and photometric
observations of the three target stars YZ CMi, EV Lac, and AD Leo during the 31 nights in total (Table 2). YZ CMi
was observed during the five campaign seasons: [i] 2019 January (3 nights), [ii] 2019 December (4 nights), [iii] 2020
January (9 nights), [iv] 2020 December (3 nights), and [v] 2021 January — February (2 nights). EV Lac was observed
during the two campaign seasons: [vi] 2019 December (1 night) and [vii] 2020 August — September (6 nights). AD Leo
was observed during the one campaign season [viii] 2019 May (3 nights). Figures 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, & 7 show the all light
curves from the campaigns.

We note that flares are defined from the Ha & HfB data since the main purpose of this paper is to investigate the
blue/red asymmetries of Balmer lines during flares, as described in the Introduction section. It could be possible by
definition that blue/red asymmetries occur with (i) flare emissions of Balmer lines below the detectable level, or (ii) in
absence of flare-enhanced Balmer emission. For example, if the prominence eruption causes the line asymmetries (see
the references in the Introduction section), the detectability of prominence eruption could be unrelated with that of
the flare emission itself in Balmer lines. However, distinguishing among these alternative scenarios is beyond the scope
of the current paper, since the main purpose of this paper is to report blue asymmetries of Balmer lines associated
with clear flares, and to discuss the properties of blue asymmetries with flare properties. We note that there are no
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clear blue/red line asymmetries without clear flares in Balmer lines (see figures in the following part of this paper),
and all line asymmetries in our observations are associated with flares in Balmer lines. Therefore our approach does
not ultimately cause any major ambiguities.

In total, 41 flares are detected as shown in Figures 2 — 7 and listed in Table 4. We label the 41 flares by the first
character of each the target star: Flares Y1-Y29 on YZ CMi, Flares E1-E9 on EV Lac, and Flares A1-A3 on AD Leo.
As can be seen in Figures 2 — 7, the Ha and Hf light curves are almost always variable (e.g., Figure 3(c)) compared
with the photometric data, and this makes difficult to define “non-flare” or “quiescent” phases for many nights. Since
the duration of flares in Balmer lines can be relatively long (e.g., up to a few hours) in many cases, there can be a
lot of flares overlapping with other flares, or in other words, the other flare starts before the preceding flare emission
completely decays (e.g., Flare Y16&Y17 in Figure 3(c)). Moreover, there are also many “partial” flares (e.g., Flare
A3 in Figure 7(a)), and their observed flare properties (e.g., flare energies) could include various uncertainties since
only the portions of flare phases were observed. The main purpose of this paper is to understand the existence of
various blue asymmetry events among various Balmer line flares, and some uncertainty of definitions of each flare
could be left, as long as they are not expected to cause a serious problem for the main conclusion of this paper.
Then we defined flares with rough definition as a phase having clear emission “increase”: the EW amplitude of Ha
2z —|—(0.571)A, compared with nearby “quiescent” phase (or the phase having locally smaller emission compared with
nearby data points). The threshold values are roughly determined for each observation period, considering the data
S/N and quiescent level modulations (2> +(0.5-1)A for YZ CMi; > +0.5A for EV Lac and AD Leo), and the values
are also described in the following paragraphs of this subsection. There are flares with multiple peaks (e.g., Flare
Y3 in Figure 2 (a)) but they are basically broadly classified into one long-timescale flare if the Ho EW amplitude of
these multiple peaks are smaller than the threshold < +(0.5-1)A (e.g., Flare Y6). We briefly describe how each flare
is defined in the following paragraphs of this section. All of the uncertainties of the flare definition described in this
subsection should be kept in mind for the remainder analyses and discussions in this paper.

Figure 2 shows the light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [i] 2019 January 26 — 28. During this
campaign season [i], YZ CMi was observed with APO3.5m optical high-dispersion spectroscopy, ARCSAT ground-
based photometry (u&g-bands), TESS space photometry Sector 7, and NICER X-ray spectroscopy. Five flares (Y1
- Y5) were detected in the Ha & HB EW data in Figure 2(a). These five flares were defined as phases showing the
Ho EW increase of > 1 A compared with nearby local “quiescent” phase on each night (EW of Ha ~8.0-8.6A in
the period of 2019 January 26 — 28). With this definition, a small amplitude increase after Flare Y1 at ~0.4d in
Figure 2 (a) was not counted as a flare. Flares Y2 and Y3 consist of multiple peaks but we only broadly classified
into two flares since the peaks during Flare Y2 and Y3 have Ha EW amplitudes smaller than ~1A, and the lightcurve
returned below the threshold only once at ~1.25d in Figure 2 (a) during the observation on 2019 January 27th (See
also Section 3.2). Flares Y4 and Y5 could be classified into one flare since there are continuous decreasing trend over
the observation period of this night (2019 January 28th), but we classified them into two flares since both peaks have
amplitudes larger than ~1 A. It is then probable that independent flares can cause the time evolution of the EWs
and there can be some meanings to separately classify them (as Flares Y4 and Y5) and investigate whether each peak
has line asymmetries, considering the main purpose of this paper. There is also a Ha emission increase at around the
beginning of the observation data on 2019 January 28 before Flare Y4 (at ~2.13d in Figure 2 (a)), but we do not define
this as a flare since only three data points with relatively low S/N exist and it is difficult to judge whether it showed
line asymmetries for these data points (see also figures in Appendix A.2). In other words, this event cannot contribute
to the main purpose of this paper even if it is counted as a flare, since it cannot be used for the line asymmetry
classification. Among these five flares, only Flare Y3 was observed with NICER X-ray data (Figure 2 (d) & (e)). The
parameters of these five flares are listed in Table 4 and these flares are described in detail in Section 3.2 and Appendix
Al1-A2

Figure 3 shows the light curves of YZ CMi during the two campaign seasons [ii] 2019 December and [iii] 2020
January. During the campaign season [ii], YZ CMi was observed with APO3.5m optical high-dispersion spectroscopy
and ARCSAT ground-based photometry (u&g-bands) (Table 2). During the latter season [iii], YZ CMi was observed
with APO3.5m spectroscopy on 2020 Jan 14, 18, and 20, and with SMARTS1.5m spectroscopy on every nights from
2020 Jan 16 to Jan 23 (Table 2). ARCSAT photometry (u&g-bands) and LCO photometry (U&V-bands) were
conducted during the nights with APO3.5m spectroscopy and SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopy, respectively. We note that
LCO observations continued until Jan 27 after the SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic observations finished on 2020 Jan 27
(Table 2 and Figure 3(c)).
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Ha & Hf3 Equivalent Width of YZCMi (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2019-Jan-26 to 28)
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Figure 2. Summary light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [i] 2019 January 26 — 28. The horizontal axes represent
the observation time in Barycentric Julian Date (BJD). The data points correspond to the middle time of each exposure, and
this is the same for all the figures of the light curves in the following of this paper. (a) Ha & Hf equivalent width values
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data. Red and Blue symbols correspond to Ha & HB EWs, respectively. Black arrows indicate
flares. (b) u- & g-band relative flux light curves from ARCSAT photometric data. Blue asterisks and red circles correspond to
u- & g-band data, respectively. Relative flux is here defined as (f — fave)/fave, where f is flux and fave is average flux of the
non-flare phase. This definition is the same for the following figures of this paper. (c¢) TESS-band relative flux light curve from
TESS photometric data. (d) Background-subtracted X-ray count rates [count s™'] from NICER data in 0.5-2.0 keV. (e) X-ray
Hardness ratio (count rate (1.0-2.0 keV) / count rate (0.5-1.0 keV)) from NICER data.
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As a result, 17 flares (Flares Y6 — Y22) were detected in Ha & Hf data during these extensive campaign seasons
(Figure 3 (a)&(b)). These 17 flares were defined as phases showing the Ho EW increase of > 1 A compared with
nearby local “quiescent” phase on each night. During the campaign seasons [ii]&[iii], there are flare-like increases
at ~6.2-6.3d in Figure 3(b) (2019 December 8) and at ~3.2-3.3d in Figure 3(c) (2020 January 17), but we did not
classify them into flares since a few data points with low S/N only exist and it is not possible to discuss whether they
showed line asymmetries. In other words, these events cannot contribute to the main purpose of this paper even if
they are counted as flares. Flare Y6 has multiple peaks but these peaks are not separated into multiple independent
flares, since the amplitude of each peak is only <1A and the Ho EW value was continuously much larger (>2.5—3.0A)
than the local “quiescent” level (~10.0-10.2A) (See also Section 3.3). Although Flare Y8 has only three data points
after the flare start, this is counted as a flare since this has a very larger amplitude (~9 A) compared with other flares
and it is possible to discuss the line profiles (See also Appendix A.3). As for Flares Y10 and Y11, the Ho EW did
not come back to the quiescent level between these two flares and it was still at ~9.7-9.8A, but we classified these
two events into two flares (Y10 and Y11), since both of the two have duration of 21 hour and the emission has a
clear local minimum between the two whose amplitude is >1A (See also Appendix A.4). It is then probable that
independent flares can cause these time evolution of the EWs and there can be some meanings to separately classify
them (as Flares Y10 and Y11) and investigate whether each peak has line asymmetries, considering the main purpose
of this paper. Moreover, Flares Y14&15 and Y16& Y17 are classified into separated two flares, respectively, because
of the same reason with the above Flares Y10&Y11 (See also Appendix A.6 & A.7). In addition, Flares Y16&Y17
are similar to Flares Y4 and Y5 mentioned above for the point that they showed a continuous decreasing trend over
the whole observation period of this night (2019 January 20), but they are treated as two flares because of the same
reason with Flares Y4&Y5 in the above.

These 17 flares (Flares Y6 — Y22) are listed in Table 4 and are described with more detailed figures in Section
3.3 — 3.4 and Appendix A.3 — A.9. Figure 3 (a)&(b) also show that the Ha & Hf equivalent width EW values of
the quiescent phase (non-flare phase) exhibit variability among the observation dates; this could be related with the
rotational modulations, considering the rotation period of 2.77 days (Table 1).

Figure 4 shows the light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [iv] 2020 December 3 — 7. During this campaign
season [iv], YZ CMi was observed with APO3.5m optical high-dispersion spectroscopy and ARCSAT ground-based
photometry (u&g-bands). Six flares (Y23 — Y28) were detected in the Ha & Hf equivalent width data in Figure 4
(a). These six flares were defined as phases showing the Ha EW increase of 2 1 A compared with nearby local
“quiescent” phase on each night (Ha EW ~677A). As for the data of 2020 December 7, three Ha emission increase
peaks with smaller amplitude (EW amplitude of Ha 20.5 A) were classified into separated flares (Flares Y25, Y26,
and Y27). This is because there are peaks whose duration is 21 hour and the emission of each peak clearly come back
to local “quiescent” phase (See also figures in Appendix A.10). It is then probable that independent flares can cause
the time evolution of the EWs and there can be some meanings to separately classify them (as Flares Y25, Y26, and
Y27) and investigate whether each peak has line asymmetries, for the main purpose of this paper. These flares are
listed in Table 4 and are described with more detailed figures in Section 3.5 and Appendix A.10.

Figure 5 shows the light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [v] 2021 January 31 — February 4. During this
campaign season [v], YZ CMi was observed with APO3.5m optical high-dispersion spectroscopy, ARCSAT ground-
based photometry (u&g-bands), and TESS space photometry Sector 34. One flare (Y29) was detected in the Ha &
Hp equivalent width data in Figure 5 (a). There could be a flare on February 4 as shown with the description “flare
?” in Figure 5 (a), but the S/N was low due to bad weather. These flares are listed in Table 4 and are described with
more detailed figures in Appendix A.11.

Figure 6 shows the light curves of EV Lac during the two campaign seasons [vi] 2019 December 15 and [vii] 2020
August 26 — September 2. During these two campaign seasons [vi] & [vii], EV Lac was observed with APO3.5m
optical high-dispersion spectroscopy and ARCSAT ground-based photometry (u&g-bands). Nine flares (E1 — E9) were
detected in the Ha & Hp equivalent width data in Figures 6 (a) & (b). These nine flares were defined as phases
showing the Hae EW increase of 2> 0.5 A compared with nearby local “quiescent” phase on each night (He EW ~577A).
These flares are listed in Table 4 and are described with more detailed figures in Section 3.6 and Appendix A.12 —
A.16.

Figure 7 shows the light curves of AD Leo during the campaign season [viii] 2019 May 17 — 19. During this campaign
season [viii], AD Leo was observed with APO3.5m optical high-dispersion spectroscopy and ARCSAT ground-based
photometry (u&g-bands). Three flares (A1l — A3) were detected in the Ha & Hf equivalent width data in Figure 7
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Figure 3. Summary light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign seasons [ii] 2019 December and [iii] 2020 January. The

horizontal axes represent the observation time in Julian Date (JD). (a)&(d) Ha & Hf equivalent width values from APO3.5m
and SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data for the both campaign seasons [ii] & [iii]. (b)&(e) The same as (a)&(d), but only for the
campaign season [ii]. (c)&(f) The same as (a)&(d), but only for the campaign season [iii]. Black arrows in (b)&(c) indicate
flares. (g) u-band & U-band relative light curves from ARCSAT 0.5m and LCO 1m photometric data (purple and green symbols,
respectively) for the both campaign seasons [ii] & [iii]. (h) The same as (g) but only for the campaign season [ii]. (i) The same
as (h) but only for the campaign season [iii].
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Ha & HpB Equivalent Width of YZCMi (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2020-Dec-03 to 07)
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Figure 4. Summary light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [iv] 2020 December 3 — 7. The horizontal axes
represent the observation time in the time coordinate of Julian Date (JD). (a) Ha & Hf equivalent width values from APO3.5m
spectroscopic data. Red and Blue symbols correspond to Ha & HB EWs, respectively. Black arrows indicate flares. (b) u- &
g-band relative flux light curves from ARCSAT0.5m photometric data. Blue asterisks and red circles correspond to u- & g-band
data, respectively.

(a). These three flares were defined as phases showing the Ho EW increase of 2 0.5 A compared with nearby local
“quiescent” phase on each night (Ho EW ~577A). These flares are listed in Table 4 and are described with more
detailed figures in Section 3.7 and Appendix A.17 — A.18.

Next, we investigate whether blue wing asymmetries (enhancements of blue wings) are seen in the Hydrogen Balmer
Ha & HpS lines. If the blue wing asymmetries are observed during a flare in Ha & Hg lines, we also investigate whether
other major chromospheric lines (Hy, HJ, Ca II K, Ca II 8542, He I D3, Na I D1&D2, He+Ca II H) also show blue
wing asymmetries. As reported in the following subsections and listed in Tables 4 & 5, seven flares (Flares Y3, Y6,
Y18, Y23, E1, E2, and A3) among all the 41 flares showed clear blue wing asymmetries in Ha & Hf lines. These seven
flares are also marked as “(B)” in Table 4. In Section 3.2 — 3.7, we discuss the detailed flare light curves and flare
chromospheric line spectra from the observation dates when blue wing asymmetries in Ha & Hf lines were detected
(YZCMi: 2019 January 27, 2019 December 12, 2020 January 18, & 2020 December 6. EVLac: 2019 December 15.
ADLeo: 2019 May 19). The data of the observation dates when blue wing asymmetries were not detected are shown
in Appendix A. In this paper, we focus our analysis on the flares with blue wing asymmetries; the flares without blue
asymmetries (e.g., flares only with red asymmetries and symmetric broadening) are briefly summarized in Section 4.5
and will be discussed in detail in our future papers.
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Ha & Hp Equivalent Width of YZCMi (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2021-Jan-31 to Feb-04)
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Figure 5. Summary light curves of YZ CMi during the campaign season [v] 2021 January 31 — February 4. The horizontal
axes represent the observation time in Barycentric Julian Date (BJD). (a) & (b) Ha & HpS equivalent width and u- & g-band
relative flux light curves are plotted with the same symbols as Figure 4. (¢) TESS-band relative flux light curve from TESS

photometric data.
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Figure 6. Summary light curves of EV Lac during the two campaign seasons [vi] 2019 December 15 and [vii] 2020 August 26
— September 2. The horizontal axes represent the observation time in Julian Date (JD). Ha & Hf equivalent width and u- &
g-band relative flux light curves are plotted with the same symbols as Figure 4. Panels (a), (c), (e), & (g) are the data from the
campaign season [vi], while panels (b), (d), (f), & (h) are from the campaign season [vii]. Panels (c), (d), (g), & (h) are vertical
axis enlarged figures of (a), (b), (e), & (f), respectively.
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Ha & HpB Equivalent Width of ADLeo (AP0O3.5m spectroscopic data, 2019 May 17-19)
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Figure 7. Summary light curves of AD Leo during the campaign season [viii] 2019 May 17 — 19. The horizontal axes
represent the observation date in the time coordinate of Julian Date (JD). Ha & Hf equivalent width and u- & g-band relative
flux light curves are plotted with the same symbols as Figure 4.
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3.2. Flares Y2 & Y3 (Blue wing asymmetry) observed on 2019 January 27

On 2019 January 27, two flares (Flares Y2 & Y3) were detected in Ha & HJ lines as shown in Figure 8 (a). During
Flare Y2, the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased to 9.9A and 13.9A, respectively, and the flare duration in Ha
(Atfare) s >3.2 hours (Table 4). We note that Flare Y2 was in progress when the observation was started. Flare Y3
has the larger amplitude than Flare Y2. During Flare Y3, the Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased to 11.2A and
16.1A, respectively, and the flare duration At%aafe is 4.3 hours (Table 4). In addition to chromospheric lines, Flare
Y3 is detected also in NICER X-ray data (Figure 8 (d)). The white-light flux observed by ARCSAT u- & g-bands
and TESS did not show clear enhancements above the photometric errors of the data (30,=22.9% , 30,=4.2%, and
301E55=0.34%) during these two flares (Figures 8 (b) & (c)). As described in Section 2.5, 3 x the standard deviation
(304, 304, and 3orgss) of the relative flux in the quiescent phase for each night is used for the detection threshold of
the white-light flare emission. There are very small “suggestive” increases in u- & g-bands and TESS data around
time 6-8h in Figures 8 (b) & (c), although this is still smaller than the threshold (3orgss=0.34%). We also note that
these small increases could be caused by the emission lines (e.g., Balmer lines) included in u-, g-, and TESS-bands.

We estimated the upper limits to the flare component peak luminosities and flare energies in u-, g-, and TESS-
bands, following the method described in Section 2.5, and the resultant values (L., Ly, Ltrss, Eu, Eq, and Ergss)
are in Table 4. The flare component peak luminosities and flare energies of Ha & Hf lines (Lo, Lug, Ena, and Fug)
are also estimated and listed in Table 4, following the method described in Section 2.5. Since Flare Y2 already started
when the observation was started, the real flare energy values could be larger than the values listed here.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y2 and Y3 are shown in Figures 9 & 10. The clear Ha blue wing asymmetries
with blue wing enhancements up to ~ —200 km s™! were seen twice at around the time [3] and [5] during Flare Y3
(Figures 8, 9, & 10). The durations of these two blue wing asymmetries were both only ~20 min. As for HS line the
blue wing asymmetry was not so clear at around the time [3], while the blue wing asymmetry with wing enhancements
up to ~ —150 km s~! was clearly seen at around the time [5]. In addition to blue wing asymmetries, we note that
red wing components of Ha & HJ3 lines show some enhancemnents up to ~ +150 km s~! (e.g., see the time [3], [4],
and [6] in Figures 9 & 10), and it can be interpreted that almost symmetric broadened wing components are seen at
around these times.

The equivalent width light curves of Hy, Hd, Ca II K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also
shown in Figures 8 (e), (f), & (g)°. The profiles of these lines and He+Ca II H lines during Flare Y3 are shown in
Figure 11. Since S/N ratio of the spectroscopic data around these lines are smaller than those of Ha & Hf lines, we
integrate two or three temporally adjacent spectra into one spectra (see time resolution of the Hy, Hj, Ca IT K, Na I
D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lightcurve data in Figure 8). In Figure 11, such time-integrated data are shown with the
prime mark, and for example, the time [3'] in Figure 11 shows the Time 6.79 - 7.00h, which include Time [3] (Figures
8 & 9). The same way of using the prime mark is applied to all figures in the following of this paper.

As for Hy, HS, He, and Ca II H&K lines, the blue wing asymmetries were not so clear at around the time [3'],
while the blue asymmetries with wing enhancements of up to -50 — -100 km s~! were seen at around the time [5].
At around the time [3'], blue wing asymmetries are not clearly seen for these lines, but almost symmetric broadened
wing components (£150 km s~!) can be seen and these symmetric wing components can be similar to those seen in
Ha. In addition, the red-shifted absorption components were seen especially in Ca IT H&K lines together with blue
wing asymmetries at around the time [5'], and this component looks larger than the noise level. Similar red-shifted
components have been observed in the previous observation of Ha blue wing asymmetry (Honda et al. 2018), but
currently the physical origin of them is still unclear. It is also important to discuss the origin of the red-shifted
absorption in the future studies (see also Section 4.5 for future prospects of red-shifts of lines).

The clear blue wing asymmetries were not seen in Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines, while Na I
D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines show slight (-10 — -20 km s~!) blue shifts at around the time [5'] (Figure 11(j)).
The EW light curves in Figures 8 (¢), (f), & (g) show that Ha and Ca II K evolve similarly while other Balmer lines
decrease faster during Flare Y3. We also note that Ca II 8542 and Na D lines show relatively large responses in Flare
Y2, while other lines show smaller responses compared to Flare Y3.

9 In this paper, the EW light curve of He+Ca II H lines are not plotted and only snapshot spectra of He+Ca II H lines are shown as in

Figure Figure 11(k) & (1), since these two lines can overlap with each other.
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Ha & Hp Equivalent Width of YZCMi (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2019-Jan-27) ARCSAT photometric data of YZCMi (UT2019-Jan-27)
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Figure 8. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2019 January 27 showing Flares Y2 & Y3. The horizontal axes represent the observation
time in the time coordinate of Barycentric Julian Date (BJD). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to
the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 9, 10, & 11. (a) Ha & Hf equivalent width light curves from APO 3.5m
spectroscopic data. Red and Blue symbols correspond to Ha & HB EWs, respectively. The black double-headed arrows indicate
the start and end time of Flares Y2 & Y3 (cf. At in Table 4). (b) u- & g-band relative flux light curves from ARCSATO0.5m
photometric data. Blue asterisks and red circles correspond to u- & g-band data, respectively. (c¢) TESS-band relative flux light
curve from TESS photometric data. (d) Red circles are background-subtracted X-ray count rates [count s~'] from NICER data
in 0.5-2.0 keV. Blue plus marks are X-ray Hardness ratio (count rate (1.0-2.0 keV) / count rate (0.5-1.0 keV)) from NICER
data. (e) EW light curves of Ha (Red symbols), H3 (Blue), Hy (Green), & H§ (Orange) from APO 3.5m spectroscopic data.
The EW values are normalized with their peak and quiescent values (EWmax and EWy). (f) Same as (e), but for Ha (Red
symbols), HG (Blue), He I D3 (Green), & Na 1 D1&D2 (Orange). As for He I D3 and Na I D1&D2 lines, excess EWs (differences
from the quiescent components) are plotted. (g) Same as (e), but for Ha (Red symbols), HB (Blue), Ca II K (Green), & Ca II
8542 (Orange). As for Ca II 8542 line, excess EWs (differences from the quiescent components) are plotted.



26 NOTSU ET AL.

YZCMi UT190127 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT190127 [H33 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 9. (a) Line profiles of the Ha emission line during Flare Y2 on 2019 January 27 from APO3.5m spectroscopic data.
The horizontal and vertical axes represent the wavelength and flux normalized by the continuum. The grey vertical dashed lines
with velocity values represent the Doppler velocities from the Ha line center. The red solid and blue dashed lines indicate the
line profiles at the time [1] and [2], respectively, which are indicated in Figure 8 (light curves) and are during Flare Y2. The
black dotted line indicates the line profiles in quiescent phase, which are the average profile during 5.78h — 6.12h on this date
(cf. Figure 8(a)). (e) Same as panel (a), but the line profiles at the time [3] and [5] during Flare Y3. (i) Same as panel (a), but
the line profiles at the time [4] and [6] during Flare Y3. It is noted that the profiles at Time [3] — [6] are not plotted in order
(Those at [3]&[5] are in (e)—(h), while those at [4]&[6] are in (1)—(1)), so that the blue asymmetries at Time [3]&[5] are plotted
in the same panels. (¢), (g), & (k) Same as panels (a), (e), & (i), respectively, but the line profiles for the H3 emission line. (b),
(d), (f), (h), (j), & (1) Same as panels (a), (c), (e), (g), (i), & (k), respectively, but the line profile differences from the quiescent
phase.

We generate a background-subtracted X-ray light curve between 0.5—2 keV for the NICER X-ray data. The light
curve shows a count rate increase by a factor of two on the second day, which coincides with Flare Y3 in the Ha band
(Figure 8). The photon count in the other intervals hovers around 6—7 cts s~! with a few small flare-like variations.

We applied an adaptive binning to the light curve with a Bayesian block algorithm (Scargle et al. 2013, see Figure 12
(a) & (b)) and used those blocks for spectral analysis of Flare Y3. We assume Block 5 just before the flare onset



BLUE WING ASYMMETRIES IN CHROMOSPHERIC LINES DURING MID M DWARF FLARES 27

YZCMi UT190127 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (5.78h  6.12h)] YZCMi UT190127 [H3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (5.78h - 6.12h)]
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Figure 10. (a) Time evolution of the Ha line profile covering Flares Y2 & Y3 on 2019 January 27. The horizontal and
vertical axes represent the wavelength and the observation time in the time coordinate of Barycentric Julian Date (BJD). The
grey vertical dashed lines with velocity values represent the Doppler velocities from the Ha line center. The grey horizontal
dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figure 8 (light curves) and Figure 9 (line profiles). The color
map represents the line profile changes from the quiescent profile (cf. Figures 9(b), (f), & (j)). The blue double-headed arrows
roughly represent the times when blue wing asymmetries were clearly seen and used for estimating the duration of blue wing
asymmetries (cf. At;2**Y™ in Table 5). (b) Same as panel (a), but for the Hf line profile.

to represent the flare’s non-flaring (quiescent) emission. The spectrum shows a hump between 0.5—1 keV, which
originates from the Fe L and O K lines and the weak Mg and Si K lines. We reproduce the spectral shape by an
optically-thin thermal plasma emission (apec Smith et al. 2001) model with two temperature components at 0.26
and 0.97 keV (3.1 x 105 and 1.1 x 10"K) and an elemental abundance at 0.52 solar (see also temperature and emission
measure values of the quiescent component shown in Figure 12 (e)). However, the fit is not statistically acceptable at
above 30 due to the line-like excesses at 0.51 and 1.22 keV.

Figure 13 shows time-resolved X-ray spectra during Flare Y3. The flare spectrum near the peak is significantly
harder than the quiescent spectrum, with a strong oxygen K line at 0.64 keV. Since we measure the X-ray flux
variation during the flare in this study, we fit each spectrum by a one-temperature apec model with independent
oxygen and iron elemental abundances on top of the best-fit quiescent spectrum model.

The resultant values of the temperatures (') and emission measures (EM = n?V) are shown in Figure 12 (e).
Here n is the electron density and V is the volume. Using the modeling results, the X-ray luminosities in the 0.5-2.0
keV band (Lxray,fare(0.5-2.0 keV)) and the GOES-band (1.5-12.4 keV = 1-8 A, Lmeyf-lam(GOES—band))10 were
calculated and shown in Figures 12 (c¢) & (d) with Ha light curve. From this figure, we can see that Ha flare duration
is longer than that of soft X-ray. The X-ray energy of Flare Y3 in the 0.5-2.0 keV band (Exray,fare(0.5-2.0 keV)) and
the GOES-band (EXxyay flare(GOES-band)) are also calculated to be 2.6 x 10%? erg and 4.7 x 103! erg. Exray fiare(0.5—
2.0 keV) is ~15 times larger than the Ho flare energy (Ep, = 1.7 x 103lerg) and at least slightly larger than the
upper-limit of TESS white-light flare energy (Erpss < 2.6 x 1032erg).

10

GOES-band is the soft X-ray band used for the solar soft X-ray flux observation with the Geostationary Operational Environmental

Satellite.
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YZCMi UT190127 [H~ 4340] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT190127 [H4 4102] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 11. (a) Line profiles of the Hy line when the He line show blue wing asymmetries (cf. Figure 9 (e)&(f)) during Flare
Y3 on 2019 January 27 from APO3.5m spectroscopic data. The horizontal and vertical axes represent the wavelength and flux
normalized by the continuum. The grey vertical dashed lines with velocity values represent the Doppler velocities from the H~y
line center. The red solid and blue dashed lines indicate the integrated line profiles over the time [3'] (Time 6.79 — 7.00h) and
[5'] (Time 7.93 — 8.14h) on this date, which include the time [3] and [5] in Figure 8 (light curves), respectively. (c), (e), (g), (i),
& (k) Same as panel (a), but for Hf, Ca II K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896) & He I D3 5876, and He+Ca II H lines,
respectively. As for the Ca II 8542 line, the data at the time [3] and [5] are plotted (not [3'] and [5'). (b), (d), (f), (h), (), &
(1) Same as panels (a), (c), (e), (g), (i), & (k), respectively, but the line profile changes from the quiescent phase.
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Figure 12. (a) NICER X-ray light curve of YZ CMi over the whole 3-day NICER observation period from UT 2019 Jan 26
to 28. The red circles are NICER X-ray count rates [count s™'] in 0.5-2.0 keV. The black dotted line shows Bayesian block
light curve (cf. Scargle et al. 2013) of the count rates, and each block is shown with the number. (b) NICER X-ray light curve
of YZ CMi on 2019 Jan 27 showing Flare Y3. The symbols are plotted in the same way as (a). (c) Light curves of NICER
X-ray luminosity (0.5-2.0 keV, black x-marks) and Ha Equivalent Width (red circles) on UT 2019 Jan 27, showing Flare Y3.
(d) Light curves of NICER X-ray luminosity in GOES-band (1.5-12.4 keV, green plus marks) and Ha Equivalent Width (red
circles) on UT 2019 Jan 27, showing Flare Y3. (e) Light curves of NICER X-ray temperature (red circles) and emission measure
(blue asterisks) of the flare component during Flare Y3 on UT 2019 Jan 27. The values are derived from the X-ray spectral
fitting shown in Figure 13.
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Figure 13. NICER X-ray spectra of Flare Y3: observation + model (Block 6: top left, Block 7: top right, Block 8: bottom
left, Block 9: bottom right). The red and blue dotted lines show the preflare and flare components in the model. The black
solid line shows the sum of these components.

3.3. Flare Y6 (Blue wing asymmelry) observed on 2019 December 12

On 2019 December 12, a flare (Flare Y6) was detected in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure 14 (a). During Flare
Y6, the Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased to 13.5A and 16.8A, respectively, and At%ife is >4.9 hours (Table 4).
The observation ended in the decay of Flare Y6. The continuum flux observed by ARCSAT u- & g-bands shows (at
least two) short (<10 min each) enhancements during Flare Y6 (Figures 14 (b) & (c)). The amplitudes of these short
continuum enhancements in u-band are ~60% (around the time 10.3h — 10.4h) and ~40% (around the time 12.2h —
12.3h), and those in g-band are ~ 4 — 5% (around the time 10.3h — 10.4h) and ~5 — 6% (around the time 12.2h —
12.3h).

Although there are continuum enhancements around the times 10.3h — 10.4h and 12.2h — 12.3h, there are no clear
white-light emissions that are considered to be physically associated with the early increasing phase of the Ha and
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Figure 14. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2019 December 12 summarizing the multi-line behaviour of Flare Y6. The data are
plotted in (a), (b), (c), (d), & (e) similarly with Figures 8 (a), (b), (e), (g), & (f), respectively, but the horizontal axes are in
the time coordinate of Julian Date (JD). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[4]) correspond to the time shown with the
same numbers in Figures 15 & 16.

Hp flare emission (time before ~10h). Considering this, the flare peak luminosities of Flare Y6 listed in Table 4 are
upper limit values considering the photometric error values (30,=26% and 30,=4.9%): L, < 8 x 10?"erg s~* and
L, < 1.8 x 10%%erg s™! (cf. Section 2.5). As for flare energies, only the upper limit values are calculated from these
upper limit peak luminosities following the method in Section 2.5: E, < 7.2 x 103'erg and E, < 1.6 x 10*?erg. These
upper limit values larger than the values that can be estimated by only integrating the clear peaks around the times
10.3h — 10.4h and 12.2h — 12.3h (E, = 6 x 103%rg, and E, = 3 x 10%%rg). We also estimated Lya, Lug, Exa, and
Eup values, which are listed in Table 4. Since the observation ended before Flare Y6 ended, the real flare energy values
can be larger than the values listed here.

The Ha & HQ line profiles during Flare Y6 are shown in Figures 15 & 16. The clear Ha blue wing enhancement
(blue wing asymmetry) up to ~ —200 km s~! was seen in early phase of the flare (e.g., time [1]), while the line profile
gradually shifted to the red wing enhancement (red wing asymmetry) up to ~ +200 km s~ (e.g., time [4] ) (Figures
14, 15, & 16). The evolution of the Ha line from blue to red shifted line wing asymmetry is particularly evident. Hj3
line also shows the time evolution from the blue wing asymmetry to the red wing asymmetry (Figures 15 & 16), which



YZCMi UT191212 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data p YZCMi UT191212 [H3 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
(a) IR —— [1] (Time 9.56h, Flare Y6) (c) —— [1] (Time 9.56h, Flare Y6)
> 8 ---- (4] (Time 12.34h, Flare Y6) . ==== [4] (Time 12.34h, Flare Y6)
2 ++ Quiescent (Time7.25-885h) | 2 [ 000 R e Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h)
26
= <200, ~150, -100; +50 1100 1150 1200 - . . s L Iy Iy b
i, /s fam/ /s gm/s g/ /s s s ks ks Kmjs  dme Y Kas
£
5
=, i A
= A~ e ] A N
O e A~ e PR i o IS QU AU G S
6556 6558 6560 6562 6564 6566 6568 6570 1856 1858 4860 1862 1864 1866 4868
L6 Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
. (b) — [1] — Quiescent (d) —— [1] - Quiescent
- / \ -==- [4] - Quiescent 3 === [4] — Quiescent
100 e I S A A A R < - EC I B ims gl kms s
2075 i \ g2 ;
! N 1 f
0.25 /‘/ K I o
L ¥ . DS “\3/\” .
6556 6558 6560 6562 6564 6566 6568 6570 1856 1858 1860 1862 1864 1866 1868
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
YZCMi UT191212 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT191212 [H3 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
(e) INT —— 2] (Time 10.07h, Flare Y6) (8) A\ — [2](Time 10.07h, Flare Y6)
> s ==== (3] (Time 11.20h, Flare Y6) > ==== (3] (Time 11.20h, Flare Y6)
2, - Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h) - [ A S S S S S N i S A SR R Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h)
3 R 3o - S
2 2
s, 3
e N e il i e ey
e PN R S
6356 6358 6360 6362 361 6366 6368 6570 1856 1855 1560 1562 1864 1566 1568
s Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

o] 1) AN — [2] ~ Quiescent (h) EA — [2] - Quiescent
= { \ === [3] - Quiescent 3 an ---- [3] — Quiescent
. , . - ! \ 20! -150 100 150 h200

R i - Y \ s 20 . i P kms g ds
507 ! \ 52
£050 / )
0.25 M_A/,\,_J S
0 - e - . SN A ’
6560 6562 6564 6566 6568 6570 1856 1858 1860 1862 1864 1866 1868

6556 6558

Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 15. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare Y6 on 2019 December 12 from APO3.5m spectroscopic

data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. It is noted that the line profiles at the time [1] and [4] are in panels (a)—(d),
while those at the time [2] and [3] are in (e)—(h).

is very similar to that of Ha line. The wing enhancements of these blue and red wing asymmetries in HS line are
slightly smaller than those in Ha line: from ~ —200 km s=* to ~ 4200 km s~! in Ha line, and from ~ —150 km s—!
to ~ 4150 km s~! in H} line.

The EW light curves of Hvy, HJ, Ca II K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also shown in
Figures 14 (c), (d), & (e). The profiles of these lines and He+Ca II H lines during Flare Y6 are shown in Figures 17 &
18. As for Hvy and HJ lines, the blue wing asymmetries in the early phase of the flare are not so evident (time [1'], [2/],
and [3'] in Figure 17) while the red wing asymmetries in the later phase are seen (time [4] in Figure 17). Similar time
evolution of red wing asymmetry was seen also in He I D3 5876 line, but the possible red wing asymmetry component
at time [4'] was very small (<50 km s~1) (Figure 18(j)). As for Ca II H&K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He lines,
the line asymmetries are not readily detected (Figure 18).
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Figure 16. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare Y6 on 2019 December 12, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 10, but the vertical axes are in the time coordinate of Julian Date (JD). The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate
the time [1] — [4], which are shown in Figure 14 (light curves) and Figure 15 (line profiles).
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(a) — (d) Line profiles of the Hy & H§ emission lines during Flare Y6 on 2019 December 12 from APO3.5m
spectroscopic data, which are similarly plotted with Figure 15. The blue solid and red dashed lines indicate the integrated line
profiles over the time [1’] (Time 9.40 — 9.61h) and [4'] (Time 12.17 — 12.38h) on this date, which include the time [1] and [4] in
Figure 14 (light curves), respectively. (e) — (h) Same as (a) — (d), but the line profiles integrated over the time [2'] (Time 10.03
—10.24h) and [3'] (Time 11.04 — 11.25h), which include the time [2] and [3] in Figure 14 (light curves), respectively.



BLUE WING ASYMMETRIES IN CHROMOSPHERIC LINES DURING MID M DWARF FLARES 35

YZCMi UT191212 [Ca Il K 3934] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT191212 [Ca Il K 3934] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
(a) —— [1'] (Time 9.40 - 9.61h, Flare Y6) (<) n —— (2] (Time 10.03 — 10.24h, Flare Y6)
260 === [&] (Time 12.17 - 12.38h, Flare Y6) 260 A ---- [3] (Time 11.04 - 11.25h, Flare Y6)
z A + Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h) 2 Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h)
£ 1 "\ 40 if
i 20 150 100 j 50 100 150 200 z 200 150 -100 50 : 50 {100 {150 | 200
3 s, s, s 3 mfs ey ey /s 5 s /s /s s i s s s s
£ £, .
EEY 220 i
0 = e = | 0 < -
3931 3932 3933 3934 3935 3936 3937 3931 3932 3933 3934 3935 3936 3937
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
251 1(b) — [1'] - Quiescent 21 i(d) e — [2] - Quiescent
20 === [4] - Quiescent 20 | ';v --=- [3] — Quiescent
815 815 P
£ 10 £ 1 v
s 200 159 100 50 s 100 4150 4200 s 200 150 100 50 50 4100 150 4200
N km/s km/s km/s km/s. A m/s m/s ms m/s ~ km/s km/s km/s km/s /s ms ms ms
3931 3932 3933 3031 3935 3936 3937 3931 3932 3933 3934 3935 3936 3937
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
i YZCMi UT191212 [Ca |1 8542] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data " YZCMi UT191212 [Ca |l 8542] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
(e) n —— [1] (Time 9.56h, Flare Y6) (g) —— [2] (Time 10.07h, Flare Y6)
212 i === [4] (Time 12.34h, Flare Y6) 212 === [3] (Time 11.20h, Flare Y6)
g . P Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h) g . Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h)
F1o0 ! %‘F H /‘\,\;V\ \/\/\ W \/\
2o0s 208 ;
-2 L -0 50 150 5100 5150 5200 201 -15¢ - -50 1+50 1100 1150 1200
ks km/ km/ km/ m/s /s /s m/s K, km, km, km, km/s /s m/s km/s
0. 0.6 -
8535.0 85375 83400 85425 85450 85475 85300 8535.0 85375 8500 85425 8515.0 85475 83500
o Wavelength [A] . Wavelength [A]
2 T T 0.2 T T
| — [1] - Quiescent (h): 2] ~ Quiescent
015 " ---- [4] — Quiescent 0.15 \ 3] — Quiescent
L 010 2 15 1o 50 4 L, 010 20 15 i 50 iR 50 o biso o
8 km/ km/ km/ km/ \ g K, Km, Km, km, PR km/s m/s m/s /s
3 \ S 005 1A\
5 o N A S o0 VAN AT A At A oA AL VA 5 Az AN, AL
WAy SR VASR NS VS VA Sy AL i\ VAN O 1 S \/
0.05
—0. —0.
8535.0 8537.5 8540.0 8542.5 8545.0 8547.5 8550.0 8535.0 85375 8510.0 85425 8545.0 8547.5 £550.0
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
YZCMi UT191212 [Na | D 5890/5896 and He | D3 5876] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT191212 [Na | D 5890/5896 and He | D3 5876] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
Lol 0 H H H —— [1'] (Time 9.40 - 9.61h, Flare Y6) 0ol (k) H H H —— [2] (Time 10.03 - 10.24h, Flare Y6)
> H H H --=- [#] (Time 12.17 - 12.38h, Flare Y6) = H H --=- [3] (Time 11.04 - 11.25h, Flare Y6)
250 1 i i Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h) 290 H H Quiescent (Time 7.25 - 8.85h)
£ -200 -100 £0 1410 H £ -200 -100
s km/s km/S km/s tkm, | 315 km/S km/5
ELofmrem L /s /5 H A
K] 10 V\w M ﬁvn A 3 10
05 fon/s oS fin)S : 05 ins n)S fln S
3870 3875 3850 3585 5590 3595 5900 5905 3§70 5§75 5880 5885 5590 5900 5905
05 Wavelength [A] 05 Wavelength [A]
oo — [1] ~ Quiescent (U} . — [2] - Quiescent
e A 4 --=- [#] - Quiescent 0 200 Lo --=- [37] — Quiescent
3 3
—o1 km/s km km/s
5 5800 5905 5870 5875 5880 5885 5890 5805 5900 5905
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]
YZCMi UT191212 [Ca |1 H 3968 + He 3970] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT191212 [Ca Il H 3968 + He 3970] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
(m) 200! 150! 100! 50 1450 100 4150 1200 NEOEE 150, 100! 50 A 50 100 150 1200
10 km’s‘ km/s; m/s km/s! km/s m/s m/s. m/s a0d 1 km/y‘ km/s; km/s! km/ m/s m/s m/s m/s.
z —— [1'] (Time 9.40 - 9.61h, Flare Y6) ) z —— [2] (Time 10.03 - 10.24h, Flare Y6)
§ 307 [---- [4] (Time 12.17 - 12.38h, Flare Y6) i\ g 30 [3] (Time 11.04 - 11.25h, Flare Y6)
£ 3 z
3w Quwes‘cgn[ (Time 7‘25 8.85h) : ; \‘ ; ; . 3 o Qunes‘cen! (Time 7‘25 8.85h) : ; ; ;
3 i i i i 4 : : s | | i | : : :
£ w0 ' i i i A\l i i RN ' i i i i !
2 ; i ; 2 : i
0 5o 100} 0 1 50 100 150 0 150t 100} 50 50 oo 150
km/s} km/d km/s} km/s m/s m/s km/s} km/s} K/, /s /s m/s
3966 3967 3968 3969 3970 3971 3972 3973 3966 3967 3968 3969 3970 3971 3972 3973
. Wavelength [A] R Wavelength [A]
1 (O —T507 —T00] =50 50 100 150 7200 1 O —T507 1007 =50 50 =100 50 F200
km/g km/s! km/s km/s km/s /s m/s m/s (Pl s km/s| km/s| km/ \ m/s km/s /s m/s
10] I [~ Quiescent | : 10] T 21 Quiescent ! : !
o ---- [4] — Quiescent : : 3 -==- [3] - Quiescent : :
25 : : : 250 : : :
&) i i i a i i i i
o h - “sp Sl s f v e b i-150 b0 o500 14100 1150
] fm/s ks fom)s ¥an)s fonys kmis ke Yon Kan)s
3966 3967 3968 3969 3970 3971 3972 3973 3966 3967 3968 3969 3970 3972 3973
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 18. Same as Figure 17 but for Ca II K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896)+He I D3 5876, and He+Ca II H
lines, respectively. As for the Ca II 8542 line, the data at the time [1]-[4] are plotted (not [1'] — [4']).



36 NOTSU ET AL.

3.4. Flares Y18 (Blue wing asymmetry) & Y19 observed on 2020 January 21
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Figure 19. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 January 21 showing Flares Y18 & Y19. The data are plotted similarly with
Figure 14, but the the chromospheric line emission data are from the SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data, which include only Ha,
Hp, Ca II 8542, He I D3, and Na I D1 & D2 lines. Different from Figure 14(b), the LCO U- & V-band photometric data are

plotted in (b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[10]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures
20, 21, & 22.

On 2020 January 21, two flares (Flares Y18 & Y19) were detected in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 19 (a).
As for Flare Y18, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 10.5A and 15.8A, respectively, and Atflare §5 3.4
hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum flux from the LCO U-
& V-band increase is at least ~90%, and ~5%, respectively, during Flare Y18 (Figure 19 (b)). We note that the
LCO photometric observation has gaps in the later phase of Flare Y18, and it could be possible that we missed the
continuum flux increase during this time. As for Flare Y19, the Ha & HJ equivalent widths increased to 12.5A and
23.2A, respectively, and Atflare §s >2.5 hours (Table 4). We note that the observation finished before Flare Y19
ended. In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum flux observed with LCO U- &
V-band increased at least by ~ 130 — 140%, and ~ 5 — 10%, respectively, during Flare Y19 (Figure 19 (b)). The
LCO photometric observation has gaps during Flare Y19, and it is possible that we missed the continuum brightness
increase components during the gap time.

We estimated the flare component peak luminosities and flare energies in U- and V-bands, and the resultant values
(Ly, Ly, Ey, and Ey) are in Table 4. The values listed here could be only the lower limit values, since the LCO
observation has gaps during the both Flares Y18 and Y19, (Figure 19 (b)), and in the case of Flare Y19, the observation
also finished before the flare ended. The Ly, Lug, EHa, and Eng values are also estimated and listed in Table 4. The

Ha & HS energy values of Flare Y19 listed here are only the lower limit values, since the observation finished before
Flare Y19 ended.
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YZCMi UT200121 [H3 4862] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 20. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare Y18 (at the time [1]-[4]) on 2020 January 21 from
SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

The Ha & HQ line profiles during Flares Y18 and Y19 are shown in Figures 20, 21, & 22. During Flare Y18, the
blue wing asymmetry of Ha line was detected over about 1 hour around the flare peak (Figure 22). The enhancements
of the blue wing of He line were the largest at around the beginning of the decay phase (time [3]&[4] in Figures 19
(a), 20, & 22) and we can see the enhancements up to ~ -200 km s~! then. These blue wing enhancements up to ~
-150 km s~! were also possibly seen in H3 line (time [3]&[4] in Figure 20(h)), though the signal-to-noise ratio of the
data is relatively low. During Flare Y19, the Ha line showed the line wing broadenings (~ 4150 — 200 km s~1!) twice
during flares: one at around the time [5]-[7] and the other at around the time [8]-[10] (Figures 21 & 22). During these
broadenings, red wing of the Ha line was slightly enhanced. The Hf line showed the similar line wing broadening
(~ 150 — 200 km s~!) at around the time [5]-[7], but the wing broadening in H3 line was not seen in later phase at
around the time [8]-[10] (Figures 21 & 22).

The EW light curves of Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also shown in Figure 19 (c). The
profiles of these lines during Flare Y19 are shown in Figure 23. Line asymmetries were not clearly seen in these lines.
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YZCMi UT200121 [Ha 6563] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT200121 [H33 4862] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 21.  Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare Y19 (at the time [5]-[10]) on 2020 January 21 from
SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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YZCMi UT200121 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 5.46h - 5.80h)]
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YZCMi UT200121 [H3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 5.46h - 5.80h)]
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Figure 22. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares Y18 & Y19 on 2020 January 21, which are similarly
plotted with Figure 16 (from the SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data). The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] —
[10], which are shown in Figure 19 (light curves) and Figures 20 & 21 (line profiles).

YZCMi UT200121 [Ca Il 8542] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data

1 - - -
(a) , —— [3+4] (Time 3.45 - 3.78h, Flare Y18)
212 i 7] (Time 6.13 - 6.47h, Flare Y19)
g . ,,‘ \ Quiescent (Time 5.46 - 5.80h)
L I e
310 g ; i ’04\.\.’
g AN 0
208 /i !
U T B B P O T
km, km, km, km/ m/s m/s m/s m/s 1l
0. +
5350 85375 5100 5150 5175 85500
0.3 (b) —— [3+4] — Quiescent
=== [7] - Quiescent
L0
g
5o & s e 3t s S .
i I} EYEIN A y N
oA A A A AR A A AN A o M A PR A
'VW\/ v vy “’\7 VWA T VY
14 1
01
8535.0 8537.5 8540.0 8542.5 8545.0 8547.5 8550.0

Wavelength [A]

Figure 23.

Difference

Normalized Intensity

YZCMi UT200121 [Na | D 5890/5896 and He | D3 5876] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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(a) & (b) Line profiles of the Ca II 8542 line during Flares Y18 & Y19 on 2020 January 21 from SMARTS1.5m

spectroscopic data, similarly plotted with Figures 21 & 21. The blue solid and red dashed lines indicate the integrated line
profiles over the time [3+4] (Time 3.45 — 3.78h) and [7'] (Time 6.13 — 6.47h) on this date, which include the time [3] & [4] and
[7] in Figure 19 (light curves), respectively. (c)&(d) Same as (a)&(b), but the line profiles for the Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896)

and He I D3 5876 line.
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3.5. Flares Y23 (Blue wing asymmetry) & Y24 observed on 2020 December 6
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Figure 24. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 December 6 showing Flares Y23 & Y24, which are plotted similarly with Figure
14. The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 25 & 26.

On 2020 December 6, two flares (Flares Y23 & Y24) were detected in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 24 (a).
Flare Y23 already started when the spectroscopic observation started. The Ha & Hf equivalent widths decreased from
10.5A and 17.8A, respectively, and Atlare js >1.3 hours (Table 4). The photometric observation captured early phase
of the flare since it started ~1 hour before the spectroscopic observation started. During Flare Y23, the continuum
brightness observed with ARCSAT wu- & g-bands increased by ~1260% and ~125%, respectively (Figure 24 (b)). As
for Flare Y24, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased to 8.2A and 13.4A, respectively, and At%ﬁge is 0.7 hours (Table
4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u-
& g-bands increased by ~ 70 — 75% and ~4%, respectively, during Flare Y24 (Figure 24 (b)).

We estimated L., Ly, Fy, Ey, Lua, Lug, Enaa, and Eug values, and they are listed in Table 4. Since the initial
phase of Flare Y23 was not observed in the spectroscopic observation, the Ha & Hf luminosities and flare energies of
Flare Y23 estimated here are only lower limit values.
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YZCMi UT201206 [Ho 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT201206 [H33 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 25. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y23 and Y24 (at the time [1]-[6]) on 2020 December 6
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y23 and Y24 are shown in Figures 25 & 26. The blue wing of Ha line was
enhanced during Flare Y23 (time [1]-[4] in Figures 25 (b), (f), & 26(a)). This blue wing asymmetry was the largest
at time [1] (up to ~ -250 km s™!) and continued until around the end of the flare (time [4]), while the velocity of
blue wing enhancement decayed gradually. The similar time evolution with the blue wing asymmetry (up to ~ -200
km s~!) was seen also in the HJ line (time [1]-[4] in Figures 25 (d), (h), & 26(b)). but the line wing asymmetries at
around the time [1] and [2] were not as clear compared to those of Ha line (Figures 25(b), & 26(b)). During Flare Y24,
there were no clear blue or red wing asymmetries in Hoe and HJ lines (time [5]&[6] in Figures 25 & 26), and the line
profiles showed roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ 4= 100 — 200 km s~! at around the peak time of the flares.

The EW light curves of Hvy, Hj, Ca IT K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also shown in
Figures 24 (c), (d), & (e). The profiles of these lines and He+Ca II H lines during Flare Y23 are shown in Figure 27.
At around time [1] or [1'] (Figure 27), slight blue asymmetries (slight blue wing enhancements) were seen in all the
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lines except for Ca II 8542, while the blue wing asymmetry velocities are different among the lines. For example, Ca
II K line shows blue asymmetry up to -100 — -50 km s~! while H~ line up to -150 — -100 km s~!.

YZCMi UT201206 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 11.19h — 11.82h)] YZCMi UT201206 [H53 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 11.19h - 11.82h)]
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Figure 26. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares Y23 & Y24 on 2020 December 6, which are shown
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figure 24 (light curves)
and Figure 25 (line profiles).
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Figure 27. (a)&(b) Line profiles of the Hy emission line during Flare Y23 on 2020 December 6 from APO3.5m spectroscopic
data, which are similarly plotted with Figure 25. The blue solid and red dashed lines indicate the integrated line profiles over
the time [1’] (Time 7.25 — 7.45h) and [2'] (Time 7.50 — 7.79h) on this date, which include the time [1] and [2] in Figure 24 (light
curves), respectively. (c)&(d), (e)&(f), (g)&(h), (1)&(j), and (k)&(1) Same as panels (a)&(b), but for Hf, Ca II K, Ca II 8542,
Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896)+He I D3 5876, and He+Ca II H lines, respectively. As for the Ca II 8542 line, the data at the
time [1] and [2] are plotted (not [1'] and [2']).

3.6. Flares E1 (Blue wing asymmetry) € E2 (Blue wing asymmetry) observed on 2019 December 15

On 2019 December 15, two flares (Flares E1 & E2) were detected on EV Lac in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure
28 (a). As for Flare E1, the Ho & HJ equivalent widths increased to 9.0A and 11.0A, respectively, and Atgzge is 3.6
hours (Table 4). Ouly the late phase of Flare E1 was observed with ARCSAT wu- & g-bands and an increase of the
continuum flux was observed in late phase at ~4.3—4.4h (Figure 28 (b)). It is possible there were increases of the
continuum flux in the early phase of Flare E1. As for Flare E2, the Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased to 8.1A and
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Figure 28. Light curves of EV Lac on 2019 December 15 showing Flares E1 & E2, which are plotted similarly with Figure
14. The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]&[2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 29 & 30.

9.4A, respectively, and At%ﬁ”;e is 0.9 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the
continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~ 60 — 65% and ~ 5%, respectively, during
Flare E2 (Figure 28 (b)).

The L., Ly, Ey, Ey, Lua, Lug, Fua, and Eug values are listed in Table 4. As for Flare E1, we did not estimate
Ly, Ly, E,, & E4 values, since only the late phase of Flare E1 was observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands, and no clear
increases of the continuum brightness were observed in the late phase (Figure 28(b)).

The Ha & HpS line profiles during Flares E1 and E2 are shown in Figures 29 & 30. The blue wing of Ha line was
enhanced (up to -150-200 km s~1) during the early phase of Flare E1 (time [1] in Figures 29 (b) & 30 (a)). The similar
blue wing asymmetry (up to -150 km s~!) was seen also in the HS line (time [1] in Figures 29 (d) & 30 (b)), but the
duration of the blue wing asymmetry in HJ line (~0.5 hours) is shorter than that of He line (21 hours) (Figures 30).
The blue wing asymmetry in Ha and HJ lines (up to -150 km s~!) were also seen at around the peak time of Flare
E2 (time [1] in Figures 29 (b) & 30 (a)). The duration of the blue wing asymmetry in Hoa and Hf lines during Flare
E2 were ~20 min and ~10 min, respectively.

The EW light curves of Hvy, Hj, Ca I K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also shown in
Figures 28 (c), (d), & (e). The profiles of these lines and He+Ca II H lines during Flares E1 & E2 are shown in Figure
31. As for Hy line, the blue wing asymmetries up to ~ -100 km s~! are seen during both Flares E1 & E2. As for H§
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EVLac UT191215 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data EVLac UT191215 [H53 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 29. Line profiles of the Ha & Hp emission lines during Flares E1 & E2 (at the time [1] and [2]) on 2020 December 6
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 30. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flares E1 & E2 on 2019 December 15, which are shown
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 28 (light
curves) and Figure 29 (line profiles).

and Ca IT H&K lines, possible blue wing enhancements (up to ~ -50 km s~!) are seen during Flare E1, while line wing
asymmetries of these lines are not clearly seen during Flare E2. Line asymmetries of He, Ca II 8542, Na I D1&D2,
and He I D3 lines are not so clear during both E1&FE2. However, we also note that there could be some slight peak
blue shifts in the lines, for which we do not see clear line wing enhancements (e.g., Ca H&K lines during Flare E2, He
I D3 and Ca II 8542 lines during Flare E1).
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EVLac UT191215 [H5 4102] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data

EVLac UT191215 [Hy 4340] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 31. (a)&(b) Line profiles of the Hy emission line during Flares E1 & E2 on 2019 December 15 from APO3.5m
spectroscopic data, which are similarly plotted with Figure 29. The blue solid and red dashed lines indicate the integrated line
profiles over the time [1'] (Time 2.77 — 2.97h) and [2'] (Time 5.21 — 5.38h) on this date, which include the time [1] and [2] in
Figure 28 (light curves), respectively. (c)&(d), (e)&(f), (g)&(h), (1)&(j), and (k)& (1) Same as panels (a)&(b), but for Hd, Ca II
K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896)+He I D3 5876, and He+Ca II H lines, respectively.

3.7. Flare A3 (Blue wing asymmetry) observed on 2019 May 19

On 2019 May 19, one flare (Flares A3) was detected on AD Leo in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure 32 (a).
Flare A3 already started when the observation started. The Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased to 5.8A and 6.7A,
respectively, and the At%age is >3.1 hour (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the
continuum flux observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~40% and ~ 3 — 4%, respectively, at around time
~3.9-4h during Flare A3 (Figure 32 (b)), However, the photomeric observation covered only the latter portion of the
flare, and the flare already had started when the observation started. Because of these, we cannot judge whether the
main Ha and HS flare emission components are associated with white-light flares or not. In these cases, we also do not
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Figure 32. Light curves of AD Leo on 2019 May 19 showing Flare A3, which are plotted similarly with Figure 14. The grey

dashed lines with numbers ([1] — [3]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 33 & 34.

list the flare peak luminosities in the continuum bands (u- and g-bands) in Table 4. The lower limit of flare energies
in the continuum bands (u- and g-bands) are estimated to be E, > 2.7 x 103!erg, and Ey>14x 103! erg from the
existing data period. Since Flare A3 already started when the observation started, the Ly, Lug, Fha, and Eug,
which are also listed in Table 4, are only lower limit values.

The Ha & HS line profiles during Flare A3 are shown in Figures 33 & 34. It is noted that the data on 2019 May
18 (cf. Figures 100 (a)) are used for quiescent profiles in these figure, since the quiescent phase data are limited (or
there could be no quiescent phase) on 2019 May 19 as seen in Figure 32 . During Flare A3, the blue wings of Ha and
HJ lines were enhanced up to -150 — -200 km s~! (time [1]-[3] in Figures 33 (b) & (d)). These blue wing asymmetries
continued for more than 2 hours until the flare decayed (Figure 34).

The EW light curves of Hvy, Hd, Ca II K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1 & D2, and He I D3 5876 lines are also shown in
Figures 32 (c), (d), & (e). The profiles of these lines and Ca II H & He lines during Flare A3 are shown in Figure 35.
As for Hv, HJ, He, Ca IT H&K, Ca II 8542, and He I D3 lines, the blue wing asymmetries similar to Ha & Hf lines
are seen during Flare A3, though the velocities of peak wing enhancements are different.
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ADLeo UT190519 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data ADLeo UT190519 [Hj3 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 33.  Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare A3 (at the time [1] or [2], and [3]) on 2019 May 19
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. The black dotted lines indicate the line profiles
in quiescent phase, which are the average profile during -21.19h — -20.07h from the data on 2019 May 18 (2.81 — 3.93h in Figure

100 (a)).
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33 (line profiles).
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Figure 35. (a)&(b) Line profiles of the Hy emission line during Flare A3 on 2019 May 19 from APO3.5m spectroscopic
data, which are similarly plotted with Figure 33. The blue solid and red dashed lines indicate the integrated line profiles over
the time [2](Time 2.71 — 2.86h) and [3'] (Time 3.89 — 4.05h) on this date, which include the time [2] and [3] in Figure 32 (light
curve), respectively. (c)&(d), (e)&(f), (g)&(h), (1)&(j), and (k)&(1) Same as panels (a)&(b), but for Hf, Ca II K, Ca II 8542,
Na I D1 & D2 (5890 & 5896)+He I D3 5876, and He+Ca II H lines, respectively.

4. DISCUSSIONS
4.1. Luminosities and Energies of flares in photometric bands and Ha line

In this study, we observed flares in chromospheric lines (e.g., Ha line) and white-light continuum emission bands
(e.g., u- & g-bands), as summarized in Section 3.1 and Table 4. Among the total 41 flares observed in this paper, 6
flares (Flares Y2, Y22, E1, E7, A1, & A3 marked with “NEP” in Table 4) do not have appropriate data sets for judging
whether the flares showed corresponding white-light continuum flux enhancements. As for the four (Flares Y2, E7,
A1, &A3) among these six flares, the initial part of the flare time evolution was not observed both in the spectroscopic
and photometric data, while the other two flares (Flares Y22 and E1) have large data gaps in the photomeric data.
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We classified the remaining 35 flares into white-light (WL) flares and non white-light (NWL) flares. The procedure is
summarized as follows:

(1) As also described in Section 2.5, if the relative flux (A fpand,fare(t)) shows the increase whose peak amplitude is
larger than the photometric error (3opanq) and the associated flare decays over multiple data points, we judge
that flare emission is identified in the photometric band.

(ii) The M-dwarf flare amplitudes are generally larger in blue bands as seen for Flare Y4 in Figure 52 as well as
in previous studies (e.g., Hawley & Pettersen 1991; Namekata et al. 2020) since flare optical continuum spectra
have much higher temperature than those in the quiescent phase (Kowalski et al. 2010 & 2019; Howard et al.
2020). Considering this point, flares are classified as white-light (WL) flares in this paper if the flare emissions
in U- or u-bands are identified. One exception is Flare Y1, which showed clear white-light emissions in g- &
TESS-bands while there are no available u-band observation data (Figure 49). If there are no flare emissions
identified in any photometric bands with the above threshold, the flare is identified as non white-light (NWL)
flares.

(iii) It is noted that the threshold 3opana may depend on the data quality (S/N) of each night. The classification
of white-light flares and non white-light flares could be somewhat affected from this point. Moreover, flare
colors in the optical band can include some variety among events (cf. Kowalski et al. 2019), and the WL/NWL
classification based on one band (U- or u-band in this study) could leave us some bias. However, the purpose of
the WL/NWL classification in this study is only to show that the blue wing asymmetries can exist both in clear
WL flares and candidate NWL flares (See Section 4.2). In other words, it is sufficient to investigate whether each
flare shows white-light emissions within the available dataset for each flare (whose data quality has some variety
among each event). From this point of view, a detailed statistical classification of WL/NWL flares is beyond
the scope of this paper, considering that most of the photometric data are from the ground-based observations
with small ARCSAT and LCO telescopes including some data gaps. We note here that the future studies on the
WL/NWL associations during Ha&Hg flares are necessary with more comprehensively and more well-observed
dataset (e.g., TESS-like high precision space photometry, in blue optical wavelength band).

As a result, 31 flares showed corresponding white-light continuum flux enhancements, and are classified here as
white-light flares (marked with “WL” in Table 4). The remaining 4 flares (Flares Y3, Y5, Y6, and Y26 marked with
“NWL” in Table 4) are classified as “candidate” non white-light flares in this study. It is noted three (Flares Y3, Y5,
and Y26) among these 4 flares showed marginal white-light increases comparable to photometric errors (see Figures 8,
52, & 76), while the other one Flare Y6 showed white-light emission peaks in late phase of the Ha&HJS flare though
we judged that there are no clear WL emissions that are considered to be physically associated with the early main
increasing phase of the the Ha&Hp flare (see Figure 14).

The flare energy partition among different wavelengths is an important topic of stellar flares since this can have
constraints on how flare energy release occur in the different layers of flaring atmosphere from photosphere to corona
(e.g., Osten & Wolk 2015; Guarcello et al. 2019; Stelzer et al. 2022). We here briefly mention this topic on the basis
of our observation data, though the main topic of this paper is blue wing asymmetries of chromospheric lines and
detailed discussions on the flare energy partition are beyond the scope of this paper.

In Figure 36, we compare flare peak luminosities and energies in photometric bands (u- & g-bands) and He line.

Figure 36(b) suggests a rough correlation between the flare energies especially between u-band and Ho line but
detailed quantitative conclusions are beyond the scope of this paper considering some uncertainties of the observation
data available in this study (e.g., there are some gaps in the photometric data and many flares only partially observed
as shown with various symbols in this figure). We will come back to this point in our future paper, discussing in
detail the differences of time evolution of various chromospheric lines during stellar flares (e.g., Kowalski et al. 2013).
In addition, related with this topic, soft X-ray energy of Flare Y3 is mentioned in Section 4.4.

4.2. Flares showing blue wing asymmetries

In this study, 41 flares were detected from the total 31 night observations, as summarized in Section 3.1 and Table
4. Among these, 7 flares (Flares Y3, Y6, Y18, Y23, E1, E2, & A3 in Section 3.2 — 3.7) showed clear blue wing
asymmetries in Ha line. Various notable properties, which are described in Section 3.2 — 3.7, are summarized in
Table 5. For reference, three flares with Ha blue wing asymmetries in Vida et al. (2016), Honda et al. (2018), and
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Figure 36. Scatter plot of flare peak luminosities and energies in u- & g- bands (L, Eu, Ly, and Ey) and He line (Luq and
Eno). Red filled circles represent the flares identified as white-light flares (“WL” in Table 4) and whose Ha flare emission was
observed from the flare start to end. Green filled diamonds represent the flares with the same properties as those marked with
red filled circles, but their L, and E, values are converted from their LCO U-band values assuming the luminosity ratio between
these two bands (cf. Table 3), since these stars were observed not in the ARCSAT u- & g-bands data but in the LCO U-band
(The Ly and E4 values of these stars are not available, so these stars are not in (c¢) & (d)). It is noted that because of some
data gaps of the LCO U-band photometric observations, the plotted E, values can be lower limit values, although the L,, values
are less likely lower limit values since the peaks corresponding to the Ha flare peaks are already selected (see also footnotes of
Table 4). Black filled squares are flares with the same properties as those marked with red filled circles, but the upper limit
values are estimated for Ly, and E, values, while the exact L., and FE, values of these flares are measured. Blue downward
triangles are the flares identified as “candidate” non white-light flares (“NWL” in Table 4). As for these stars, the plotted L.,
values show the upper limit values from Table 4. Red open rightward triangles represent the flares identified as white-light
flares but whose Ha flare phase was only partially observed (only the lower limit values for Atfare are listed in Table 4). As for
these stars, the plotted L. values can be the lower limit values. Green open rightward triangles are the flares with the same
properties as those marked with red open rightward triangles but their u-band values are converted from their LCO U-band
values as the green filled diamonds. Gray open rightward triangles are the flares with the same properties as those marked with
red open rightward triangles but the upper limit values are estimated for Ly, and E4 values, while the exact L., and E, values
of these flares are measured. Blue cross marks are the flares identified as “candidate” non white-light flares (“NWL” in Table
4) and whose Ha flare emission was only partially observed. The six flares (“NEP” in Table 4) without enough data for judging
whether the flares are WL or NWL flares are not included in this figure.

Maehara et al. (2021) are also listed in this Table 5 (“V2016”, “H2018”, and “M2021”, respectively). In Table 5, we
list vgﬁemax values, which are the maximum velocities of blue wing enhancements of Ha line measured by eye. The

same velocity values for other lines showing blue asymmetries (e.g., vgﬁc’max) are also listed in Table 6. We discuss
blue wing asymmetry velocities more in detail by the line fitting method in Section 4.3. As summarized in Table
5 and described in the following, there are various correspondences in flare properties (e.g., durations of blue wing
asymmetries, intensities of white-light emissions, blue wing asymmetries in various chromospheric lines).

Figure 37 shows the scatter plots of the Ha flare peak luminosity, energy, and duration values of the 7 flares with
blue wing asymmetries and the remaining 34 flares observed in this study. Blue wing asymmetries could be seen both
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in relatively large/long and small/short flares, although it would be difficult to statistically conclude this point only
from the limited number of observed samples in this study.
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Figure 37. (a) Scatter plot of the Ho flare peak luminosity (Luo) and Ha flare duration (Atf2®). Red filled circles and
red rightward filled triangles represent the flares with blue wing asymmetries (BWA), while the latter ones correspond to the
flares whose Ha flare phase was only partially observed (only the lower limit values for Atare are listed in Tables 4 & 5). As
for these stars, the plotted Lun values can be the lower limit values. Black filled circles and black rightward open triangles are

the same as the above red points but for the flares without BWAs. (b) Same as (a), but for the Ha flare energy (Fua) and Ha

flare duration (Atfre).

The duration of Ha blue wing asymmetries (AtH**¥™ in Table 5) ranges from 20 min to 2.5 hours (Figure 38).
Comparing Figures 38(a) and (b), there is some variation among the relations of Atfre and Atg;easym. As a notable
example, Flare Y3 showed clear short-lived Ha blue wing asymmetries twice (20minx2 at the times [3] and [5]) during
the entire Flare Y3 in Ha line lasting over 4 hours (Figures 8 & 10). Similarly, Vida et al. (2016) also reported three
distinct blue wing enhancements spanning more than three hours (“V2016” in Table 5). In contrast, Flares Y23,
El, & A3 showed Ha blue wing asymmetries over almost all the observed phases of the flares (Figures 26, 30, & 34),
although initial phases of the flares were not observed during Flares Y23 & A3. Similarly, Honda et al. (2018) also
reported a continuous blue asymmetry of He line over all phase of the flare (H2018 in Table 5). As another notable
point, blue wing asymmetry velocities showed gradual decays during Flares Y6 & Y23 (Figures 16 & 26). In particular,
Flare Y6 showed clear Ha blue wing enhancement (blue wing asymmetry) up to ~ -200 km s~! in early phase of the
flare, while the line profile gradually shifted to the red wing enhancement (red wing asymmetry) up to ~ 4200 km
s~!, during the Ha flare over 4.9 hours (Figure 16). In the middle time between blue wing asymmetry and red wing
asymmetry, the Ha line profile showed almost symmetric broadening with +150 km s~'. These red wing asymmetries
could be caused by the chromospheric condensation, flare-driven coronal rain or post-flare loop, as summarized in
Section 4.5. This example (Flare Y6) may show that both blue and red wing asymmetries of Ha line can evidently
occur during the same flare of a mid M-dwarf, which suggests dynamic plasma motions upward and downward during
the same flare. It is noted that the possible change from blue wing enhancement to the red wing enhancement during
a flare was also reported in Muheki et al. (2020a). However, it can be also possible that Flare Y6 consists of different
consecutive flares showing blue wing asymmetries and red wing asymmetries, respectively, considering that the flare
light curve showed multiple peaks (cf. Figure 14).

There is also a notable difference among the intensities of red wing of the Ha line when the blue wing shows an
excess enhancement (blue wing asymmetry). As for Flares Y3, Y6, & A3, red wing of the Ha line is broadened up
to ~ +150 km s~! when the blue wing is more enhanced up to ~ -200 km s=! (Figures 10, 16, & 34). In contrast,
during Flares Y18 & E2, the red wing of the Ha line is broadened only up to ~ +50-100 km s~! when the blue wing is
enhanced up to ~ -200 km s~! (Figures 22 & 30). These differences might suggest that Ha line symmetric broadening
or red wing enhancements, which have been often observed during stellar flares (e.g., Namekata et al. 2020; Wollmann
et al. 2023), could occur to some extent simultaneously with larger Ha blue wing enhancements (see also Section 4.5).
In a relevant context, Honda et al. (2018) reported the possible existence of absorption components in the red wing of
the Ha line when the Ha line showed blue wing asymmetry.
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Figure 38. Scatter plots of the Ha flare energy (Eno), Ha flare duration (At °), and duration of Ha blue asymmetries
(Atp2*Y™) for the flares with blue wing asymmetries (cf. Table 5). In addition to the 7 flares reported in this study, three
events from the previous papers (V2016, H2018, and M2021 in Table 5) are also plotted. As for Flares Y6, Y23, & A3, the Ha

flare phase was only partially observed, and the plotted Fu, and Atﬁl;leasym values can be the lower limit values. As for Flare

Y3, At%lzeasym:20min x 2 is listed in Table 5, but the single data point of Atlﬁl;easy ™= 20 min = 0.33 hour is only plotted here.

Intensities of white-light continuum fluxes also showed various properties even among these 7 flares (the “WLF”
column in Table 5). Flare Y3 did not show clear white-light continuum flux enhancements, while flare emissions were
observed for 24 hours in various chromospheric lines and NICER soft X-ray data (Figure 8; see also Section 4.4 for
detailed discussions of NICER soft X-ray data). There were very small “suggestive” increases in u- & g-bands and
TESS data around time 6-8h in Figure 8 (b) & (c), although they are still a bit smaller than the white-light flare
detection thresholds (see Section 3.2). We can speculate that these small “suggestive” increases could be caused by
the emission lines (e.g., Balmer lines) included in u-, g-, and TESS-bands (cf. Figure 1). This flare could be possibly
categorized to so-called non white-light flares, which are often seen in the case of solar flares (e.g., Watanabe et al.
2017). Maechara et al. (2021) also reported the Ha blue wing asymmetry during a non white-light flare (“M2021” in
Table 5). As for Flare Y6, there are short white-light continuum flux enhancements in the middle/late phase of the
flare (around time 10.0-10.5h and 12.0-12.5h in Figure 14), but there are no other clear white-light enhancements that
are considered to be physically associated with the early increasing phase of the whole Ha flare, so this flare could be
categorized into non white-light flare as the whole flare event.

As described in Section 4.1, the 31 flares are classified as white-light flares among the 35 flares with enough data sets
to judge whether the flares are white-light flares. The remaining 4 flares (Flares Y3, Y5, Y6, and Y26) are classified
as non white-light flares in this study, while three of them (Flares Y3, Y5, and Y26) showed slight possible white-light
increases almost comparable to the photometric errors and Flare Y6 showed white-light emissions in middle/late phase
of the Ha&Hg flare emission. As a result, as for the 7 flares with clear blue wing asymmetries discussed here (Flares
Y3, Y6, Y18, Y23, E1, E2, & A3), 5 flares (Flares Y3, Y6, Y18, Y23, & E2) have enough datasets for judging whether
they are white-light flares. Among these 5 flares, three flares (Flares Y18, Y23, & E2) are classified as white-light flares
and two flares (Flares Y3&Y6) are candidate non white-light flares as described in the above. These results can suggest
that blue wing asymmetries of chromospheric lines can be seen both during “clear” white-light and “candidate” non
white-light flares. However, it should be noted the non white-flares in this study could actually be weak white-light
flares, since the ground-based photometry used for most of the flares in this study have relatively large photomeric
errors and high-precision TESS photometry is only available for six flares and it only observes the red wavelength
range (6000-10000A). This is not the best wavelength range for stellar flare observations compared with blue optical
wavelength range (e.g., U- & u-bands), since the M-dwarf flares generally have larger amplitudes in blue optical
wavelangth range than the red range (Hawley & Pettersen 1991; Kowalski et al. 2010; Brasseur et al. 2023).

In Table 5, we list which chromospheric lines showed blue wing asymmetries ([B] and [NB], as explained in a footnote
of the table) in addition to Ha line. Large variety is seen also for this point. Among the seven flares with Ha blue
wing asymmetries, all seven flares in this study showed blue wing asymmetries also in HS lines, though the HS data
of Flare Y18 was not so clear (Figure 20). Flares Y6 & E2 showed blue wing asymmetries in higher-order Balmer lines
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up to HB and H+y lines, respectively, but they did not show blue wing asymmetries in chromospheric lines other than
Balmer lines (e.g., Ca II lines, Na I D1&D2 lines, and He I D3 lines). Flares Y3 & E1 showed blue wing asymmetries
not only in Balmer lines up to He and H§ lines, respectively, but also in Ca IT H&K lines. Moreover, Flares Y23
& A3 showed blue wing asymmetries in almost all chromospheric lines we investigated, except for Ca II 8542 and
Na I D1&D2, respectively. Blue wing asymmetries in multiple chromospheric lines have been investigated in several
previous studies. Flare V2016 on M4 dwarf V374Peg from Vida et al. (2016) (in Table 5) showed blue asymmetries
in Ha, HB, and H~ lines (see also the re-analysis results in Leitzinger et al. 2022), while it is not clearly mentioned
whether He T line showed blue asymmetries or not in the discussions of Vida et al. (2016) and Leitzinger et al. (2022).
A flare on EV Lac in Figure 7 of Muheki et al. (2020b) also showed blue wing asymmetry only in He line but not in
Hp and He I lines. In contrast, a flare on AD Leo in Figure 6 of Muheki et al. (2020a) showed blue asymmetries both
in Ho and HS lines.

The velocities of blue wing enhancements in these various chromospheric lines are listed in Table 6 (Vplye,max iR
the table). The velocities are different among different lines, and lower-order Balmer lines especially Ha line tend
to show larger velocities of blue wing asymmetries or wider blue wing tails, while higher-order Balmer lines, Ca II
lines, Na I D1&D2, and He I D3 lines show smaller velocities !'. We speculate that these differences can be caused
by the differences of optical depth and line wing broadening physics among other chromospheric lines as described
in the following. The differences of optical depth and line wing broadening physics (e.g., Stark effect) can affect
these differences in the flaring atmosphere (e.g., Kowalski et al. 2022); while those of optical depth can also affect
the emission from prominences (e.g., Okada et al. 2020). These differences can be clues to investigate how blue wing
asymmetries occur associated with flares on mid M-dwarfs. For example, there is a difference of optical depth among
different Balmer lines and Ha line is more optically thick than other Balmer lines (e.g., Drake & Ulrich 1980; Heinzel
et al. 1994a). Then the visibility difference of Balmer lines could be a clue to constrain density and/or total emitting
area values of the upward moving plasma that caused the blue wing enhancements during flares. However, in order to
interpret these differences more quantitatively in detail, it is necessary to conduct observation-based modeling studies
incorporating radiative transfer physics of stellar (erupting) prominences and flaring atmospheres (e.g., Leitzinger et al.
2022; Kowalski et al. 2022). Comparisons with the multi-wavelength Sun-as-a-star observation data of solar (erupting)
prominences and solar flares are also very important for further quantitative discussions (e.g, Namekata et al. 2022a;
Otsu et al. 2022; Lynch et al. 2023).

11

Some of the data could be affected from the lower S/N ratios at bluer wavelengths (e.g., Figure 20), but most of the data have enough S/N
values to determine vpiye,max (€-g., Figure 15). Furthermore, the velocity differences can be still seen if we integrate the data over longer
time so that the data have higher S/N ratios. (e.g., integrating from Time 9.3h-10.5h in Figure 16). Then it is not possible to explain all
the difference trends (i.e. Ho having largest vpiye,max values) only from the lower S/N at bluer wavelengths. Some noisy data (e.g., Figure

20) could be affected, but the overall trends discussed in the following of this paragraph would not be affected.
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4.3. Blue wing asymmetries and possible stellar mass ejections

Using the line fitting method similar to Maechara et al. (2021), we estimated the velocities of blue wing excess
components of Ha and Hf lines (Figures 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, & 45). We note that in this line fitting method
(cf. Machara et al. 2021; Inoue et al. 2023), there is an assumption that the flare emission other than the component
causing the blue wing asymmetry shows completely symmetric emission, and the red wing is not affected by any
flare-related processes. If the red wing is affected by the flare-related processes simultaneously, then the measured blue
wing asymmetry properties could be somewhat over-estimated or under-estimated.

As shown with the lines (3) in Figures 39(a) & (b), we first fitted the Ha & Hf difference profiles (the quiescent
component subtracted profiles) with the Voigt functions, assuming the line-of-sight velocity of 0 km s~! and only
using the red part (>0 km s™1) of the original spectra (lines (2)). Next, we calculated the residuals between the fitted
Voigt functions and the observed spectra, which are shown with lines (4)&(5) in Figures 39(a) & (b). Finally, the
residual was fitted with the Gaussian function to estimate the blue wing excess component (lines (6) in Figures 39(a)
& (b)). In this Gaussian fitting process, the wavelength ranges shorter than the threshold velocities (-45 and -40 km
s~! for Ha & Hp profiles in Figures 39(a) & (b), respectively) were only used (lines (4)). These threshold velocities
were determined by trial-and-error and by eye, so that asymmetries at the line center components (line (5)) do not
affect the fitting and only the blue wing excess components are used for the Gaussian fitting (line (6)). Figures 39(a)
& (b), which are described here, show the results of the first blue asymmetry component of Flare Y3. The fitting
results of the second blue asymmetry component of Flare Y3 are shown in Figures 39(c) & (d). The fitting results
of blue asymmetry components of other six flares (Flare Y6, Y18, Y23, E1, E2, & A3) are shown in Figures 40 — 45.
As for Flare Y6 shown in Figure 40, the Gaussian fitting was conducted instead of the initial Voigt fitting (lines (3)),
considering the line profile of the original spectra (lines (1)). The threshold velocities of the Gaussian fitting(6) (e.g.,
-45 and -40 km s~ for Ha & Hp profiles in Figure 39(a) & (b)) are different among the events and lines, and the values
are shown in the figures. The results of Gaussian fitting (6) (line-of-sight velocity and equivalent width of blue wing
enhancement components of Ho and Hf lines) are shown with blue characters in Figures 39 — 45, and these values are
listed in Table 6 (vgﬁeﬁt, Eng‘e,ﬁt, vgﬁe,ﬁt, Enge,ﬁt)' The error values of these fitting results are roughly obtained
by changing the threshold velocities by 15 km s~!. This range “£15 km s~!” is roughly assumed by considering the
accuracy of the “bye-eye” determination of the threshold velocity. For example, in the case of the first asymmetry
component (Time [3]) of Flare Y3, vgﬁeﬁt:—l%fél km s~1, and Enge7ﬁt:0.23f8:8§ A, vgﬁc,ﬁt:ﬂ?fé km s™1, and
EW[P - =0.4075:0L A, by considering the threshold velocities of -45+15 and -40415 km s~ for Ha & Hf profiles in
Figure 539(&) & (b). In addition, it is noted that the Hf profile of Flare Y18 in Figure 41(b) are particularly noisy, the
error values for this event can be larger than those estimated here, and we have to keep this in mind in the following
analyses.

The estimated Doppler velocities of the 7 blue-shift (blue wing asymmetry) events (vlljlﬁe,ﬁt) range from -73 to -122
km s~! (Table 6). Since the asymmetries do not recur periodically both in the blue and red wings independently of
flares, these 7 blue wing asymmetries should be more likely to be related to flares, and cannot be explained by the
rotationally modulated emission from the co-rotating prominence (e.g., Jardine et al. 2020). These velocities (73 — 122
km s~1) are also a bit larger than the upward velocities of blue asymmetries observed in Ha line mainly in the early
phase of solar flares (e.g., Canfield et al. 1990; Heinzel et al. 1994b). For reference, such blue asymmetries of solar
flares have been also observed in other chromospheric lines (e.g., Mg II lines) mainly in early phase (e.g., Tei et al.
2018; Huang et al. 2019; Li et al. 2019). The durations of these solar blue asymmetries (a few min) are one or two
orders of magnitude shorter than those of the blue wing asymmetries in this study (At]ﬁlzeasym =20 min — 2.5 hours in
Table 5). In contrast, the velocities of the blue wing asymmetries in this study (73-122 km s~!) are in the same range
of solar prominence/filament eruptions (e.g., 10-400 km s~! according to Gopalswamy et al. 2003). The timescale of
solar prominence/filament eruptions observed in He line is roughly 20 min — 1 hour (Namekata et al. 2022¢; Otsu et al.
2022), and this could be comparable or a bit shorter than the durations of the blue wing asymmetries in this study
(AL*Y™ = 20 min — 2.5 hours). In the case of stellar flares, since we cannot obtain spatial information of the stellar
surface, such prominence/filament eruption may be a possible cause of the blue wing asymmetries in chromospheric
lines associated with flares. We note that Leitzinger et al. (2022) suggested that unlike the Sun, the “filament” can be
visible in emission even on the stellar disk in the case of M-dwarfs, since the stellar background emission components
are quite weak. In the following of this subsection, we discuss the blue wing asymmetries detected in this study, from
the viewpoint of stellar prominence eruptions.
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Figure 39. (a) Line profile change of the Ha emission line from the quiescent phase at Time [3] during Flare Y3, which is
the same as the Ha difference profile shown in Figure 9(f). The horizontal and vertical axes represent the wavelength and flux
normalized by the continuum. The grey vertical dashed lines with velocity values represent the Doppler velocities from the Ha
line center. The black solid line (1) indicates the observed line profile change. The gray dashed line (2) shows the symmetric
line profile created by folding the red part (>0 km s™') of the original spectrum (1) to the blue part (<0 km s™*). The red
dotted line (3) represents a Voigt function fit to the profile (2), assuming the line-of-sight velocity of 0 km s™'. The blue solid
line (6) shows a Gaussian fit to the residuals in the range shorter than the threshold velocity (<-45 km s™'), which is shown
with the green dashed line (4). This threshold velocity of -45 km s™" was determined by try-and-error and by eye so that only
the line wing component is used for the fitting. The range longer than the the threshold velocity (>-45 km sfl) is plotted with
the purple dotted line (5). The result of the Gaussian fitting (6) (line-of-sight velocity and equivalent width of blue-shifted
excess components) is shown in blue characters in the left side of the panel. The error values of the fitting results are obtained
by changing the threshold velocities by 15 km s™' (i.e. 45415 km s™' in this case). (b) Same as (a) but for HB line. The
threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -40 (£15) km s™'. (c) Same as (a) but at Time [5] during Flare Y3,
which is the same as another He difference profile shown in Figure 9(f). (d) Same as (c) but for HS line.
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Figure 40. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ha profile at Time [1] during Flare Y6, which is the same as the Ha difference
profile shown in Figure 15(b). The red dotted line (3) represents the result of Gaussian fit instead of Voigt fit. The threshold
velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -50 (+15) km s™'. (b) Same as (a) but for HB line.
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Figure 41. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ha profile at Time [3] during Flare Y18, which is the same as the Ha
difference profile shown in Figure 20(f). The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -50 (+15) km s™*. (b)
Same as (a) but for HA line. The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -40 (£15) km s™*.
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Figure 42. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ha profile at Time [1] during Flare Y23, which is the same as the Ha
difference profile shown in Figure 25(b). The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -45 (£15) km s™*. (b)
Same as (a) but for HS line.
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Figure 43. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ho profile at Time [1] during Flare E1, which is the same as the Ha difference
profile shown in Figure 29(b). The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -50 (£15) km s~'. (b) Same as
(a) but for HB line.
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Figure 44. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ho profile at Time [2] during Flare E2, which is the same as the Ho difference
profile shown in Figure 29(b). The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -50 (+15) km s™*. (b) Same as
(a) but for H line.
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Figure 45. (a) Same as Figure 39(a) but for the Ha profile at Time [1] during Flare A3, which is the same as the Ha difference
profile shown in Figure 33(b). The threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -55 (£15) km s~!. (b) Same as
(a) but for HB line at Time [2] during Flare A3, which is the same as the HS difference profile shown in Figure 33(d). The
threshold velocity for the Gaussian fitting (6) is set to be -45 (£15) km s~'. We note that the Ha data at Time [1] in (a) while
Hp data at Time [2] in (b), since the Hf3 observation started later than Ha (There are no Hj data at Time [1]) in Figure 32.

The estimated equivalent width values of the Ha and Hf emissions from blue-shifted excess components (EW&S“QHt
and Enge & in Table 6) can be converted to the luminosities of Ho and HB emissions (L{}®, and Lﬁﬁe in Table 6), by

applying EWgJ{]‘j‘eﬁt and EWEI){l\fe,ﬁt values into Equation (7). As done in Maehara et al. (2021) and Inoue et al. (2023),
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if we assume the simple slab NLTE emission model of solar prominences (e.g., Heinzel et al. 1994a) can be applied to
the upward moving plasma (possible prominence eruptions) showing the blue-shifted excess components (blue wing
asymmetries) on the M-dwarfs, the luminosities of Ha and HJ emissions (L2 and Lgﬁc) can be calculated as

bluc /'/Ebluch'dQ - 2,]T‘Ablucebluc ’ (10)

and
blue //eblued‘éldQ = ZWAII;IlﬁeGblie ’ (11)

where ell® & €blue are the Ha & HJ3 line integrated intensities (cf. Table 1 of Heinzel et al. 1994a)'? | and Af® &
Aglﬁe are the area of the region emitting Ha and Hf lines. If we assume Ha and Hf3 emissions originate from the same
area (Afle = Agﬁe), these two Equations (10) and (11) are combined into one equation:

H

€blue _ Lifte _ = (12)
6H,B LHﬁ - :

blue blue

The o values calculated from L{i2  and Lblue values are listed in Table 6 (Note: The error values of LI, Lﬁie’ and «
values in Table 6 are from those of EVVblue ¢ and EI/V]Olue ¢ values). Then we get linear relations between logarithms
of Ho and HS line integrated intensities:

log egﬁc =loga + log eglﬁe (13)

and these relations are plotted in Figure 46.

L
v
5 6 7
7
7.
7.
51 5 2.
CE} e}
=E 22
20 20
&4 =P
—— Flare Y3 Time[3] —— Flare Y23
----- Flare Y3 Time[5] ----- Flare E1
31 S S e Flare Y6 31 /7;/,4:"' """"" Flare E2
—-— Flare Y18 //7 —— Flare A3
p Heinzel+1994 S Heinzel+1994
5 7 ok A
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
log qH),i o log eﬁ’fw

Figure 46. Relations between Ha and Hf line integrated intensities emitted from the prominence. Observed relations between
el and eglﬁe (Equation (13)) of the blue wing asymmetry events are plotted with red solid lines, blue dashed lines, purple
dotted lines and green dash dotted lines. The gray shaded area represent the result of the theoretical calculation of the NLTE
slab model of solar prominence (taken from Figure 1 of Heinzel et al. 1994a).

Heinzel et al. (1994a) conducted the theoretical calculation of the NLTE slab model of solar prominence, and
estimated the relation between Ha and Hf line integrated intensities (Figure 1 therein). If we assume this relation
can be applied to the upward moving plasma showing the present blue-shifted excess components, we can roughly
determine the values of el}}ﬁe, by comparing Equation (13) with the theoretical relation as in Figure 46. The resultant

12 Heinzel et al. (1994a) used the symbol “E” for the line integrated intensities but “€” is used in this study so that this cannot be confused
with flare energies.
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values of /12, are listed in Table 6. The error values of /1%, listed in Table 6 are from the errors of « values and the

scatter of the data points in Figure 1 of Heinzel et al. (1994a) (= the width of the gray shaded area in Figure 46).
By adapting Figure 5 of Heinzel et al. (1994a), these values of log egﬁe[erg st em™2 sr1] = 5.9 — 6.4 correspond
to the optical thicknesses of the Ha line (7q4) roughly ranging from 10 to 300 (log7ia ~ 1.0 — 2.5). Using the
resultant el values and Equation (10), the ALY values are obtained as listed in Table 6. The resultant values of
Affe ~ 10 — 102%cm? roughly correspond to 0.5-4% of the visible stellar surface of the target stars (YZ CMi, EV
Lac, and AD Leo). This value can be a bit smaller than or comparable to the area of starspots estimated from the
amplitude of rotational modulations (e.g., the total spot coverage ~ 6 — 17% for YZ CMi in Maehara et al. 2021).

In Figure 15 of Heinzel et al. (1994a), the correlation between Ha line integrated intensity (efi*,) and emission mea-
sure EMypue=n2D is provided, where n. and D are the electron density and geometrical thickness of the prominence,
respectively.'® By adapting this correlation, the E M, values are obtained as listed in Table 6. In this table, the
E Myye values are separately listed for two cases (e.g., EMSZC and EMéizc) These two cases correspond to upper
and lower limit values of e[} values (e.g., log ell® = 6.0 and 5.8 [erg s~! cm~2 sr~!] for Flare Y6), respectively, which
come from the error range of ¢[i®_ in Table 6 (e.g., logell® [erg s™' em™2 sr™1]=5.9"01 for Flare Y6). Assuming the
observed electron density range of solar prominences (logne[cm™3] = 10 — 11.5 from Hirayama 1986), the geometrical
thickness Dplye (= EMplue/n?) can be estimated from the emission measure EMy,e. Since this assumed range of n,
could be wide, here we have another rough constraint that the prominence geometrical thickness is no larger than the

stellar radius (Dpye < Rstar). From this constraint, the lower limit of n, can be determined as ne > v/ EMpjue/ Rstar-
The resultant estimated range of n, and Dy, are listed in Table 6. For example, log nél)[cm’g’]: 10.3 — 11.5 and

Dl(jl)le = 7.9 x 107cm — Rgar (=2.0 x 10'%m) for the upper limit egﬁe case of Flare Y6.
With the estimated surface area (Af}% ) and geometrical thickness (Dpue) values, we can estimate the mass of the
upward moving plasma showing the blue-shifted excess components (Mp)ye):

Mpye ~ Apfe Dotuennmi (14)
a EMbluc
= AEIue ( n2 )nHmH (15)
EMblue Ne !
_ AHa _° , 16
blue ( e ) (’I’LH ) mu ( )

where ny is the total hydrogen density and my; is the mass of hydrogen atom. Here we roughly assume the prominence
ionization fraction from Table 1 of Labrosse et al. (2010), and i = ne/n(H%) ~ n(H")/n(H%) = 0.2 — 0.9, where n(H™)
and n(H®) are the proton density and neutral hydrogen density, respectively. From this,

= (i) (") )
- <ng{>) (mm?? (;L)(Hﬂ) (18)
~ <ng{>) <n<§gl>{0+) n) (19)

=i/(i+1) (20)
=0.17 — 0.47 . (21)
Then for example, the upper and lower limit of the prominence mass in the case of Flare Y6 are estimated as follows:
. EM) n -
Mblue,upp ~ Aglue,upp ((11)1e,upp> (<n:l) 1 ) my (22)
e,low ow

10 1031.2 1 o4
~((6.941.6) x 10™) 10103 (0.17)7 (1.7 x 107=%) (23)
~7.3x10"g (24)

13 Tt is noted that the definition of emission measure for the How emission here (EMblue:ngD, from Heinzel et al. 1994a) is different from that
for the X-ray emission in Section 4.4 (EM= n2V, where n is the electron density and V is the volume, from Shibata & Yokoyama 2002).
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and
EM(sze ow ne 71
Mblue,low ~ Agﬁe,bw ((1)21)71> ((ﬂ) ) my (25)
Te,upp H / upp
103045
~((6.9-1.6) x 10'?) (1011‘5)(0.47)—1(1.7 x 1072%) (26)
~1.9 x 10g . (27)

It must be noted that there is an important assumption that we simply applied the solar prominence model of
Heinzel et al. (1994a) for estimating the parameters (e.g., mass) of the upward moving plasma (prominence eruptions)
of M-dwarfs. It is assumed that the parameter space of the prominence plasma (e.g., density, temperature) is the
same for the Sun and M dwarfs. The models of Heinzel et al. (1994a) are computed for solar incident radiation (solar
intensity and spectral energy distribution, and line profile shapes) and for a fixed height of 10,000km above the solar
surface. These model setups can be different between the Sun and M dwarfs. The resulting prominence parameters can
also depend crucially on the scattering of the incident radiation since the emission of solar prominence is dominated by
this scattering process (cf. Section 2 of Heinzel et al. (1994a)). Moreover, Heinzel et al. (1994a) do not calculate the
models of erupting prominences but those of static prominences. This can also affect the calculation results because
of the Doppler dimming and brightening effects (e.g. Heinzel & Rompolt 1987; Gontikakis et al. 1997). These effects
affect different lines in different ways, and for example, the parameter « in Equation (12) can be affected. It is
then important to assess the reliability of the obtained values by conducting the calculation of erupting prominences
of M-dwarfs. However, the discussions on prominence parameters (e.g., mass) in this study already include errors
with two or three order-of-magnitude with various other assumptions (e.g., prominence shapes), and we only conduct
broad discussions over many order-of-magnitude in the following (cf. Figure 47). So in this study, we only use the
simple assumption of solar prominence model from Heinzel et al. (1994a), and the calculation of erupting prominences
of M-dwarfs is beyond the scope of this study, considering the main focus of this paper is reporting the blue wing
asymmetries from the huge campaign observations. We demonstrate that as a next study, it is important to conduct
the NLTE model calculations of eruption prominences in the M-dwarf stellar atmosphere (cf. Leitzinger et al. 2022)
and reevaluate the prominence parameters (e.g., mass) more accurately .

We also estimated the kinetic energy of the upward moving plasma showing the blue-shifted excess components
(Exin,upp and Exin 10w in Table 6) from the velocity values of Ha blue asymmetry components (vgﬁ‘eﬁt) and these mass
values (Mpiue,upp and Mpiue low) listed in Table 6. When we estimate Exin upp and Eiin 1ow values here, we simply used
the line-of-sight velocity value vg‘a‘e,ﬁt as we use the same method with our previous studies estimating kinetic energies
using Doppler shift velocities (e.g., Maehara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022¢; Inoue et al. 2023). We must keep in
mind the effects that the line-of-sight velocity is always smaller than or equal to the true velocity and the Eyin upp
values here cannot be true “upper limit” values, when we discuss the kinetic energy values in the following.

As also done in the previous studies (e.g., Moschou et al. 2019; Machara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022¢; Inoue
et al. 2023), these estimated mass (M%), velocity (vfj%, g, ), and kinetic energy (Eiiy) of the upward moving plasma
(or prominence eruptions) showing blue wing enhancements (blue wing asymmetries) can be discussed as a function
of flare energy (Figure 47). In Figure 47, we use flare bolometric energy (Epolfare: cf. Osten & Wolk 2015) for
more general discussions, instead of GOES-band X-ray energy used in some previous studies (e.g., Moschou et al.
2019; Machara et al. 2021). We estimated the flare bolometric energies with the following two methods. We simply
used the both values to estimate the value ranges of bolometric energies. We note that the both methods include
several assumptions/ambiguities. For example, the earlier method relies on the ground-based (ARCSAT and LCO)
photometric data including some data gaps in this study. The latter relies on the scaling law between Ha and GOES
X-ray band flare energies from Haisch (1989), which only used small number of stellar flares. Moreover, the Ha
and GOES X-ray emission components consist of roughly up to a few percent of the total flare energy, and they are
emitted upper part of the stellar atmosphere (chromosphere and corona) while the dominant part of bolometric energy
is emitted as white-light emission from lower atmosphere (e.g., Emslie et al. 2012; Osten & Wolk 2015). For more
precise and accurate estimations of flare bolometric energies, more comprehensive multi-wavelength observation data
to estimate flare energies from X-rays to optical are important. This point should be kept in mind when discussing
flare bolometric energies in the following, while we only conduct the order-of-magnitude discussions for flare energy
values in Figure 47.
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Figure 47. Mass, velocity, and kinetic energy as a function of flare bolometric energy, for solar and stellar flares and prominence
eruptions/CMEs. (a) Mass of prominence eruptions/CMEs as a function of flare bolometric energy. Red open circles represent
the seven blue-shift (blue wing asymmetry) events on M-dwarfs (YZ CMi, EV Lac, ADLeo) reported in this study (Table 6).
The blue filled diamond and the green open diamond are the blue-shift event on M-dwarf YZ CMi reported in Maehara et al.
(2021). The latter is the original datapoint, while the former is the datapoint with the mass value reestimated in this study.
Green filled squares and the black filled upward triangle are blue-shift events on M-dwarfs and a young stellar object (YSO),
respectively, which are reported in Moschou et al. (2019). The pink open diamond represents the blue-shift absorption event on
the young Sun-like star EK Dra reported in Namekata et al. (2022c), while the black open filled circle denotes the blue-shift event
on the RS CVn type binary star reported in Inoue et al. (2023). It is noted that the mass value of Inoue et al. (2023) is slightly
revised in this study as described in Section 4.3. Pink filled star marks correspond to filament eruptions / surges on the Sun
taken from Namekata et al. (2022c), while gray crosses are CME events on the Sun taken from Yashiro & Gopalswamy (2009)
(see also Drake et al. 2013). We acknowledge that the data of Yashiro & Gopalswamy (2009) were provided thorough private
communication with Dr. Seiji Yashiro. The cyan dashed line represents the relation: Mcmge o Eééfe shown by Takahashi et al.
(2016), which is fitted to the solar CME data points in this figure. (b) Velocity of prominence eruptions/CMEs as a function of
flare bolometric energy. Pink filled star marks represent the filament eruptions on the Sun from Seki et al. (2019), and the other
symbols are the same as in (a). The scaling law denoted by the cyan dashed line (Vome Eé;fe) taken from Takahashi et al.
(2016) was plotted to show the the upper limit of CME speeds as a function of flare magnitude (cf. Equation (9) of Takahashi
et al. 2016). (c) Kinetic energy of prominence eruptions/CMEs as a function of flare bolometric energy. Symbols are plotted in
the same way as in (a). The scaling relation denoted by the cyan dashed line (Eyin o< E5:0%) is obtained from Namekata et al.

(2022c), which is also fitted to the solar CME data points in this figure.
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In the first method, we convert the flare energies in the u- and U-bands into bolometric energies assuming the
energy partitions of Osten & Wolk (2015), since most of the flares in this study were observed in either u- or U-bands
and the flare amplitude signal-to-noise ratios in u- or U-bands are generally better than those in g- or V-bands in
this study (see light curve figures in Section 3). The fraction of U-band flare energy to the the bolometric energy is
Ey flare/ Evol flare ~ 0.11 (Table 2 of Osten & Wolk 2015). Then, assuming the luminosity ratio of U- and u-bands
in Table 3, the fraction of u-band to the the bolometric energy is Ey fare/Ebol fiare ~ 0.09.  The resultant energy

values from this first method are listed as E&)Lﬂam in Table 6. E&)Lﬂam values of Flares Y23 & E2 were estimated to

be E}(Dl) =1.8x10%% and 1.2x10%% erg, respectively, from the observed E, fiare values, and that of Flare Y18 was to

ol,flare ™

be E‘t(i))l ﬂam:4.2><1032 erg from the observed Epy fare value. As for Flares Y3 and Y6, the upper limit of bolometric
energies could be estimated to be Eé?l Aare < 6.2 X 1032 and < 8.0 x 1032 erg from the observed upper limit of E. fare

value. As for Flare A3, only the lower limit of bolometric energy was estimated to be E&)Lﬂare > 3.0 x 1032 erg from
the observed lower limit of £, fare, since the flare already started when the observation started. Flare E1 did not have
simultaneous photometric data.

In the second method, we convert the GOES-band X-ray (1.5-12.4 keV = 1-8 A range: Exray fiare(GOES-band))
into bolometric energies (Eho1 aare) assuming the energy partitions of Osten & Wolk (2015) (Exray fiare(GOES-band)=
0.06 Eol flare in Table 2 therein). As for Flare Y3, the GOES-band X-ray energy estimated from NICER X-ray spectra
in Section 3.2 are used here (Exray fiare(GOES-band)= 4.7 x 103! erg). As for the other flares without NICER X-
ray data in this study, the GOES-band X-ray energy was converted from the Ho flare energy (Emnq,fare), using the
empirical relationship between Ha and GOES-band soft X-ray flare energies in Figure 2 and Equation (1) of Haisch
2 in Table 6.

ol,flare
Using the bolometric energies estimated with these two methods (E,g?l fAare and El(ai)l ﬂam), the resultant Eyol fare
values are estimated and shown in Table 6 and in Figure 47. As for Flares Y6, Y18, Y23, & E2, the ranges of Eyol flare

values are estimated by simply taking the value differences of E,S))Lﬂare and El()?l,ﬂare- As for Flare Y3, we only used

(1989). The resultant energy values from this first method are listed as El(3

E](j))l flare 10T ol fare value, since the estimated upper limit value of Et(i))l flare 15 smaller than Et(f))l flare- As for Flare

E1, only E)

. . . (1) .
ol flare 1S used for Fiol fare value since there were no photometric data. As for Flare A3, Ebol,Harc is used

for the lower limit of Ehopfare value. The upper limit of Epofiare is set to be 1034 erg, very roughly assuming that
the total flare energy is not larger than one order of magnitude larger than the limit Ek()i)lﬂare > 8.2 x 1032 erg in the
second method from the available Ha observation data. l

In Figure 47, the bolometric energies of solar events (the pink filled star marks and gray crosses) are plotted,
assuming the energy conversion from GOES X-ray band to bolometric energy for solar flares : Eqors = 0.01Ebo fare
(Emslie et al. 2012; Osten & Wolk 2015). As for the data from Namekata et al. (2022c) and Inoue et al. (2023), the
bolometric energy values estimated in these papers are used in Figure 47. As for the event from Maehara et al. (2021)
(listed as “M2021” in Table 5), we estimated to be Eyol flare = 2.6 X 1032 erg from their reported Ha flare energy
(Ena = 4.7 x 10%° erg) on the basis of the above second method using the scaling relation of Haisch (1989) 4. Tt is
noted Maehara et al. (2021) included the TESS data, but this event did not show clear white-light emission and can
be categorized as a non white-light flare. The bolometric energies of the stellar blue-shift events from Moschou et al.
(2019) (including the event “V2016” in Table 5) are plotted in Figure 47, assuming the energy conversion relation
from GOES X-ray band energy to bolometric energy Ecogrs = 0.06 Epofare, Which is the scaling relation for active
stars in Osten & Wolk (2015). Moschou et al. (2019) originally included the events observed from X-ray absorptions,
but only the events detected by blue-shifts of chromospheric lines are plotted in Figure 47 for simple comparison with
blue-shift events reported in this study.

In addition, the mass value of the M-dwarf blue-shift event of Machara et al. (2021) is reestimated to be 2.2 x 1015 —
1.5 x 10*® g (blue filled diamonds in Figure 47(a)&(c)), by assuming the F1® range from the 7 M-dwarf events in this
study (log FH Jerg s7! em™2 sr~!] = 5.9 — 6.4) and using the almost the same estimation method as in this study.
Only the difference of the method with this study is that we assume the F1® range, since Machara et al. (2021) only

14

Maehara et al. (2021) reported Egogps = 8 x 103! erg (see also Figure 10 therein). However, the X-ray band luminosity in the 0.04-2.0
keV band is not a proper GOES bandpass energy (see Equation (5) of Maehara et al. 2021 and Equation (1) of Moschou et al. 2019). The
correct value is Egors = 4.4 x 1030 erg using the Eqops — Ena scaling relation of Haisch (1989). It is then noted that the relative
location in the x-axis between the data of Machara et al. 2021 and those of other events (e.g., the events from Moschou et al. 2019) is a bit
changed in Figure 47 from Figure 10 of Maehara et al. (2021), although overall order-of-magnitude discussions are not affected.
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had Ha data and we cannot determine F{1%, value from the relation of Fl}® and Fgfe (cf. Figure 46). The mass value

of the blue-shift event of the RS CVn-type star from our previous paper Inoue et al. (2023) is also slightly revised from
9.5 x 1017-1.4 x 10%! g to 1.1 x 10'8-2.7 x 102! g. This is because in Inoue et al. (2023), although we used the same
basic equations with this study (cf. Eq. 16), we mistakenly assumed n./ng = n./n(H°) = 0.2 —0.9, which is incorrect.
The correct value is ne/ny = 0.17 — 0.47 (cf. Eq. (21)), and the resultant mass value range is slightly affected (the
lower limit value becomes double). Overall discussions does not change since there were already larger range of values.

As we can see in Figure 47(b), the maximum observed line-of-sight velocities of the 7 blue-shift (blue wing asymmetry)
events reported in this study (vgﬁe’ﬁt) range from 73 to 122 km s~!'. These values are in the same range of solar
filament /prominence eruptions associated with CMEs (10-400 km s~! in Gopalswamy et al. 2003; see also the pink
star marks in Figure 47(b)). These values are also roughly comparable to the M-dwarf blueshift event from Maehara
et al. (2021) (the green open diamond mark) and some of the events from Moschou et al. (2019) (the green filled
square marks). In addition, the velocities of M-dwarf blue wing asymmetries from the other papers (Vida et al. 2019;
Muheki et al. 2020a & 2020b) are also in the similar ranges (e.g., the observed maximum velocities of M-dwarf blue
wing asymmetries are 100-300 km s™! in Vida et al. (2019)).

It has been discussed whether blue wing asymmetries on M-dwarfs cause stellar CMEs (Vida et al. 2016 & 2019;
Moschou et al. 2019; Muheki et al. 2020b; Maehara et al. 2021). The blue wing velocities have been compared with
escape velocities, as one potential interpretation that the observed velocities are relatively slow (e.g., Moschou et al.
2019; Vida et al. 2019; Muheki et al. 2020b). For example, the velocities of blue-shift events (73-122 km s~!) in this
study are smaller than the escape velocities at the stellar surface (~600 km s~! for YZ CMi, EV Lac, and AD Leo).
However, this cannot simply lead to the conclusion that the plasma is not ejected from the star, as the blue-shift events
only provide the lower limit of the velocities and as summarized in the following, based on the relevant discussions and
similar interpretations in previous papers (e.g., Moschou et al. 2019; Vida et al. 2019; Maehara et al. 2021; Namekata
et al. 2022¢). Gopalswamy et al. (2003) showed that the average CME core velocity (~350 km s~!) and average
CME velocity (~610 km s™!) are ~4 and ~8 times larger than that of the associated prominence eruptions (~80 km
s~1). This indicates that prominences with initial slow speeds are accelerated as they are lifted up and they evolve
into CMEs. However, this indicates that if we assume similar acceleration mechanism would work,!® these prominence
eruptions would be accelerated into ~ 300 — 1000 km s~!. This value is generally larger than the escape velocities at
~ 2 = 3Rgtar (~ 300 — 450 km s~ 1), and the prominence eruptions with the velocity of ~100 km s~! could evolve into
CMEs. Moreover, the observed blue-shift velocities are line-of-sight velocities, and the radial velocities of prominence
eruptions can be larger considering the projection angle effect, which suggests that these prominence eruptions could
evolve into CMEs with faster velocities. In addition, it is noted that red wing enhancements were observed during
some flares with blue wing asymmetries (especially late-phase red wing asymmetry during Flare Y6) as summarized
in Section 4.2, which indicates that some of the materials fell back to the stellar surface. This phenomenon is often
observed in the case of solar filament/prominence eruptions even in the case that they evolve into CMEs (Wood et al.
2016; Namekata et al. 2022¢; Otsu et al. 2022).

The erupted masses of the 7 blue-shift events are estimated to be M ~ 105 — 1019 g (Table 6). We note that
some blue-shift events have long durations (e.g., At%l;leasym ~ 2 hours in the case of Flares Y6&A3), and it could
be speculated that these events were observed as superpositions of multiple consecutive flare events (cf. models of
sympathetic eruptions as in To6rok et al. 2011, Lynch & Edmondson 2013, Lynch et al. 2016). This might cause the
underestimate of mass since we only used the data at the peak of the continuous blue wing asymmetry events, and
more detailed studies are necessary in the future. In another point, we assumed the theoretical calculation results
of Heinzel et al. (1994a) for the mass estimation process (e.g., Figure 46), but this is only the calculation for solar
prominences. As described in the earlier part of this subsection, this could significantly affect the reliability of the
results presented here, and it is important to conduct the NLTE model calculations of prominences in the M-dwarf
stellar atmosphere for more accurate mass estimations in the future (cf. Leitzinger et al. 2022). Although there is
a very large range of uncertainty of the mass estimation method, Figure 47(a) shows that these estimated mass of
the 7 blue-shift events are roughly on the relation expected from solar CMEs (the cyan line in Figure 47(a)), and
are roughly on the same relation with other stellar events in the previous studies (Moschou et al. 2019; Maehara
et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022¢). In addition, Vida et al. (2019) reported the masses from M-dwarf blue wing

15 We note that although this assumption on the acceleration can be certainly possible on the basis of the solar observations/models of

prominence eruptions and CMEs (e.g., Otsu et al. 2022), this can be also only speculation, considering that the acceleration is not (or
cannot be) observed within the available observational dataset of Balmer lines in this paper. Future observations of blue-shifts simultaneously
with other CME detection methods may help more understanding (see the brief remark in the later part of this subsection).
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asymmetries are 1015-10'® g, and this range is roughly the same as that of the 7 events in this study. These results
might suggest that these possible prominence eruptions on M-dwarfs could share a common underlying mechanism
with solar filament/prominence eruptions/CMEs (i.e. magnetic energy release) (Aarnio et al. 2012; Drake et al. 2013;
Takahashi et al. 2016; Kotani et al. 2023), although the large uncertainty of the mass estimation method should be
considered.

In contrast, Figure 47(c) shows that kinetic energies of the 7 blue-shift events (Ei, ~ 10% — 1032 erg in Table
6) are roughly two orders of magnitude smaller than the the relation expected from solar CMEs (the cyan line in
Figure 47(c)), as also indicated in the previous studies (Machara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022c).  First, it is
noted that these small kinetic energies can be at least partly affected by the fact that the Doppler velocities measured
from spectra are always the lower limits of real velocities because of projection effects. Moreover, these small kinetic
energies can be also understood through a solar analogy. As described above, the velocities of filament/prominence
eruptions are 4-8 times lower than the corresponding CMEs (e.g., Gopalswamy et al. 2003), and the kinetic energies of
filament/prominence eruptions are typically smaller (the pink filled star marks in Figure 47(c)). Therefore the kinetic
energy for stellar events estimated from the velocity of M-dwarf blue-shift events would be 1-2 orders of magnitude
smaller than the solar CME trend (Maehara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022c).

However, it is still not clear whether the prominence eruptions on M-dwarfs can really cause CMEs. Recent numerical
studies (e.g., Drake et al. 2016; Alvarado-Gémez et al. 2018; Sun et al. 2022) have discussed that CMEs would be
suppressed by the strong overlying magnetic fields. Zeeman Doppler Imaging (ZDI) observations in Morin et al.
(2008) suggested that the mid M-dwarf flare stars investigated in this study (YZ CMi, EV Lac, and AD Leo) have
mainly axisymmetric large-scale poloidal fields. In the case of these three stars, the magnetic energy in dipole mode
accounts for 56-75% of the whole magnetic energy, and such large-scale and strong dipole magnetic fields may cause
the suppression or deceleration of CMEs. In one possibility, the small kinetic energies the 7 blue-shift events shown in
Figure 47(c) could be explained by the deceleration by the overlying magnetic fields (e.g., Alvarado-Gémez et al. 2018;
Moschou et al. 2019). The recent paper Bellotti et al. (2023) reported that AD Leo still showed mainly axisymmetric
large-scale poloidal fields in April — June 2019, when Flare A3 was observed, while the numerical CME modeling
incorporating the ZDI results (cf. Alvarado-Gémez et al. 2018) is beyond the scope of this paper (a future research
topic). There were no reported ZDI magnetic field observations during our campaign for the other 6 blue-shift events
(on YZ CMi and EV Lac), and we do not know how the real magnetic topologies were when we observed these 6 blue-
shift events, since magnetic field topologies can change with time (Morin et al. 2008; Bellotti et al. 2023 ). Then in
the future, it is important to conduct more simultaneous flare campaign and magnetic field observations. In addition,
future observations of blue-shifts simultaneously with other CME detection methods (e.g., UV/X-ray dimmings as
in Veronig et al. 2021; Loyd et al. 2022, radio bursts as in Zic et al. 2020) may help whether and how prominence
eruptions detected as blue-shifts of chromospheric lines could be evolved into CMEs, since different methods could be
sensitive to different phases of the CME evolution (e.g., Figure 1 of Namekata et al. 2022b).

Mass, velocity, and kinetic energy of the possible prominence eruptions of M-dwarfs shown in Figure 47 could
eventually lead to understanding the statistical properties of M-dwarf CMEs with more observational samples in the
future, although it is still not clear whether they can really cause CMEs. This would help us to evaluate the effects
of CMEs on exoplanets orbiting around M-dwarfs (e.g., loss of atmosphere, atmospheric chemistry, radiation dose; cf.
Lammer et al. 2007; Segura et al. 2010; Scheucher et al. 2018; Tilley et al. 2019; Yamashiki et al. 2019; Airapetian
et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2021; Grayver et al. 2022). Furthermore, it has been discussed that stellar mass loss from
filament /prominence eruptions/CMEs could significantly affect the evolution of stellar mass and angular momentum
loss (Osten & Wolk 2015; Cranmer 2017; Odert et al. 2017; Vidotto 2021; Wood et al. 2021), and more observational
samples of prominence eruptions would provide more insights in the case of M-dwarfs.

4.4. Coronal parameters from NICER soft X-ray data and implications for flare emission process

Soft X-ray emission during a stellar flare is caused by the chromospheric evaporation process, which is coronal
plasma filling of coronal magnetic loops (e.g., Giidel et al. 2004; Shibata & Magara 2011). Soft X-ray spectroscopic
and photometric data can help us to investigate the physical parameters of coronal plasma and magnetic loops such
as temperature, loop length, electron density, magnetic field strength (e.g., Shibata & Yokoyama 2002; Osten et al.
2006; Raassen et al. 2007; Pillitteri et al. 2022).

Flare Y3, which showed blue wing asymmetry of Balmer lines, was observed also in NICER soft X-ray data as
described in Section 3.2. The temperature (7') and emission measure (EM= n?V) values of the quiescent (non-flaring)
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and flare components are estimated from the model fitting of X-ray spectra (Figure 12(e) & Figure 13), and the
resultant values are listed in Table 7. Here n is the electron density and V' is the volume. Shibata & Yokoyama (1999,
2002) discussed the scaling laws of T and EM for solar/stellar flares on the basis of the magnetic reconnection model,
which considers the energy balance between conduction cooling and reconnection heating (cf. Shibata & Magara 2011
for review). The scaling laws derived by Shibata & Yokoyama (2002) show that the flare magnetic field strength (B)
and characteristic length of the flare loop (L) can be expressed in terms of the the flare emission measure (EM= n2V),
the pre-flare coronal electron density (ng), and flare temperature (T):

EM ~1/5 /10 /o \17/10
B=50 (joome=)" (o G, (28)
10%cm—3 109cm—2 107K
EM \*°, n —2/5 (T \ P
_ 9 0
L=10 (1048(:m3> (109cm*3) <1O7K) o (29)

Here simple order-of-magnitude estimates are used and the emitting volume is give by V = L3. This simple method
derived by Shibata & Yokoyama (2002) was validated with Sun-as-a-star observations and can estimate the loop length
and magnetic field strength with an accuracy of a factor of 3 (Namekata et al. 2017a). As we have shown in Figure
12, the temperature and emission measure of the flare component at the peak of Flare Y3 are T = 1.1 x 107 K
and EM= 2.2 x 105t ¢cm ™3 (Table 7). The X-ray spectrum of quiescent (preflare) phase was well fitted with the two
temperature components: 7} = 3.1 x 10 K and Ty = 1.1 x 107 K. The hot quiescent plasma temperature (75) is close
to the Y3 flare peak temperature. It is also higher than the hot quiescent plasma temperature reported in the earlier
XMM-Newton observation of YZ CMi (~0.64 keV = 7.4 x 10° K), while the EM is similar to the quiescent emission
during the XMM-Newton observation (Raassen et al. 2007). This result may suggest that the preflare phase contains
emission from the decay of a previous flare. Since there were no simultaneous grating X-ray line observations that can
be used for estimating preflare densities in our NICER data, we use the previous measurements of quiescent electron
densities ng of a dMe flare star similar to the target star YZCMi (dM4e flare star). Osten et al. (2006) measured
electron densities of the quiescent atmosphere of the d3.5Me flare star EV Lac using transition region and coronal
lines. Their measurements indicate nearly constant electron densities (n ~ 10tem=2) between T = 1052 and 10%-4K,
while at higher coronal temperatures, there is a sharp increase of 2 orders of magnitude in density (n ~ 10*¥cm=2 at
T = 1059 -1079K) (see Figure 9 therein). Taking into account the measured preflare temperature values (77 = 3.1x10°
K and Ty = 1.1 x 107 K in the above) and the results of Osten et al. (2006), we consider three cases of preflare densities
of ng = 1011, 1012, and 10'3cm ™3 when we estimate magnetic field B and loop length L values from Equations (28) &
(29). With the flare peak temperature and emission measure 7' = 1.1 x 10" K and EM= 2.2 x 10°'cm~2 in the above,
B and L values are estimated to be B ~ 50G and L ~ 1.4 x 10%m = 0.66 Rstny if no = 101 em™3. Rty is the radius
of the target star YZ CMi (Table 1). B ~ 100G and L ~ 5.5 x 10%cm = 0.26 Rgtar if nop = 10*2ecm =3, and B ~ 200G
and L ~ 2.2 x 10%m = 0.10Rga, if no = 103cm~3. They are listed in Table 7.

Table 7. Coronal parameters of Flare Y3 (on YZ CMi) from NICER soft X-ray
data

Coronal temperature (T) & Emission Measure (EM= n?V)

Quiescent (preflare) phase | 71 = 3.1 x 10° K EM; = 1.8 x 10°'cm ™3

T, =11x10" K EM; = 9.4 x 105°cm 3
Flare peak T=11x10"K EM= 2.2 x 10°*cm 3
Coronal magnetic field (B) & loop length (L)
no = 10"em™3 B ~ 50G L ~ 1.4 x10"%m = 0.66Rgtar
no = 10"2em ™3 B ~ 100G L ~ 5.5 % 10%m = 0.26 Rstar
no = 103cm™3 B ~ 200G L ~22x10%m = 0.10Rgar

NOTE—nyg: preflare coronal density. Rstar = 0.30Ro (Table 1).
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These estimated values (B = 50 — 200G and L = 2.2 x 10° — 1.4 x 10'%m= 0.10 — 0.66 Ry.,; Table 7) can be
compared with the estimation results of previous studies. First, our result suggests that flare loop length is at least
larger than L ~ 0.10Rgtar, and this is roughly consistent with the result of Maehara et al. (2021). They estimated that
at least 10-20% of stellar surface of YZ CMi would be covered by starspots on the basis of the rotational modulations
of TESS and ground-based photometric data. Moreover, Machara et al. (2021) also discussed the statistical relation of
flare energy and duration from optical flares observed by TESS, and estimated the B and L values of YZ CMi (Figure
14 therein), by using the method based on the magnetic reconnection model proposed by Namekata et al. (2017b). As
a result, the B and L values estimated from NICER X-ray data (B = 50 — 200G and L = 2.2 x 10 — 1.4 x 10*%m)
in this study are roughly in the range of those from flare duration statistics of TESS data in Machara et al. (2021) *°.
These consistency among different methods can support the validity of the method used in this study. In addition,
the derived loop length is similar to the estimated length of a flare observed from YZ CMi with the EUVE satellite
in 1994 (0.14-0.50 Rgtar, Mullan et al. 2006). This paper also reported a gigantic flare with a loop length of 1.1-1.5
Rgiar from the star.

The B and L values estimated in this study would be helpful for future modeling studies discussing blue wing
asymmetries of M-dwarf flares. These values can be helpful for modeling how the prominences, erupt associated with
flares (cf. Shibata & Magara 2011; Fan 2018) and cause blue wing asymmetries of Balmer lines. For example, the loop
lengths can be closely related with the timescale of flares (Maehara et al. 2015; Reep & Airapetian 2023), and coronal
magnetic field strength can be a factor that determines the CME evolution (e.g., Alvarado-Gémez et al. 2018; Sun
et al. 2022). Moreover, this kind of X-ray observation has been still very limited for blue wing asymmetry events: for
example, a flare on M5.5 dwarf CN Leo in Fuhrmeister et al. 2008 & Liefke et al. 2010, that on M5.5 dwarf Proxima
Centauri reported in Fuhrmeister et al. 2011, and that on K-dwarf AB Dor in Lalitha et al. (2013). It is necessary to
increase the number of X-ray observation of blue asymmetry flares for further statistical discussions.

In this subsection, we assumed preflare coronal electron density of YZ CMi ng = 10'* — 10'3cm 3. This is orders of
magnitude larger than that of the Sun ng e ~ 10 — 10%m™3 (e.g., Shibata & Yokoyama 2002; Allred et al. 2005).

Such higher preflare coronal density is also expected for M-dwarfs from the theoretical point of view because photo-
spheric density of M-dwarfs is higher than that of the Sun (Sakaue & Shibata 2021). In order to predict the preflare
coronal density more consistently, we need to develop multi-coronal loop model extending the method considered by
Takasao et al. (2020). Higher preflare coronal density can be discussed with the propagation of nonthermal electron
beam along the coronal loop, which are important to understand strong white-light emission of M-dwarf flares (e.g.,
Allred et al. 2006; Namekata et al. 2020).

Then we conducted simple calculations to determine the stopping lengths for high energy electrons in M-dwarf
preflare corona of various electron densities. In these calculations, we integrated the analytic formula from Holman

et al. (2011) and Holman (2012):
dE Ace 20 _1

for initial energy Ey (see Figure 48), where [ is the path length, E is the kinetic energy of the electron in keV, niqg
is the ambient electron density in units of 101° cm=2, and A.. is the Coulomb logarithm (e.g., Allred et al. 2015).
Figure 48 shows the contour of stopping lengths for mono-energetic electron beams in constant density fully ionized
slabs. This simple calculation result shown in Figure 48 suggests that significant (or at least some) fraction of the
electron beams can be stopped in high density (e.g., ng = 10''ecm=2) preflare coronal loop, especially for soft power-law
distributions of the electron beams with § = 7. We note that these simple mono-energetic calculations very roughly
appropriate very “soft” power-law distributions of the electron beams with the spectral index 6 2 7, which are often
determined in solar flare hard X-ray observations (e.g., Milligan et al. 2014; Thalmann et al. 2015; Warmuth & Mann
2016; Kowalski et al. 2019). For hard power-law case of § ~ 3 — 5 and/or low-energy cutoff > 10 keV, there would be
enough high energy electrons to penetrate the dense coronae and produce continuum radiation in the chromosphere /
photosphere. This calculation result in Figure 48 can be consistent with the fact that Flare Y3 does not show clear
white-light emission (cf. Table 5), and may suggest absence of strong electron beams (e.g., F13 beam in Kowalski

16

Bicz et al. (2022) derived relatively larger loop length values (L = 10'° — 10''cm) and smaller magnetic field values (B = 15 — 45G) from
the duration statistics of TESS data, although they also used the same scaling relation proposed by Namekata et al. (2017b) as done in
Maechara et al. (2021). This difference can be caused by the definition of flare duration: they defined total duration as flare duration and
applied it into the same scaling relation of Namekata et al. (2017b), but the coefficient of the original scaling relation of Namekata et al.
(2017b) is determined with the e-folding decay time (not flare “total” duration) of solar flares. We note that because of this, the larger

loop length and smaller magnetic field values were estimated in Bicz et al. (2022).
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2016) for this non white-light flare. This might also suggest that thermal conduction heating can largely contribute
to causing chromospheric line emissions and soft X-ray emission during Flare Y3 (e.g., Hori et al. 1997). However,
there could be other explanations of the cause of non white-light flares (cf. Watanabe et al. 2017), and more detailed
calculations (e.g., density stratification along the loop, power law distributions of electron energies) as done in recent
radiative hydrodynamic calculations (e.g., RADYN calculations: Allred et al. 2006; Namekata et al. 2020; Kowalski
et al. 2022) are necessary for detailed quantitative discussions. The brief discussion in this section also suggests detailed
investigations of coronal densities using X-ray high resolution spectra (e.g., Giidel 2004; Osten et al. 2006; Pillitteri
et al. 2022) are important as a next-step study for understanding white-light emission of M-dwarf flares with/without
chromospheric line wing asymmetries.
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Figure 48. Contour of stopping lengths for mono-energetic electron beams with initial kinetic energy Ey in constant density
slabs (fully ionized). Two white lines show the stopping lengths of 10 and 20 Mm.

In addition, we also note that stellar flare energy partitions among different wavelengths (e.g., white-light, X-ray,
Hea) have been discussed in several recent observational studies (Osten & Wolk 2015; Guarcello et al. 2019; Paudel
et al. 2021; Stelzer et al. 2022). In particular, it is interesting to compare optical white-light energy partitions in the
case of stellar flares to big solar flares (Emslie et al. 2012; Cliver et al. 2022). From this point of view, non white-light
flares like this Flare Y3 can be interesting, since they were not incorporated well in the discussions of the above
previous studies. For example, in the case of Flare Y3, X-ray energy is larger than T'ESS-band white-light and Ha
energies (Ex(0.5-2.0 keV)= 2.6 x 103%erg, Erpss < 2.6 x 10*%erg, and Ey, = 1.7 x 103erg).

It could also be interesting to note that the location of the flares (e.g., limb darkening effect) could also affect the
observed energy partitions (Woods et al. 2006). In future studies, it is important to discuss this point statistically
with much larger number of multi-wavelength data of white-light flares and non white-light flares.

4.5. Additional notable properties other than blue asymmetries

In addition to blue wing asymmetries, the 41 flares detected in this study also showed various notable properties.
Clear red wing asymmetries (enhancements of red wing of Ha line) were also observed in at least 11 flares among the
total 41 flares (These flares are marked with “R” in Table 4). Flares Y6, Y17, & E5 in Sections 3.3, A.7, & A.13
are remarkable examples of flares with red wing asymmetries among these 11 flares. One possible cause of the red
wing asymmetries is the process called chromospheric condensations, which is the downward flow of cool plasma in
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the chromosphere (e.g., Ichimoto & Kurokawa 1984; Longcope 2014; Graham & Cauzzi 2015; Kowalski et al. 2017).
Another possible cause is the flare-driven coronal rain or the post-flare loop (e.g., Antolin 2020; Wu et al. 2022;
Wollmann et al. 2023). Flares Y8, E5, and A2 showed Ha and HS symmetric line broadenings with 2 300 — 400 km
s~!, accompanied by large white-light flares (See Appendix A.3, A.13, & A.18). These broadenings can be caused by
high-energy non-thermal electron beams penetrating into the lower atmosphere (e.g., Oks & Gershberg 2016; Namekata
et al. 2020; Kowalski et al. 2022). In particular, Flare E5 (in Appendix A.13) can be the most interesting since this
flare showed both red wing asymmetries and broad symmetric broadenings accompanied by large white-light flares.
These additional notable properties are important topics of stellar flares, and these flares will be discussed in detail in
our future papers.

As described in the above, our flare data also include a large number of light curves of various chromospheric lines
(e.g., Ha, HB, Hy, HJ, Ca K, Ca II 8542, Na I D1&D2, He I D3) whose line formation heights are different (e.g.,
Vernazza et al. 1981; Heinzel 2019). In some (or many) cases, different chromospheric lines evolve differently. For
example, during Flare Y3, which also showed blue wing asymmetries, Ha and Ca II K evolved similarly while other
Balmer lines, Ca II 8542, Na I D1&D2, and He I D3 lines decayed faster (Figure 8). These differences can provide
us clues to investigate temperature and density evolution of the chromosphere during flares (e.g., time decrement of
Balmer lines: e.g., Hawley & Pettersen 1991; Kowalski et al. 2013), and it is important to compare with radiative
hydro-dynamic modeling results as well as solar flare observation results. These points will also be investigated more
in our future papers.

In addition to flares, Figures 2 — 7 show that the Ha & H/f equivalent width values of the quiescent phase (non-flare
phase) exhibit some variabilities among the observation dates. In particular, Figure 3 (a)&(b) show some quasi-periodic
modulations of Ha & HB EW values, and this could be related with the rotational modulations (Toriumi et al. 2020;
Maehara et al. 2021; Namekata et al. 2022d; Schofer et al. 2022), considering the YZ CMi’s rotation period of 2.77 days
(Table 1). This topic is being highlighted in recent studies, including possible relations with flare activities. Maehara
et al. (2021) suggested that the amplitude of rotational modulations of YZ CMi in the Ha line can change depending
on the difference in flare activity (flare frequency) during each observation run. In contrast, Schofer et al. (2022)
showed there were no clear periodic rotational modulations in Ha line of YZ CMi and EV Lac, while the photometric
indexes (e.g., TiO 7050 A index, TESS photometry) of them showed clear periodic modulations. These modulations of
chromospheric lines in the quiescent phase (non-flare phase) will also be discussed more in detail in our future papers
possibly with more dataset.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We conducted the time-resolved simultaneous optical spectroscopic and photometric observations of mid M dwarf
flare stars YZ CMi, EV Lac, and AD Leo. High-dispersion spectroscopic observations were obtained using APO 3.5m
and CTIO/SMARTS 1.5m telescopes, and various chromospheric lines (He, Hj3, Hy, Hé, He, Ca IT H&K, Ca IT 8542,
He I D3, and Na I D1&D2 lines) were investigated. As a result, 41 flares (Flares Y1-Y29 on YZ CMi, Flares E1- E9
on EV Lac, and Flares A1-A3 on AD Leo) were detected (Table 4) during the 31 nights over two years (2019 January
— 2021 February). The energy ranges of the observed 41 flares are 103° — 1032 erg in the Ha line, and 10%° — 1033 erg in
u- & g-band continuum bands (Figure 36). Among the 41 flares, seven flares (Flares Y3, Y6, Y18, Y23, E1, E2, & A3)
showed clear blue wing asymmetries in Ha line. There are various correspondences in flare properties (e.g., durations
of blue wing asymmetries, intensities of white-light emissions, blue wing asymmetries in various chromospheric lines)
as listed in Tables 5 & 6, and the key findings of this study are as follows.

(i) The duration of the Ha blue wing asymmetries range from 20 min to 2.5 hours (Table 5). As a notable example,
Flare Y3 showed short-lived Ha blue wing asymmetries twice (20minx2) during the Ha flare over 4 hours (Figure
10). In contrast, Flares Y23, E1, & A3 showed continuous Ha blue wing asymmetries over almost all the observed
phases of the flares (Figures 26, 30, & 34). As another notable point, the velocities of blue wing asymmetries
showed gradual decays during Flares Y6 & Y23 (Figures 16 & 26). In particular, Flares Y6 showed the gradual
shift from blue wing asymmetry to red wing asymmetry, during the Ha flare over 4.9 hours (Figure 16).

(ii) Among the seven flares with blue wing asymmetries, two flares (Flare Y3 & Y6) are categorized as candidate non
white-light (NWL) flares and three flares (Flares Y18, Y23, & E2) are clearly white-light (WL) flares (Table 5),
while the remaining two flares (Flares E1 & A3) do not have enough data coverage of simultaneous spectroscopic
and photometric data to judge whether they are white-light or non white-light flares. For reference, among all
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the 41 flares, 4 flares are categorized as candidate NWL flares and 31 flares are clear WL flares (Table 5), while
the remaining 6 flares do not have enough data coverage of simultaneous spectroscopic and photometric data.
These results can suggest that blue wing asymmetries of chromospheric lines can be commonly seen both during
white-light and candidate non white-light flares.

(iii) All of the seven flares showed blue wing asymmetries also in the HS line, but there is a large variety in which
other chromospheric lines showed blue wing asymmetries ([B] and [NB] in Table 5). For example, two flares
(Flares Y6 & E2) showed blue wing asymmetries only in lower-order Balmer lines (up to HS and Hxy lines,
respectively). In contrast, the other two flares (Flares Y23 & A3) showed blue wing asymmetries in almost
all the chromospheric lines (except for Ca II 8542 and Na I D1&D2, respectively). The velocities of blue wing
enhancements are different among different lines, and lower-order Balmer lines especially the Ha line tend to
show larger velocities of blue wing asymmetries, while higher-order Balmer lines, Ca II lines, Na I D1&D2, and
He I D3 lines show smaller velocities (vpiye,max it Table 6). It is speculated that these differences can be caused
by the differences of optical depth and line wing broadening physics, but observation-based modeling studies
incorporating radiative transfer physics (e.g., Leitzinger et al. 2022) and comparison with solar flare data are
necessary for further quantitative discussions.

(iv) The line-of-sight velocities of the blue wing excess components (blue wing asymmetries) are estimated to range
from -73 to -122 km s~} (Utl){ﬁc,ﬁt in Table 6), and these are in the same range of solar prominence/filament
eruptions (Figure 47(b)). These velocity values (73-122 km s~!) represent possible prominence eruptions of
M-dwarfs and they are smaller than the escape velocities at the stellar surface (~600 km s=! for YZ CMi, EV
Lac, and AD Leo). The prominence eruptions could evolve into CMEs, assuming that the similar acceleration
mechanism from prominence eruptions to CMEs on the Sun would work also in these M-dwarf cases (See also
(vii) for the necessity of further investigations).

(v) Assuming the relation from the NLTE slab model calculation of solar prominences (Heinzel et al. 1994a), the
surface flux densities of the upward moving plasma causing blue-shifts are estimated from the luminosity ratio
of blue wing asymmetry components in Ho and Hf lines (cf. Figure 46). Using these values, the erupted mass
of the seven blue-shift (blue wing asymmetry) events are estimated to be M1® ~ 101 —10' g (Table 6). These
estimated mass of the seven blue-shift events are roughly on the relation expected from solar CMEs, and are
roughly on the same relation with other stellar events in the previous studies (Figure 47(a)). This might suggest
that these possible prominence eruptions on M-dwarfs could share a common underlying mechanism with solar
filament/prominence eruptions/CMEs (i.e. magnetic energy release), although the large uncertainty of the mass
estimation method should be considered.

(vi) In contrast, the kinetic energies of the seven blue-shift events (Eyi, ~ 1027 — 1032 erg in Table 6) are roughly two
orders of magnitude smaller than the the relation expected from solar CMEs (Figure 47(c)), as also shown in
previous studies. These small kinetic energies can be understood if we assume the velocity difference/evolution
of prominence eruptions and CMEs.

(vil) The mass, velocity, and kinetic energy of the possible prominence eruptions of M-dwarfs in this study (Figure
47) could eventually lead to understanding the statistical properties of M-dwarf CMEs with more observational
samples in the future. However, it is still not clear whether the prominence eruptions on M-dwarfs can really
cause CMEs (e.g., possible suppression by overlying magnetic field), as discussed in Section 4.3. Further inves-
tigations are also necessary for understanding the observed various properties of blue wing asymmetries. Future
observations of blue-shifts simultaneously with other CME detection methods (e.g., UV /X-ray dimmings as in
Veronig et al. 2021, Loyd et al. 2022; radio bursts as in Zic et al. 2020) are important to investigate whether and
how prominence eruptions detected as blue-shifts of chromospheric lines could be evolved into CMEs.

(viii) One flare (Flare Y3) was also observed with NICER soft X-ray data, which enabled us to estimate the flare
magnetic field and length of the flare loop of a flare with blue wing asymmetry in chromospheric lines. Coronal
temperature (7') & Emission Measure (EM) values are estimated from the model fitting of soft X-ray spectra
(Table 7). Using the simple scaling law of T and EM (Shibata & Yokoyama 2002), the flare magnetic field
strength (B) and characteristic length of the flare loop (L) are estimated to be B = 50 — 200G and L =
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2.2 x 10° — 1.4 x 10*°%cm= 0.10 — 0.66 Ry (Table 7). The B and L values estimated in this study would be
helpful for future modeling studies discussing blue wing asymmetries of M-dwarf flares.

(ix) The preflare coronal density value of ng = 10** — 10'¥em™3 is assumed to interpret the soft X-ray data of this
Flare Y3. A significant (or at least some) fraction of the electron beams can be stopped in such high density
(e.g., ng > 10 em™3) preflare coronal loop (Figure 48), especially for soft power-law distributions of the electron
beams with § 2 7. This could be consistent with the fact that this Flare Y3 did not show clear white-light
emission. It should be also noted that in the case of this Flare Y3, soft X-ray energy dominates white-light and

Ha energies (Ex(0.5-2.0 keV)= 2.6 x 103%erg, Erpss < 1.8 x 103terg, and By, = 1.7 x 103erg).

(x) In addition to blue wing asymmetries, our flare data of this study also showed various notable properties, as
summarized in Section 4.5. For example, clear red wing asymmetries (enhancements of red wing of Ha line) were
also observed in at least 11 flares among the total 41 flares, while three flares showed symmetric line broadenings
with > 300 — 400 km s~! accompanied by large white-light flares. These topics will be discussed in detail in our
future papers.
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BLUE WING ASYMMETRIES IN CHROMOSPHERIC LINES DURING MID M DWARF FLARES 7

A. FLARE LIGHT CURVES AND Ha & HS SPECTRA OF THE OBSERVATION DATES WHEN BLUE WING
ASYMMETRIES WERE NOT DETECTED

In this appendix, we describe the detailed flare light curve and flare Ha & Hf spectra from the observation dates
when blue wing asymmetries were not detected (cf. Section 3.1 & Table 4). Additional notable properties seen in
these flares other than blue wing asymmetries are briefly summarized in Section 4.5 and will be discussed in detail in
future papers.

A.1l. Flare Y1 observed on 2019 January 26

Ha & Hp3 Equivalent Width of YZCMi (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2019-Jan-26) ARCSAT photometric data of YZCMi (UT2019-Jan-26)
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Figure 49. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2019 January 26 showing Flares Y1, which are plotted similarly with Figures 8(a)—(d).
The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1],[2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 50 & 51.

On 2019 January 26, a flare (Flare Y1) was detected in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure 49 (a). During this
Flare Y1, the Ha & Hpf equivalent widths increased up to 10.1A and 15.5A, respectively, and the flare duration in Ha
(At} is 1.5 hours (Table 4). In addition to the enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness
observed by ARCSAT g-band and TESS increased by ~100% and ~3%, respectively (Figures 49 (b) & (c)). We note
that there were no ARCSAT wu-band data during Flare Y1 since we only took g-band data for most of the time because
of unstable weather on that date. Flare Y1 was not identified in NICER X-ray data since the flare occurred during
the observation gap caused by the orbital period of ISS (Figure 49 (d)). We estimated Ly, Lrrss, Ey, ETrss, Lta;
Lyg, Fua, and Eyg values, and they are listed in Table 4 (see Section 2.5 for the estimation method).

Figures 50 & 51 show the Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare Y1. We could not see any significant line wing
asymmetries during this flare. We can see clear line-wing broadening of the Ha & HJ line profiles (Ha: +£150 km s71,
HfB: +200-250 km s™1), which is especially seen around the flare peak time (see the time [1] in Figures 49, 50, & 51).

We note that as for the Ha and Hf lines, the larger enhancements in the line wings contributed to a bigger total
equivalent widths at [1] than [2], while the peak intensities at the line centers are smaller at [1] than at [2] (Figures 49
& 50).

A.2. Flares Y/ & Y5 observed on 2019 January 28

On 2019 January 28, two flares (Flares Y4 & Y5) were detected in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 52 (a). During
Flare Y4, the Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 12.1A and 19.1A, respectively, and Atgaofe is 1.0 hour (Table
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YZCMi UT190126 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT190126 [H53 4862] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
8116) o —— [1] (Time 5.52h, Flare Y1) () . —— (1] (Time 5.52h, Flare Y1)
> ---- [2] (Time 5.82h, Flare Y1) JSH AR ===- [2] (Time 5.82h, Flare Y1)
g 6 -~ Quiescent (Time 3.55 - 3.92h) g -+ Quiescent (Time 3.55 - 3.92h)
2. A A HO o e
H 5
22 2
- e Ao e |
et TS T et (NN s
6556 6558 6560 6562 6564 6566 6568 6570 1856 4858 1860 1862 1864 1866 1868
125 Wavelength [A] . . . Wavelength [A] . .
ol ® [ T N beo b b hao | — [1] - Quiescent (d) Aa — [1] - Quiescent
km/ km/s km/s km/s A\ /s m/s /s m/s === [2] - Quiescent 3 [ e o B, 50 Lo l%0  hoo ---- [2] - Quiescent
075 km/si  kmjsl kmjsi kms kmfs  dmjs  kmjs  kmjs
e j/\,\,’/\ ., ‘ I‘
£ 050 £ CAR AN
£ 3 £ 3
3 025 AL NN 5, D
Afons? L TR I . " AN N [\/\'\W\/\/'\/\// A
v IO VAT WA\ VAN A N A e W, AN NAL,
-0.25 SRV AV S 7 “ A A
6356 6558 6360 6562 6361 6366 6368 6570 1856 1858 1860 1862 1561 1866 1868
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 50. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare Y1 (at the time [1] and [2]) on 2019 January 26 from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 51. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares Y1 on 2019 January 26, which are shown similarly
with Figure 10. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] and [2], which are shown in Figure 49 (light curves) and
Figure 50 (line profiles).

4). In addition to the enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed by ARCSAT w-
& g-bands and TESS increased by ~70%, ~4-5%, and ~0.5%, respectively, during Flare Y4 (Figures 52 (b) & (c)).
During Flare Y5, the Ha & HJ3 equivalent widths increased up to 9.9A and 14.9A, respectively, and Atfiare i5 1.3 hours
(Table 4). The continuum brightness increase observed by ARCSAT wu- & g-bands and TESS during Flare Y5 are not
clear compared with Flare Y4 (30,=15%, 30,=2.3%, and 307rs5s=0.29%) , although there might exist small increase
around the time 7.8h — 8.0h (Figures 52 (b) & (c)). Both the peaks of Flares Y4 & Y5 in Ha & Hf lines were in the
gaps of the NICER X-ray observation, and we cannot identify the X-ray emission from these flares in NICER X-ray
data (Figure 52 (d)). Ly, LTrss, Eq, ETEss; Lua, Lug, Eta, and Eug values are estimated and listed in Table 4.
The Ha & HS line profiles during Flares Y4 and Y5 are shown in Figures 53 & 54. At around the peak time of
Flare Y4, we can see line-wing broadening (from —150-200 km s~! to +200-250 km s~1) and the red wing was slightly
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Figure 52. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2019 January 28 showing Flares Y4 & Y5, which are plotted similarly with Figures
8(a)—(d). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1],[2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 53 &
54.
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Figure 53. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y4 & Y5 (at the time [1] and [2]) on 2019 January 28
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

enhanced compared with the blue wing (red wing asymmetry) (the time [1] in Figures 52, 53, & 54). This slight red
wing asymmetry is seen in both Ha and HS lines.

A.3. Flares Y7 & Y8 observed on 2020 January 1/

On 2020 January 14, two flares (Flares Y7 & Y8) were detected in Ha & Hf3 lines as shown in Figures 55 (a) &
(¢). During Flare Y7, the Ha & HJ equivalent widths increased up to 10.0A and 14.7A, respectively, and the flare
duration in Ha A2 is 2.9 hours (Table 4). In addition to the enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum
brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~40% and ~4%, respectively, associated with the Ha
and Hf emissions of Flare Y7 (Figures 55 (b) & (d)). As for Flare Y8, the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased
up to 18.0A and 37.8A, respectively, but only the initial 0.4 hour of the flare were observed (Figures 55 (a) & (c)).
In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- &
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Figure 54. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flares Y4 & Y5 on 2019 January 28, which are shown
similarly with Figure 10. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] and [2], which are shown in Figure 52 (light
curves) and Figure 53 (line profiles).

g-bands increased by ~4000% and ~400%, respectively (Figures 55 (b) & (d)) during the observed intial phase of the
flare. Ly, Lg, By, Eg, Lo, Lug, Ena, and Eng values are estimated and listed in Table 4. We note that the flare
energy values of Flare Y8 listed here is only the lower limit and is expected to be much smaller than the real total
energy values, since only the initial 0.4 hour data of the flare were observed.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y7 and Y8 are shown in Figures 56 & 57. During Flare Y7, the blue wing
of Ha line could be slightly enhanced (up to -200km s~!) only at around the time [1], while the red wing could be
slightly enhanced (up to +250-300 km s~!) at around the time [2] (Figures 56(b), & 57(a)). Since, the blue wing
enhancement was so small, we cannot judge that this flare shows clear blue wing asymmetry. In the later phase of
Flare Y7 (around time [3] and [4]), the wing enhancements of the Ha line profile was weaker while the line center
enhancement continued over two hours (Figures 56(f), & 57(a)). Similar time evolution were seen also in the HJ line,
but the line wing asymmetries at around the time [1] and [2] were unclear compared with those of Ha line (Figures
56(d), & 57(b)). As for Flare Y8, only the initial phase of the flare was observed but probably the flare peak in
Ha & Hf lines was observed. Both Ha & Hf line profiles show remarkable and symmetric line wing enhancements
(£250-300 km s~ for Ha line and +300-350 km s~1 for HQ line) (Figures 56(3),(1) & 57). There was the continuum
intensity enhancement during the flare, but the peak of the continuum intensity could be a few minutes earlier than
the peak of Ha & Hp line equivalent widths (Figures 55 (a) & (b)). We also note that as for the Ha and Hf lines, the
larger enhancements in the line wings contributed to a bigger total equivalent widths at [5] than [6], while the peak
intensities at the line centers are smaller at [5] than at [6] (Figures 55 & 56).
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Figures 14 (a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in
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YZCMi UT200114 [Ha 6563] from APO3.5m spectroscopic data
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APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y7&Y8 on 2020 January 14 (at the time [1]-[6]) from
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Figure 57. (a) & (b) Time evolution of the Ha & Hf3 line profiles covering Flares Y7 & Y8 on 2020 January 14, which are
plotted similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figures 55(a)
& (c) (light curves) and Figure 56 (line profiles). (¢) & (d) Same as panels (a) & (b), but the ranges of the color map contours
are different.

A4, Flares Y9, Y10, € Y11 observed on 2020 January 16

On 2020 January 16, three flares (Flares Y9, Y10, & Y11) were detected in Ha & Hf3 lines as shown in Figure 58 (a).
Flare Y9 already started when the observation started. The Ho & HJ equivalent widths decreased from 11.9A and
21.3A, respectively, and the flare duration in Ha Atgaofe is >1.7 hours (Table 4). In addition to the enhancements
in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with LCO U- & V-bands increased at least by ~250%
and ~45%, respectively, associated with Flare Y9 before the Ha & Hp observation started (Figure 58 (b)). We note
the continuum brightness increase already started even before the LCO observation started, and the amplitude values
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described here (~250% and ~45%) can be only lower limit values. Flare Y10 occurred soon after Flare Y9. The He
& Hp equivalent widths increased up to 11.3A and 20.5A, respectively, and Atg‘ge is 1.2 hours (Table 4). In addition
to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with LCO U-band increased at
least by ~100% during Flare Y10 (Figure 58 (b)). Since LCO photometric data have some gaps during the flare, it is
difficult to measure the brightness increase amplitude in V-band data, and the amplitude value in U-band described
here can be also only the lower limit value. As for Flare Y11, the Ha & HJ equivalent widths increased up to 11.9A and
20.8A, respectively, and the flare duration in Ho At%‘ge is 2.0 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in
Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with LCO U- & V-bands increased at least by ~200-250%
and ~30-35%, respectively, during Flare Y11 (Figure 58).

Ha & Hpf Equivalent Width of YZCMi
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Figure 58. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 January 16 showing Flares Y9, Y10, & Y11, which are plotted similarly with

Figures 19 (a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in
Figures 59 & 60.

Ly, Ly, Ey, Ev, Lua, Lug, Exa, and Eug values are estimated and listed in Table 4. We note that the Ly, Ly,
Ey, and Ey values of the three flares (Flares Y9, Y10, & Y11) described here can be only the lower limit values, since
Flare Y9 already started before the observation started, and LCO photometric observations have some gaps during all
the three flares (We do not calculate Ly and Ey values because of the large gaps during Flare Y10 in V-band). It is
noted that the main peaks of white-light emissions corresponding to the Ha and HfB emissions are covered in U-band
observations without any effects from the gaps. In addition, Ly, Lug, Eua, and Eng values of Flare Y9 are only the
lower limit values, since the flare already started when the observation started, and it can be possible the flare peak
time in Ha & HP lines was before the observation started.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y9, Y10, and Y11 are shown in Figures 59 & 60. During Flare Y9, there
are no clear line wing asymmetries in Ha & Hp lines, while there are slight blue part enhancements at -20 — -25 km
s~1) from the line center of Ha & Hp lines (the time [1]&[2] in Figures 59 & 60). Around the peak time of Flare Y10
and Flare Y11 (the time [3]-[6] in Figures 59 & 60), we can see the red wing enhancements up to ~ +200 km s~! in
Ha line and those up to +150 — +200 km s~! in Hf line. The red wing asymmetry in Ha line can be seen during
most of the decay phase in the case of Flare Y11. The peak time of red wing asymmetries roughly correspond to the
flare peak time in continuum brightness, comparing Figures 58 and 60.
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YZCMi UT200116 [H53 4862] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y9, Y10, & Y11 on 2020 January 16 (at the time
[1]-[6]) from SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 60. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flares Y9, Y10, & Y11 on 2020 January 16, which are
plotted similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figure 58
(light curves) and Figure 59 (line profiles).

A.5. Flares Y12 & Y13 observed on 2020 January 18

On 2020 January 18, two flares (Flares Y12 & Y13) were detected in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figures 61 (a) &
(c). As for Flare Y12, the Ha & Hf3 equivalent widths increased up to 11.3A and 18.1A, respectively, and Atllare is 5.7
hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with
ARCSAT u- & g-band and LCO U- & V-band increased at least by ~ 220 — 230%, ~17%, ~ 210 — 220%, and ~ 10 —
11%, respectively, during Flare Y12 (Figures 61 (b) & (d)). Since LCO photometric data have some observation gaps
during the flare, the amplitude value in U- & V-band described here can be only the lower limit values. As for Flare
Y13, the Ho & HJ equivalent widths increased up to 9.6A and 13.2A, respectively, and At%};" is 2.3 hours (Table 4).
In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- &
g-band and LCO V-band increased at least by ~120%, ~17%, and ~7-8%, respectively, during Flare Y13 (Figures
61 (b) & (d)). There are no LCO U-band observation over the most phases of Flare Y13. We also note that since
ARCSAT photometric observation ended before Flare Y13 in Ha & HJ lines ended, some additional brightness changes
in u- & g-band might exist.

Ly, Ly, Ly, Ly, Ey, By, E4, Ev, Lua, Lug, Eaq, and Engg values are estimated and listed in Table 4. We note
that the Ly, Ly, Ey, and Ey values can be only the lower limit values since the LCO observation has gaps during
Flare Y12. We note that since ARCSAT photometric observation ended before Flare Y13 (in Balmer lines) ended, the
Ly, Ly, Ey, and E,; values can be only the lower limit values.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y12 and Y13 are shown in Figures 62 & 63. During Flare Y12, the red
wing of Ha & HB lines could be slightly enhanced (up to ~ +100km s~1) for ~2 hours (time [1]-[4] in Figures 62 &
63). During Flare Y13, the line profiles of Ho & Hf lines did not show clear wing asymmetries.
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Figure 61. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 January 18 showing Flares Y12 & Y13, which are plotted similarly with Figures
14 (a)&(b). In panel (a), Red circles and blue asterisks correspond to Ha & HB EWs from APO 3.5m data, respectively, while
red asterisks and blue circles correspond to Ha & HS EWs from SMARTS 1.5m data, respectively. The ARCSAT u- & g-band
photometric data are plotted in (b) , while LCO U- & V-band photometric data are plotted in (c¢) . The grey dashed lines with
numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 62 & 63.



88 NOTSU ET AL.

YZCMi UT200118 [Ha 6563] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data YZCMi UT200118 [H53 4862] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 62. (a)-(d) Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines at the time [1] and [2] during Flare Y12 on 2020 January
18 from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. (e)-(h) Same as (a)-(d), but those at the
time [3] and [4] during Flares Y12 from APO3.5m spectroscopic data. (i)—(1) Same as (a)—(d), but those at the time [5] and [6]
during Flares Y13.
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Figure 63. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares Y12 & Y13 on 2020 January 18, which are plotted
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figure 61 (light curves)
and Figure 62 (line profiles).

A.6. Flares Y14 & Y15 observed on 2020 January 19

On 2020 January 19, two flares (Flares Y14 & Y15) were detected in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 64 (a).
There could be another flare at around the time 5.0h — 6.5h (Figure 64 (a)) considering the brightness increases in
continuum bands (Figures 64 (b)&(c)), but the spectroscopic data have observation gap at around the time 5.0h —
6.5h because of the relatively bad S/N ratio of the data. As for Flare Y14, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased
up to 10.8A and 17.0A, respectively, and At?{ge is 1.2 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer
emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT w- & g-band and LCO U- & V-band increased at
least by ~40%, ~4%, ~40%, and ~2-3%, respectively, during Flare Y14 (Figures 64 (b) & (c)). As for Flare Y15,
the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased up to 10.9A and 19.4A, respectively. Only the initial phase (~0.3 hours)
of Flare Y15 was observed. In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness
observed with ARCSAT u- & g-band increased by ~925%, and ~147%, respectively, during Flare Y15 (Figures 64 (b)
& (d)). The LCO observation ended before Flare Y15.

Ly, Ly, Ly, Ly, Ey, Ey, By, Ev, Lua, Lug, Pua, and Eyug values are estimated and listed in Table 4. We
note that since Flare Y15 was partially observed (only the intital ~0.3 hours) in Balmer lines (Figure 64 (a)), the
peak luminosity and energy values of Flare Y15 listed here could be only the lower limit values. The Ha & HpS
line profiles during Flares Y14 and Y15 are shown in Figures 65 & 66. During both flares, there were no clear line
wing asymmetries. The Ha line wings at around the peak time of Flares Y14 and Y15 showed almost symmetric line
broadenings with £100-150 km s~! and 4150-200 km s~!, respectively.
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Figure 65. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y14&Y15 on 2020 January 19 (at the time [1]-[4]) from
SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. The HS data at the time [4] were not plotted in
(g)&(h), because of the bad S/N ratio of the spectroscopic data.
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Figure 66. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares Y14 & Y15 on 2020 January 19, which are plotted
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [4], which are shown in Figure 64 (light curves)
and Figure 65 (line profiles).

A.7. Flares Y16 € Y17 observed on 2020 January 20

On 2020 January 20, two flares (Flares Y16 & Y17) were detected in Hoa & Hg lines as shown in Figures 67 (a)
& (c). Flare Y16 already started when the observation started. As for Flare Y16, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths
increased up to 13.3A and 23.0A, respectively, and At%ﬁ‘;e is >2.5 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements
in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-band increased at least by ~75%,
and ~6% in the later phase (at around Time 4h), respectively, during Flare Y16 (Figure 67 (b)). We note that the
start time of ARCSAT photometric observation is later than that of spectroscopic observations and the continuum
brightness increases with larger amplitude can be missed. We also note that there is a continuum brightness increase
with ~10-15% in LCO V-band just before the spectroscopic observation started (Figure 67 (d)). As for Flare Y17,
the Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 13.5A and 25.5A, respectively, and At%aofe is 6.0 hours (Table 4).
In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- &
g-band and LCO V-band increased by ~75%, ~7%, and ~5%, respectively, during Flare Y17 (Figures 67 (b) & (d)).
We note that there are gaps of the LCO photometric observations also during Y17 and the continuum brightness
increases with larger amplitude might be missed.

Ly, Ly, Ly, Ey, Ey, Ev, Lua, Lug, Enq, and Exg values are estimated and listed in Table 4. The L,,, Ly, Ly,
E., E4, Ey values of Flare Y16 are only the lower limit values, since only the later phase in u- & g-bands and only
the earlier phase in V-band was observed, respectively. (Figure 67). The Lya, Lug, Ena, and Epg values of Flare
Y16 described here are also only the lower limit values, since the initial phase of Flare Y16 was not observed.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y16 and Y17 are shown in Figures 68 & 69. During Flare Y16, the red
wing of Ha line (up to ~ +150 km s~1) was slightly enhanced (time [1], [2] in Figures 68(b)), while around the Ha line
center, the blue part (~ -20 — -30 km s™1) was slightly enhanced (time [1] in Figures 68(b)). This slight enhancement
of red wing of He line continued almost until the end of Flare Y16 (Figure 69 (a)). The Hf line profile change during
Flare Y16 was a bit different from that of Ha line. There were no red wing enhancements in the HS line profile, and
it could be possible there was slight blue wing enhancement (~ -100 km s~!). The Ha line profile during Flare Y17
showed the properties similar to Flare Y16. The red wing of Ha line (up to ~ +200 km s~1) was slightly enhanced
over the early phase of the flare (time [3]-[5] in Figures 68(f), (j), & 69(a)). However, this red wing enhancement was
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Figure 67. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 January 20 showing Flares Y16 & Y17, which are plotted similarly with Figure
61. The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 68 & 69.

not clear in Hp line, and it could be possible there was slight blue wing enhancement (~ -100 km s~!) in the early
phase of the flare (time [3] in Figures 68(h) & 69(b)).
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Figure 68.  (a)—(d) Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines at the time [1] and [2] during Flares Y16 & Y17 on 2020
January 20 from SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. (e)-(h) Same as (a)-(d), but
those at the time [3] and [4] during Flares Y17 from SMARTS 1.5m spectroscopic data. (i)—(1) Same as (a)—(d), but those at
the time [5] and [6] during Flares Y17 from APO 3.5m spectroscopic data.
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A.8. Flare Y20 observed on 2020 January 22
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On 2020 January 22, one flare (Flare Y20) was detected in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure 70 (a). As for Flare
Y20, the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased up to 9.5A and 11.2A, respectively, and Atgage is 2.0 hours (Table
4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with LCO U- &
V-band increased at least by ~ 200 — 210%, and ~5%, respectively, during Flare Y20 (Figure 70 (b)). We note that
the LCO photometric observation has gaps during Flare Y20, and it could be possible that we missed the continuum
brightness increases during the gap time. Ly, Lv, Ey, Ev, Lua, Lug, Euq, and Eug values are estimated and listed
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in Table 4. Since the LCO observation has gaps during Flare Y20 (Figure 70 (b)), the energy values in U- & V-bands

could be only the lower limit values.

YZCMi UT200122 [H3 4862] from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data
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Figure 71. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare Y20 on 2020 January 22 (at the time [1] and [2]) from
SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare Y20 are shown in Figures 71 & 72. During Flare Y20, there were no clear
blue or red wing asymmetries in Ha and Hf lines (time [1],[2] in Figures 71(b) & (d)), and the line profiles showed

roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ 4150 km s™!.
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Figure 72. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare Y20 on 2020 January 22, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figures 70 (light curves) and

71 (line profiles).
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A.9. Flares Y21 & Y22 observed on 2020 January 23

On 2020 January 23, two flares (Flares Y21& Y22) were detected in Ho & Hf lines as shown in Figure 73 (a). As
for Flare Y21, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 9.8A and 15.9A, respectively, and At%ﬁfc is 1.7 hours
(Table 4). The continuum brightness observed with LCO U-band by ~10-20% during Flare Y21 (Figure 73 (b)). The
brightness increase in V-band is not larger than the photometric error in V-band (30, =3.7%). As for Flare Y22, the
Ho & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 10.1A and 16.9A, respectively, and Atlﬁ_laare is 3.2 hours (Table 4). For most
of the time during Flare Y22, there were no LCO photometric observation data (Figure 73 (b)), and so we cannot
know whether there was the increase of the continuum brightness. Ly, Ly, Ey, Ev, Lua, Lug, Fua, and Exg values
are estimated and listed in Table 4. As for Flare Y22, no Ly, Ly, Ey, and Ey values are estimated because of no
LCO photometric observation data.
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Figure 73. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 January 23 showing Flares Y21 & Y22, which are plotted similarly with Figures

19 (a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1],[2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 74 &
75.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y21 & Y22 are shown in Figures 74 & 75. During Flares Y21 & Y22, there
were no clear blue or red wing asymmetries in Ha and Hf lines (time [1],[2] in Figures 74(b) & (d)), and the line
profiles showed roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ +150-200 km s~! at around the peak time of the flares.
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Figure 74. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares Y21 & Y22 on 2020 January 23 (at the time [1] and
[2]) from SMARTS1.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 75. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles overing Flares Y21 & Y22 on 2020 January 23, which are plotted
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figures 73 (light
curves) and 74 (line profiles).

A.10. Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28 observed on 2020 December 7

On 2020 December 7, four flares (Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28) were detected in Ha & HJ lines as shown in Figure 76
(a). Flare Y25 already started when the spectroscopic observation started. The Ha & Hf equivalent widths decreased
from 7.8A and 14.9A, respectively, and At%aare is >0.8 hours (Table 4). The photometric observation captured a bit
earlier phase of the flare since it started ~0.5 hour before the spectroscopic observation started. During Flare Y25,
the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT wu- & g-bands increased by ~80% and ~5-6%, respectively (Figure
76 (b)). As for Flare Y26, the Ha & HJ equivalent widths increased up to 7.6A and 12.4A, respectively, and Atllare jg
1.9 hours (Table 4). The continuum brightness increases with ARCSAT w- & g-bands are not enough larger than the
photometric error (30,=9.2% and 30,=2.3%) and it is judged that there are no clear white-light emissions, although
there are some slight possible increase in u-band at around 9.1-9.2h (Figure 76 (b)). As for Flare Y27, the Ha & Hf
equivalent widths increased up to 7.6A and 11.3A, respectively, and Atgaofc is 0.8 hours (Table 4). In addition to these
enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by
~100% and ~7-8%, respectively, during Flare Y27 (Figure 76 (b)) As for Flare Y28, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths
increased up to 8.7A and 16.6A, respectively, and At%aofe is 1.7 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in
Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~90-100% and
~7-8%, respectively, during Flare Y28 (Figure 76 (b)).

Ly, Ly, Ey, Eg, Luia, Lug, Fua, and Eyg values (including upper limit values) are estimated and listed in Table 4.
Since the initial phase of Flare Y25 was not observed in the spectroscopic observation, the Lyq, Lug, Eta, and Fug
values of Flare Y25 estimated here are only lower limit values.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28 are shown in Figures 77 & 78. During Flare Y25,
there were no clear blue or red wing asymmetries in Ha and Hf lines (time [1] & [2] in Figures 77 & 78), and the
line profiles showed roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ +150-200 km s~! (Ha) and ~ £250-300 km s~ (Hp3)
at around the peak time of the flares (time [1] in Figures 77 & 78). During Flares Y26 & Y27, there were no clear
blue or red wing asymmetries in Ha and HS lines (time [3] & [4] in Figures 77 & 78), and the line profiles showed
roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ £100-150 km s~! at around the peak time of the flares. During Flare Y28,
there were no clear blue wing asymmetries in Ho and Hp lines (time [5] & [6] in Figures 77 & 78), and the line profiles
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Figure 76. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2020 December 7 showing Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28, which are plotted similarly

with Figures 14 (a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[6]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in
Figures 77 & T78.

showed broadenings with ~ 4+150-200 km s~! (Ha) and ~ £200-250 km s~ (Hp3) at around the peak time of the
flares (time [5] in Figures 77 & 78).
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Line profiles of the Ha & H/3 emission lines during Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28 on 2020 December 7 (at the
time [1]-[6]) from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 78. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flares Y25, Y26, Y27, & Y28 on 2020 December 7, which
are plotted similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [6], which are shown in Figure 76
(light curves) and Figure 77 (line profiles).

A.11. Flare Y29 observed on 2021 January 31

On 2021 January 31, one flare (Flare Y29) were detected in Ha & Hf3 lines as shown in Figure 79 (a). During Flare
Y29, the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased up to 8.6A and 11.3A, respectively, and Atllare is 5.3 hours (Table
4). In addition to the enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed by ARCSAT u- &
g-bands and TESS increased by ~140%, ~17-18%, and ~0.5%, respectively, during Flare Y29 (Figures 79 (b) & (c)).
Lu, Lg7 LTESS» Eu, Eg, ETE557 LHou LH,@‘, EHom and EH,B values are estimated and listed in Table 4.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare Y29 are shown in Figures 80 & 81. During Flare Y29, there were no clear
blue or red wing asymmetries in Ha and HQ lines (time [1] - [4] in Figures 80 & 81), and the line profiles showed
roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ 4100-150 km s~! at around the peak time of the emission changes.
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Figure 79. Light curves of YZ CMi on 2021 January 31 showing Flare Y29, which are plotted similarly with Figures 8
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In (c), the red solid line is plotted to identify quiescent level of the TESS data.
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APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 81. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flare Y29 on 2021 January 31, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 10. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1]-[4], which are shown in Figure 79 (light curves) and
Figure 80 (line profiles).

A.12. Flares E3 & EJ observed on 2020 August 26

On 2020 August 26, two flares (Flares E3 & E4) were detected on EV Lac in Ho & Hp lines as shown in Figure 82 (a).
Flare E3 already started before the spectroscopic observation started. As for Flare E3, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths
decreased from 6.1A and 10.4A, respectively, and Atfare is >2.3 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in
Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u-band increased by ~20-25% during Flare
E3 (Figure 82 (b)), while the increase in g-band is not so clear and comparable to the photometric error (304=2.1%).
Tt is noted that the clear brightness increase in u&g-bands at around Time 5h (Figure 82 (b)) could be related with
Flare E3, since the flare already started when the observation started (Figure 82 (a)). As for Flare E4 , the Ha &
Hp equivalent widths increased up to 5.9A and 10.8A, respectively, and Atfiare jg >2.1 hours (Table 4). Flare E4 did
not end before the spectroscopic observation finished. In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the
continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~25-30% and ~3-4%, respectively, during
Flare E4 (Figure 82 (b)). Ly, Lg, Evu, Eg, Lta, Lug, Frua, and Eug values are estimated and listed in Table 4. Since
the flare already started before the spectroscopic observation began, the Ly, Lug, Enq, and Enug values of Flare E3
listed here can be only lower limit values. Since the flare did not end before the spectroscopic observation finished,
the Lyq, Lug, EHa, and Eng values of Flare E4 can be also only lower limit values.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flares E3 and E4 are shown in Figures 83 & 84. During Flares E3, there were
no clear blue or red wing asymmetries in Ho and Hf lines (time [1] in Figures 83 & 84), and the line profiles showed
roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ +150-200 km s~! at around the peak time of the flares (time [1] in Figures
83 & 84). During Flares E4, there were also no clear blue or red wing asymmetries in Hoa and Hf lines (time [2] in
Figures 83 & 84), and the line profiles showed roughly symmetrical broadenings with ~ +150-200 km s~! (Ha) and
~ £200-250 km s~ (HA3) at around the peak time of the flares (time [2] in Figures 83 & 84).
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Figure 82. Light curves of EV Lac on 2020 August 26 showing Flares E3 & E4, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14
(a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]&[2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 83 &
84.
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Figure 83. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flares E3 & E4 on 2020 August 26 (at the time [1] and [2])
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 84. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flares E3 & E4 on 2020 August 26, which are plotted
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 82 (light
curves) and Figure 83 (line profiles).

A.13. Flare E5 observed on 2020 August 27

On 2020 August 27, one flare (Flare E5) were detected on EV Lac in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figures 85 (a) &
(c). As for Flare E5, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased up to 17.4A and 40.6A, respectively, and Atllare i 3.5
hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with
ARCSAT u- & g-bands increased by ~3230% and ~430%, respectively, during Flare E5 (Figures 82 (b)). L., Lg,
By, By, Lua, Lug, Enq, and Eug values are estimated and listed in Table 4.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare E5 are shown in Figures 86 & 87. At around the peak time of Flares E5
(e.g., time [1]&[2] in Figures 86 & 87), the line profiles of Ha and Hf lines show roughly symmetrical broadenings or
possibly slight red wing asymmetries with ~ £600-800 km s~! (Ha) and ~ £600-700 km s~! (Hf3). During the decay
phase of Flare E5 (e.g., time [3]&[4] in Figures 86 & 87), the line profiles of Ha and HS lines show clear red wing
asymmetries for two hours (Figure 87).
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Figure 85. Light curves of EV Lac on 2020 August 27 showing Flare E5, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14 (a)&(b).

(c) & (d) are enlarged panels of (a) & (b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]—[4]) in (¢)&(d) correspond to the time
shown with the same numbers in Figures 86 & 87.
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Figure 86. Line profiles of the Ha & Hp emission lines during Flare E5 on 2020 August 27 (at the time [1]-[4]) from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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EVLac UT200827 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 7.63h — 8.22h)] EVLac UT200827 [H/3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 7.63h — 8.22h)

25 10.0
20 8.0
15 6.0

20

©

Time [hour] from 2020-08-27 00:00:00 (Coordinate: Julian Date)
Time [hour] from 2020-08-27 00:00:00 (Coordinate: Julian Date)

s 8
600 -500 400 -300 -200 -100 [0 1100 200 1+300 {+400 11500 {600 00 600 500 400 -300/ 200 -100, [0 +100 [+200 300 {400 1+500 600 00
km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/ km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s  km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s km/s

6515 6550 6555 6560 6565 6570 6575 6580 14550 1855 4360 4565 4870 4575
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 87. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare E5 on 2020 August 27, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [4], which are shown in Figure 85 (light curves) and
Figure 86 (line profiles).

A.14. Flare E6 observed on 2020 August 29

On 2020 August 29, one flare (Flares E6) was detected on EV Lac in Ha & HgS lines as shown in Figure 88 (a).
Flare E6 already started before the spectroscopic observation started. As for Flare E6, the Ha & HfB equivalent widths
increased up to 5.2A and 7.2A, respectively, and At%fge is >2.7 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in
Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT wu- & g-bands increased by ~20% and ~2%,
respectively, during Flare E6 (Figure 88 (b)). L., Ly, Eu, Eq, Lua, Lug, Eua, and Eng values are estimated and
listed in Table 4. Since the flare already started before the spectroscopic observation began, the luminosity and energy

values of Flare E6 estimated here can be only lower limit values.
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Figure 88. Light curves of EV Lac on 2020 August 29 showing Flare E6, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14 (a)&(b).
The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1] & [2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 89 & 90.

The Ha & HQ line profiles during Flare E6 are shown in Figures 89 & 90. There were no clear blue or red wing
asymmetries during Flare E6.
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Figure 89.  Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare E6 on 2020 August 29 (at the time [1] and [2]) from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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Figure 90. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare E6 on 2020 August 29, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 88 (light curves) and
Figure 89 (line profiles).
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A.15. Flare E7 observed on 2020 September 1

On 2020 September 1, one flare (Flares E7) was detected on EV Lac in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 91 (a).
Flare E7 already started before the spectroscopic observation started. The Ha & Hf equivalent widths increased up
to 8.5A and 11.7A, respectively, and Atfgﬂfe is >2.1 hours (Table 4). There are some gaps of ARCSAT photometric
observation data during Flare E7, and the flare itself had already started when the observation started (Figure 73
(b)). Because of these, we cannot know whether this flare is a white-light flare or not, and we also do not estimate
luminosities and energies in photometric bands for this flare. Lyq, Lug, Era, and Eug values are estimated and listed
in Table 4. Since the flare already started before the spectroscopic observation began, the luminosity and energy values
of Flare E7 estimated here can be only lower limit values.

Ha & H3 Equivalent Width of EVLac (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2020-Sep-01) ARCSAT photometric data of EVLac (UT2020-Sep-01)
@ e EW(Ha) | | ®) + uband |9

) 1

—— EW(HB) [! g-band
10 1.00 0.1
0.0

0.50

[1 [2] =
6 0.00 'JWP MH‘WW
Flare E7 ~ 5 —0.25 Flare E7

»
9 10 11 12 9.0 9.5 10.0 1l 0
Time [hour] from 2020-09-01 00:00:00 (Coordinate: Julian Date) Time [hour] from 2020-09-01 00: 00 00 (Coordlnate Julian Date

o
o

o

-1

Ha Equivalent Width [A]
O e ©
H73 Equivalent Width [A]

Relative flux (u-band)
Relative flux (g-band)

A

r'y

-
o

Figure 91. Light curves of EV Lac on 2020 September 1 showing Flare E7, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14
(a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1] & [2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 92 &
93.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare E7 are shown in Figures 92 & 93. There were no clear red or blue wing
asymmetries in the Ha and Hf lines during Flare E7.
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Figure 92. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare E7 on 2020 September 1 (at the time [1] and [2]) from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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EVLac UT200901 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 10.98h — 11.69h)] EVLac UT200901 [H/3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 10.19h — 10.53h)]
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Figure 93. Time evolution of the Ha & Hpf line profiles covering Flare E7 on 2020 September 1, which are plotted similarly
with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 91 (light curves) and
Figure 92 (line profiles).

A.16. Flares E8 € E9 observed on 2020 September 2

On 2020 September 2, two flares (Flares E8 & E9) were detected on EV Lac in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure
94 (c). As for Flare ES, the Ha & Hp equivalent widths increased up to 4.6A and 6.8A, respectively, and Atllare g
1.4 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed
with ARCSAT wu-band increased by ~45-50% while that with g-band did not show clear increases compared with
photometric error (30,=2.5%) , during Flare E8 (Figure 94 (d)). As for Flare E9, the Ha & Hf equivalent widths
increased up to 4.9A and 7.9A, respectively, and At%"ge is 2.7 hours (Table 4). In addition to these enhancements in
Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT w-band increased by ~25% while that with
g-band did not show clear increases compared with photometric error (304=2.5%) , during Flare E9 (Figure 94 (d)).
Ly, Ly, By, By, Lua, Lug, Fua, and Epg values are estimated and listed in Table 4.

The Ha & HS line profiles during Flares E8 & E9 are shown in Figures 95 & 96. There were no clear red or blue
wing asymmetries in the Ha and Hf lines during Flares E8 & E9. During Flare E9, the Ha and Hf lines show the
relatively symmetric line broadenings with £150 km s~! and +£200 km s~!, respectively (time [2]-[4] in Figures 95 &
96).
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Figure 94. Light curves of EV Lac on 2020 September 2 showing Flares E8 & E9, which are plotted similarly with Figures
14 (a)&(b). (c)&(d) are enlarged panels of (a)&(b). The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1]-[4]) in (a)&(b) correspond to the
time shown with the same numbers in Figures 95 & 96.
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Figure 95.  Line profiles of the Ha & H/3 emission lines during Flares E8 & E9 on 2020 September 2 (at the time [1]-[4])
from APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9. The profiles at the time [1]&[4] are in (a)—(d),
while those at at the time [2]&[3] are in (e)—(h).



BLUE WING ASYMMETRIES IN CHROMOSPHERIC LINES DURING MID M DWARF FLARES 115

<

EVLac UT200902 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 8.80h — 9.26h 12 EVLac UT200902 [H/3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (Time: 8.80h — 9.26h)]

14] 02 4]

0

0

3]
[2] 0.2

B3]
121

0.1

Time [hour] from 2020-09-02 00:00:00 (Coordinate: Julian Date)
Time [hour] from 2020-09-02 00:00:00 (Coordinate: Julian Date)

[ N

e nf? it 00 o s o s e g e 00

ey Py ey

6556 6558 6360 6562 6364 6366 6568 63570 ! 1556 158 1560 1562 1561 1566
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 96. Time evolution of the Ha & Hp line profiles covering Flares E8 & E9 on 2020 September 2, which are plotted
similarly with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] — [4], which are shown in Figure 94 (light curves)
and Figure 95 (line profiles).

A.17. Flare A1 observed on 2019 May 17

On 2019 May 17, one flare (Flares Al) was detected on AD Leo in Ha & Hp lines as shown in Figure 97 (a).
Flare Al already started when the observation started. The Ha & HJ equivalent widths increased up to 4.9A and
5.5A, respectively, and Al is >1.4 hours (Table 4). For most of the time of Flare A1, there was no photometric
observation of ARCSAT, so we do not know whether there were the continuum brightness changes during Flare Al
(Figure 97 (b)). Lwua, Lug, Fua, and Eng values are estimated and listed in Table 4. The flare peak luminosities
and flare energies described here can be lower limit values since Flare Al already started when the spectroscopic

observation started.
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Figure 97. Light curves of AD Leo on 2019 May 17 showing Flare A1, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14 (a)&(b).
The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1] & [2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 98 & 99.

The Ha & HQ line profiles during Flare Al is shown in Figures 98 & 99. During Flare Al, the Ha and HfS lines
showed the line broadenings with +200 km s~! and 4150 km s~!, respectively. At around time [1], the blue wing
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of Ha line could be very slightly enhanced, but it is not so clear and we do not judge this flare showed blue wing
asymmetry (Figure 98 (b)).
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Figure 98. Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare A1l on 2019 May 17 (at the time [1] and [2]) from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.

ADLeo UT190517 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (4.48h = 5.07h)] ADLeo UT190517 [H3 4862 : Difference from quiescent spectra (4.48h - 5.07h)]
6 (@) 03 6 (b)
07
02 06
0.2 05
3 i | H e 04
3 02 =]
55 &5
= = 03
E g I
£ 01 £
g g
S I S 02
s i ) 8
g g
g g
S i S
3 ] o1 3
g | ' g
& &
01
g §
- o
E
= [2l £ 5 4 &)
1 I [
~300! ~200; 0 | ; 1+200 +300 00 —40( =300 =201 -101 ; §+D ; +100 4200 4300 1+400
km/s km/s km/s | ) km/s km/s km)/ km/ km/ km/s | tkm/s | km/s km/s km/s km/s
6556 6358 360 562 6364 6366 6368 G0 151 156 ) 1560 1562 1561 1566 1568
Wavelength [A] Wavelength [A]

Figure 99. Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare A1 on 2019 May 17, which are plotted similarly with
Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 97 (light curves) and Figure
98 (line profiles).

A.18. Flare A2 observed on 2019 May 18

On 2019 May 18, one flare (Flares A2) was detected on AD Leo in Ha & Hf lines as shown in Figure 100 (a).
The Ho & Hp equivalent widths increased up to 5.1A and 7.6A, respectively, and At%ége is 1.0 hour (Table 4). In
addition to these enhancements in Balmer emission lines, the continuum brightness observed with ARCSAT u- &
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g-bands increased by ~50% and ~4-5%, respectively, during Flare A2 (Figure 100 (b)). L., Ly, Ey, Eg, Lua, Lug,

Enea, and Epg values are estimated and listed in Table 4.

Ha & Hp Equivalent Width of AD Leo (APO3.5m spectroscopic data, UT2019-May-18) ARCSAT photometric data of AD Leo (UT2019-May-18)
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Figure 100. Light curves of AD Leo on 2019 May 18 showing Flare A2, which are plotted similarly with Figures 14 (a)&(b).
The grey dashed lines with numbers ([1] & [2]) correspond to the time shown with the same numbers in Figures 101 & 102.

The Ha & Hp line profiles during Flare A2 is shown in Figures 101 & 102. During Flare A2, the Ho and H/ lines
show the line broadenings with -250 — +300 km s~! and -250 — +400 km s~—!, respectively. Especially at around time
[1], the red wing of Ho and Hp lines were lightly enhanced. (Figures 101(b)). This red wing asymmetry was more
clearly seen in H/3 line than in Ha line (Figures 101(d)).
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Figure 101.  Line profiles of the Ha & Hf emission lines during Flare A2 on 2019 May 18 (at the time [1] and [2]) from
APO3.5m spectroscopic data, which are plotted similarly with Figure 9.
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ADLeo UT190518 [Ha 6563 : Difference from quiescent spectra (2.62h - 3.93h)]
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Time evolution of the Ha & Hf line profiles covering Flare A2 on 2019 May 18, which are plotted similarly

with Figure 16. The grey horizontal dashed lines indicate the time [1] & [2], which are shown in Figure 100 (light curves) and

Figure 101 (line profiles).
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