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ABSTRACT

This paper presents three distinct wave trains occurred on 2023 April 21: a broad quasi-periodic fast-
propagating (QFP) wave train and bi-directional narrow QFP wave trains. The broad QFP wave train expands
outward in a circular wavefront, while bi-directional narrow QFP wave trains propagate in the northward and
southward directions, respectively. The concurrent presence of the wave trains offers a remarkable opportunity
to investigate their respective triggering mechanisms. Measurement shows that the speed of the broad QFP wave
train is in the range of 300-1100 km s−1 in different propagating directions. There is a significant difference in
the speed of the bi-directional narrow QFP wave trains: the southward propagation achieves 1400 km s−1, while
the northward propagation only reaches about 550 km s−1 accompanied by a deceleration of about 1-2 km s−2.
Using the wavelet analysis, we find that the periodicity of the propagating wave trains in the southward and
northward directions closely matches the quasi-periodic pulsations (QPPs) exhibited by the flares. Based on
these results, the narrow QFP wave trains were most likely excited by the intermittent energy release in the
accompanying flare. In contrast, the broad QFP wave train had a tight relationship with the erupting filament,
probably attributed to the unwinding motion of the erupting filament, or the leakage of the fast sausage wave
train inside the filament body.

Keywords: Solar coronal waves(1995) — Alfvén waves (23) — Solar corona (1483)

1. INTRODUCTION

In the last quarter century, global extreme ultraviolet
(EUV) waves have been observed in the solar corona
(Thompson et al. 1998). They are spectacular perturbations
in the highly ionized and magnetized coronal plasma and
have a tight relationship with the corona heating (Van Doors-
selaere et al. 2020) corona hole (CH) heating (Ofman 2005)
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and the acceleration and heating of the solar wind (Ofman
& Davila 1998; Ofman 2010). After a decade-long debate,
their physical nature has finally been identified, that is, a fast-
mode magnetosonic wave driven by the lateral expansion of
the accompanying coronal mass ejections (CMEs), from the
modeling (Wu et al. 2001) and the observation (Liu et al.
2018; Zhou et al. 2020). Its true wave features have been ob-
served, such as reflection, transmission, when they interacted
with active regions and CHs (Gopalswamy et al. 2009; Liu
et al. 2010; Olmedo et al. 2012; Li et al. 2012; Shen et al.
2013a; Mancuso et al. 2021). Notably, Ofman & Thomp-
son (2002) and Schmidt & Ofman (2010) first presented the
3D MHD simulation of the interaction of the large-scale
coronal wave with the active region and CH, respectively,
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where the wave undergoes strong reflection and refraction,
in agreement with the observation reported by Wills-Davey
& Thompson (1999) and Gopalswamy et al. (2009). For a
detailed research process on EUV wave, please refer to the
review articles (Wills-Davey & Attrill 2009; Liu & Ofman
2014; Warmuth 2015; Chen 2016; Long et al. 2017; Chen
2022). In the Solar Dynamics Observatory (SDO; Pesnell
et al. 2012) era, its Atmosphere Imaging Assembly (AIA;
Lemen et al. 2012), with high spatial and temporal resolu-
tion imaging capabilities, captured many details of the EUV
waves, such as the narrow and broad quasi-periodic fast-
propagating (QFP) wave trains with multiple wavefronts (see
the review by Liu & Ofman 2014; Shen et al. 2022b).

The narrow QFP wave train was first reported by Liu et al.
(2011) utilizing the AIA imaging data, which were identi-
fied as a fast magnetosonic wave train by Ofman et al. (2011)
using the 3D MHD model. These wave trains have some
significant features different from the classical large-scale
EUV wave that propagates along the solar surface, which is
dominated by the vertical magnetic field line, such as per-
manently confined propagating along the closed- or open-
loops system. In particular, Ofman & Liu (2018) first stud-
ied the counter-propagating narrow QFP wave trains along
the closed trans-equatorial coronal loops system. Their study
showed that these wave trains interacted in the middle of the
loop system, resulting in the excitation of trapped kink-mode
and slow-mode MHD waves. These findings suggest that
the counter-propagating QFP wave trains within closed coro-
nal loops can generate a turbulent cascade capable of carry-
ing substantial energy for heating the corona in low-corona
magnetic structures. Generally, it was found that the narrow
QFP wave trains appear similar periodicities with the quasi-
periodic pulsations (QPP) (Liu et al. 2011; Shen & Liu 2012;
Yuan et al. 2013; Li et al. 2018; Duan et al. 2022; Zhou et al.
2022a) of the accompanying flare emissions commonly seen
from radio to hard X-rays (Nakariakov & Melnikov 2009; Li
et al. 2015; Zhang et al. 2016; Li et al. 2020, 2021; Zhang
2024). This result aligns with previous studies indicating
that flares can produce non-thermal electrons, which are ac-
countable for microwave and X-ray emissions. Additionally,
flares can induce MHD oscillation. The correlation between
QPP in microwave and X-ray emissions and MHD waves
has been extensively examined (see review by Nakariakov
& Melnikov 2009, and references therein). However, other
viewpoints favor that the dispersion causes the narrow QFP
wave trains. The inhomogeneous density and magnetic field
of the loop system act as a waveguide. This special structure
provides a condition for dispersion of a fast magnetoacous-
tic wave with broadband when they propagate confined in
the loop systems (Murawski & Roberts 1993; Pascoe et al.
2017).

The first unambiguous imaging of the broad QFP wave
train was noted by (Liu et al. 2012). This type of QFP wave
train has many characteristics that are similar to the classi-
cal large-scale EUV wave, such as they will display refrac-
tion and transmission when they interact with coronal struc-
tures such as cavities (Liu et al. 2012), filament (Shen et al.
2019) and CH (Zhou et al. 2022c, 2024b). Notably, Zhou
et al. (2022b) first reported and certified the total reflection
of a broad wave train after collision with a south CH, which
enriches the wave feature of the coronal waves. Although
the broad QFP wave train shares many common appearance
features, such as the speeds, intensity, and some true wave
characteristics as mentioned above, it raises a new issue that
its driving mechanism is hard to explain using the CME ex-
pansion mechanism, where only one wavefront due to the
compress of the expansion CME (Mei et al. 2020). Further-
more, Zhou et al. (2021) reported a broad QFP wave train
first propagated inside the CME bubble and then caught up
with the CME front, eventually running in front of the CME
front. Liu et al. (2012) discovered broad QFP wave trains
within a single pulse EUV wave propagating ahead of the
lateral CME front. The dominant 2-minute periodicity of the
wave train matches the X-ray flare pulsation. Therefore, they
considered the flare to have a tight connection with the exci-
tation of the broad QFP wave train, supported by Wang et al.
(2021) and Zhou et al. (2022c). Recently, Hu et al. (2024)
proposed a new excitation mechanism for these wave trains.
Their simulations show that perturbations propagating out-
ward from the internal magnetic rope through its surface gen-
erate wave trains similar to those reported by Liu et al. (2012)
running ahead of the CME’s flanks. On the other hand, Shen
et al. (2019) and Zhou et al. (2024a) argue that the broad QFP
wave train is causally connected to the successive expansion
and unwinding of filament threads, as they share a common
dominant period. These new details imply that the excitation
mechanism of the EUV wave is still an open question.

The detailed parameters of these two QFP wave trains,
such as speeds, periods, and intensity amplitude, can be
found in the recent statistics conducted by Shen et al. (2022b)
that were obtained from the published articles. In the present
work, we investigate the trigger mechanism of multiple wave
trains and the parameters between them. The data from the
Hα Imaging Spectrograph (HIS; Liu et al. 2022) on board
the Chinese Hα Solar Explorer (CHASE; Li et al. 2022), the
Solar Upper Transition Region Imager (SUTRI; Bai et al.
2023) on board the Space Advanced Technology demonstra-
tion satellite (SATech-01), the ground-based New Vacuum
Solar Telescope (NVST; Liu et al. 2014; Xiang et al. 2016;
Yan et al. 2020), SDO/AIA and other instrument are ana-
lyzed, to show the erupting filament as well as the coronal
magnetic environment. The primary analysis results are pre-
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Figure 1. Panels (a)-(c) show the location and the erupting process
of the filament of interest in the HIS/CHASE Hα center (6562.8
Å) images. Panels (e)-(f) and (h)-(i) are the snapshots to show the
filament in SUTRI 465 Å and AIA/SDO 131 Å images. Panel (d)
displays the filament of interest in 9:30 UT observed by the NVST
in Hα waveband. Panel (g) shows the halo CME observed by the
C2/LASCO. The white arrows point to the filament of interest and
the flare ribbon, while the red arrow in panel (g) indicates the inner
fronts and the expulsion direction observed in the low corona. Pan-
els (e)-(f) and (h)-(i) are the enlarged region marked with the white
box in panel (a), while panel (d) is the enlarged region labeled with
a white box in panel (b).

sented in Section 2. The discussion and conclusion are given
in Section 3.

2. OBSERVATIONS AND RESULTS

The filament eruption event of interest occurred on 2023
April 21 and was well observed by the CHASE, SUTRI,
NVST, and SDO. The CHASE, launched on 2021 October
14, is the first solar space mission of the China National
Space Administration (CNSA). The HIS instrument onboard
can provide spectroscopic observations of the Sun by scan-
ning the full solar disk in both Hα (6559.7-6565.9 Å) and Fe
I (6567.8-6570.6 Å) wavebands with a spectral resolution of
0.024 Å per pixel, a spatial resolution of 0.′′52 per pixel and
a temporal resolution of 60 s. The HIS/CHASE data used
here have been calibrated (Qiu et al. 2022). SUTRI image
the upper transition region fo the Sun (Tian 2017), uses the
Ne VII 465 Å which forms at a temperature of about 0.5
MK. Its field of view is 41.′′6 × 41.′′6, with a spatial and tem-
poral resolution of about 8.′′0 and 30 seconds, respectively.
The NVST (Liu et al. 2014), located in the Fuxian Solar Ob-
servatory of the Yunnan Observatories, Chinese Academy of

Sciences (CAS), aims to observe the delicate structures of
the photosphere and the chromosphere. Its Hα line-center
image, acquired at 6562.8 Å with a spatial and temporal res-
olution 0.′′3 and about 12 seconds, respectively, is employed
to demonstrate the filament. The AIA images’ time cadence
and pixel size are 12 seconds and 0.′′6. We mainly utilize the
image observations of 171 Å, 193 Å, and 211 Å EUV pass-
bands to study the wave trains. All the AIA data used here are
calibrated with the standard procedure aia prep.pro avail-
able in the SolarSoftWare package provided by instrument
team.

The large-scale C-shape filament was located on the south-
west part of the solar disk, as shown in Figure 1 (a). Fig-
ure 1 (b) and (c) show two snapshots of the eruption process
in CHASE Hα observation, with the zoom-in region of the
panel (a) highlighting a distinct filament. From the viewpoint
of NVST, one can find that the filament remained quiet sta-
tion (see Figure 1 (d) captured at 09:30 UT) for several hours
before the eruption, until 17:25 UT, its west partial gener-
ally lifted, and eventually erupted entirely at around 18:00
UT (see Figure 1 (c)). The complete eruption process of the
filament was also observed in the EUV passbands, as shown
in the Figure 1 (e)-(f) and (h)-(i) that were taken from the
SUTRI and AIA, respectively. The eruption coincided with a
GOES M1.7 flare, a hale CME with a two-front morphology
(see Figure 1 panel (g)) (Liu et al. 2019; Shen et al. 2022a)
and a series of QFP wave trains. The eruption process will be
discussed in the following paper, using CHASE data, as its
full-disk spectroscopic imaging has the advantage of inves-
tigating the 3D kinematics of solar filament eruptions (Qiu
et al. 2024). Here, we mainly study the exciting mechanism
and the parameters of the QFP wave trains.

From the overview of SDO, one can find that a high-
latitude CH can be found located to the southeast of the
source (see Figure 2 (a)). The outline of the CH is also pro-
jected onto the Figure 2 (b) and (c). To visualize the wave-
front signal, we utilize the running-difference images of AIA
to study its evolution and kinematics. It should be pointed
out that the running-difference images are created by forward
subtracting images with a time interval of 12 seconds. In the
running-difference images, the moving wavefronts are seen
as a bright arc-shaped contour followed by a black one. Un-
like the loops-oscillation-associated and jet-associated wave-
fronts that propagated mainly limited in the front of the jet
(Hou et al. 2023; Zhang et al. 2022) and loops (Shen et al.
2018c; Sun et al. 2022; Liu et al. 2023), the broad QFP wave
with multiple circular-shaped wavefront (see the green ar-
rows in Figure 2 (b) and (c)) concentric with the eruption
kernel propagated outward along the solar surface at about
17:48 UT. About 12 minutes later, at 18:00 UT, a series of
narrow wavefronts appeared, propagated mainly in the south-
west direction (Figure 2 (e) and (f)). At 18:07 UT, another



4 Zhou et al.

series of narrow wavefronts appeared and propagated in the
direction of the northeast (see the green arrows in Figure 2
(g)-(i)). Comparing the snapshots of these wave trains, we
can find that each has distinctive features. In addition, from
the animation of Figure 2, one can see that the broad wave
train signals of 193 Å and 211 Å are much more precise than
those in 171 Å. As discussed by Liu et al. (2012), this pattern
signifies the rapid heating of plasma, elevating temperatures
from 0.8 to 2.0 MK, followed by subsequent cooling, likely
due to the plasma undergoing adiabatic compression and sub-
sequent rarefaction. On the contrary, as the southward prop-
agating narrow wave train observed in the present event, they
are always detected in AIA 171 Å and occasionally in the 193
Å and 211 Å indicating the narrow temperature range. Ac-
cording to the explanation given by Liu et al. (2016), the nar-
row temperature range is possibly due to two reasons: 1. ow-
ing to the low-intensity amplitude of the narrow wave train,
which is reasonable that the temperature of the wave-hosting
plasma is close to the AIA 171 Å channel’s peak-response
temperature. In addition, the low-intensity amplitude of nar-
row wave trains makes it hard for them to cause significant
temperature departures, unlike the broad wave trains, which
can cause large intensity amplitude. 2. The varying sensi-
tivities of the detectors in different AIA channels. The AIA
171 Å channel, in particular, exhibits a significantly higher
photon-response efficiency compared to the other channels,
surpassing them by at least one order of magnitude. As a
result, it displays a heightened sensitivity to even slight in-
tensity variations. However, the northward propagating nar-
row wave train is seen better in 193 Å and 211 Å channels,
whereas it appears fainter in the 171 Å channel. According to
the explanation above, this abnormal phenomenon indicates
that the narrow wave train occasionally has a high-intensity
amplitude, making it more evident in 193 Å and 211 Å.

2.1. Broad QFP wave train

To study the kinematic of the broad wave train, we made
the time-distance stack plots (TDSPs) along 24 sectors S1-
S24, each spanning 15◦ (Figure 2 (a)) and centering on the
eruption center. Although the broad QFP wave train has
been captured by the AIA 211 Å, 193 Å, and 171 Å in dif-
ferent wavebands, they have some other characteristics. So,
we respectively selected the AIA 211 Å, 193 Å, and 171 Å
running-difference images along sectors S1-S8, S9-S16, and
S17-S24 to show the evolution of the wave train in TDSPs,
as shown in Figure 3. As the source is near the south CH,
the wavefront can be traced to propagate about a distance
of 300 Mm with a speed of 300-450 km s−1 and eventu-
ally disappeared in the region of CH in the directions of S1,
S2 and S3, which is different with the appearances, such as
the reflection and transmission, reported in previous works
(Zhou et al. 2022b,c). Due to the affection of the erupting

Å Å Å

Å Å Å

Å Å Å

Figure 2. Panels (a) and (d) are the AIA/SDO 211 Å and 171 Å
direct images to show the initial coronal condition of the eruption
source region. The closed region in panel (a), denoted by “CH”,
represents the southern CH, whose boundary is also projected onto
panels (b) and (c). The sectors, labeled with S1-S24 and centered
on the flare, in panels (a) are used to obtain time-distance stack plots
in Figure 3. Panels (b) and (c) are the snapshots of the broad QFP
wave train at different times using the AIA 193 Å running differ-
ence images. The green arrows marked the wavefronts’ positions
in the quiet-Sun region and inside the CH area. Panels (e)-(f) and
(g)-(i) display the evolution of the southward and northward prop-
agating wave trains, respectively. The green arrows mark the loca-
tion of the wavefronts, while the blue and yellow rectangles show
the field view of the images in Figure 4 and Figure 5, respectively.
The white curves mark the disk limb (the same in Figure 4). The
animation covers 17:20 UT-18:30 UT with a 12 seconds cadence.
The animation duration is 12 seconds. (An animation of this figure
is available.)

filament, the wave signal is hard to discern in the directions
of S5 and S6 (see the arrows in S5 and S6). Interestingly,
a partial wavefront appeared reflection with a speed of 110
km s−1 below the initial speed of 447 km s−1 when it inter-
acted with the left foot of the filament marked with a white
circle in Figure 1 (see Figure 3 (S7)). Immediately afterward,
the wavefront that continues to propagate forward shows an
apparent deceleration and approaches a speed of about 30-
50 km s−1 after its impact with a magnetic structure near the
CH2. Notably, in the direction of S7, the wave exhibits two
wavefronts, while these multiple wavefronts feature is diffi-
cult to distinguish before the deceleration in this direction.

The wave was also reflected with a speed of 100-170
km s−1 in the directions of S12-S13 when it interacted with
a loop system marked with a green arrow in Figure 2 (d).
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When the wave approached a active region on its path in the
direction of S15, it decelerated to 122-164 km s−1 and exhib-
ited two clear wavefronts (see Figure 3 S15). As shown in
Figure 2 (d), multiple active regions were east of the source.
Thus, the speeds (1000-1200 km s−1) in the S19, S20, and
S21 directions were significantly higher than in other direc-
tions. Meanwhile, after interacting with the active region, the
wave also showed a more substantial reflection with an speed
of 800-900 km s−1. As mentioned above, the speeds of re-
flected waves are slower than that of the incident wave, which
is still puzzling. One possibility is that the magnetic and
plasma conditions are modified by the passage of the shock
or CME (Gopalswamy et al. 2004), where the reflected wave
will travel. Notably, the reflected wave with a speed of about
100 km s−1 even well below the sound speed (cs = 150−210
km s−1) in the directions of S7 and S13. Since these re-
flected waves occurred far from the center of the solar disk,
we speculate that the projection effect may have resulted in
the reduced apparent speed of the reflected wave and thus
contributed to this discrepancy. On the other hand, as shown
in Figure 3 S7, the filament threads significantly interfered
with the reflection signal in this direction, leading to more
significant uncertainty. In addition, the reflected wave signals
are relatively weak, which makes it difficult to determine the
real wave signal feature in the time-distance plots.

2.2. Narrow QFP wave trains

Following the broad QFP wave train, a bi-directional nar-
row QPF wave trains propagating southward and northward
were excited consecutively. as shown in Figure 2. Al-
though the signal of these two narrow QFP wave trains has
been identified in Figure 3 obtained from the sectors S1-S24,
the propagating direction was not along the radial direction.
Thus, we re-select the slices to study their kinematics.

As shown in Figure 4 (a1)-(a2), the southward propagat-
ing narrow QFP wave train had an angular width of about
45◦ and bent to the southwest as propagating. We selected
a slice marked with Sa in Figure 4 (a) to trance its evolu-
tion, and the corresponding TDSP is displayed in Figure 4
(b1). From panel (b1), the southward propagating narrow
QFP wave train follows the broad QFP wave train. Mean-
while, the wavefronts did not appear to have significant de-
celeration. Using the linear fitting, we find the mean speed of
the broad and narrow QFP wave trains were about 920 km s−1

and 1417 km s−1, which are similar to that gotten along S22-
S24 in Figure 3. To explore the correlation between the wave
train and the flare, we employ the wavelet analysis method
(Torrence & Compo 1998) to derive the periods of the wave
train and the accompanying flare. For the wave trains, we
first extracted the intensity profile at the distance of 220 Mm,
marked with a red arrow in Figure 4 (b1), from the origin of
coordinates. Then, by utilizing the detrended intensity profile

¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

Figure 3. Time-distance stack plots reconstructed along the
sectors-shaped slices S1-S24 in Figure 2, using the AIA 211 Å (S1-
S8), 193 Å (S9-S16) and 171 Å (S17-S24) running difference im-
ages. The ridges’ slope represents the moving material’s speeds,
and their speeds obtained by linear fitting are listed in each panel
with corresponding colored fonts.

as the input for wavelet analysis, the obtained wavelet spec-
trum is shown in the Figure 4 (b2). From the wavelet spec-
trum in Figure 4, one can find that the broad and southward
narrow wave train periods were 74s and 63s, respectively.
For the flare, we use the soft X-ray flux recorded by GOES
to investigate the fine structure of the flare pulsation (see Fig-
ure 4 (c1)). By using the derivative of the GOES Soft X-ray
flux in the energy band of 1-8 Å as the input, we get its dom-
inant period is about 60s, as shown in the wavelet spectrum
of Figure 4 (c2). The southward wave narrow wave train is
similar to that of the flare. We speculate that the generation
of the southward propagating narrow wave train might have
a close relationship with the pulsed energy release in the ac-
companying flare.

Figure 5 (a1)-(a3) show the enlarged field of view marked
with a yellow box in Figure 2 (g)-(i), where one can find
that the northward propagating narrow wave could be divided
into two wave trains, Train1 and Train2. The wavelength of
Train1 (see the green arrows in Figure 5 (a1) and (a2)) is sig-
nificantly longer than that of Train2 (see the green arrows in
Figure 5 (a3)). We select two sectors, labeled Sb and Sc in
Figure 5 (a1) and (a2), to explore their kinematics, and the
corresponding TDSPs are displayed in Figure 5 (b) and (c).
Comparing the TDSPs in panels (b) and (c), we can identify
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Figure 4. Panels (a1)-(a3), three snapshots, show the evolution of
the southward propagating narrow QFP wave train using the AIA
171 Å running difference images. The gray curves tracing the wave-
fronts are added to visualize the wave evolution (the same in Fig-
ure 5), which is drawn by connecting a sequence of measurement
points. The time-distance stack plot reconstructed along the slice la-
beled with “Sa” in panel (a1) is displayed in panel (b1). The fitting
results of the broad and narrow QFP wavefronts are depicted with
yellow and gray lines, respectively. Panel (b2) shows the wavelet
spectrum of the detrended intensity profiles at the distance of 280
Mm, pointed by a red arrow in panel (b1). Panel (c1) displays
the normalized GOSE 0.5-4.0 Å and 1-8 Å X-ray flux curves. The
wavelet spectrum of the flare QPPs is shown in Panel (c2), using the
GOSE 1-8 Å detrended curves as an input. The results of wavelet
analysis are listed in corresponding panels (b2) and (c2).

Å

Å

Å

Figure 5. Panels (a1)-(a3) show the snapshots of the northward
propagating narrow QFP wave train at three times using the AIA
193 Å running difference images. The green arrows marked the
wavefronts’ positions. Panels (b) and (c) are the time-distance stack
plots obtained along the sectors that marked “Sb” and “Sc” in panels
(a1) and (a2), respectively.

that the signal of the wave train along the Sc is richer than
that along Sb and the wave shows a significant deceleration.
Using the quadratic fitting, we find that the mean speeds and
the deceleration along these two paths were not significantly
different, i.e., they are about 550 km s−1 and 1.5 km s−2.
Meanwhile, we can find that the period of Train2 is smaller
than that of Train2. Similar to the method for analysis of
the periodicity of the southward propagating wave train, by
using the intensity profile at the distance of about 150 Mm
(see the red arrow in Figure 5 (c)) as the input for the wavelet
analysis, we obtain that the dominating period of Train2 is
about 56s. However, we do not get the periodicity of Train1
in the wavelet spectrum due to its signal being too weak to
be detected. According to the duration and the number of the
wavefronts, the period of Train1 is calculated to be about the
70 s, which is also similar to the period of the QPP in the
accompanying flare.

3. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Using the high-resolution spatial and temporal observa-
tions, we have presented a rare observation of a broad and
bi-directional narrow QFP wave trains consecutively excited
during the flare on 21 April 2023. The eruption of the fila-
ment of interest results in GOES M1.7 and halo CME forma-
tion. The first excited broad wave train with a circular-shaped
wavefront propagated outward with speed in the range of
300-1100 km s−1 in different directions. Notably, its speed
was high to about 1000 km s−1 when it was across the active
regions west of the source. The broad wave train appeared to
reflect when interacting with the magnetic structures, mak-
ing the multiple wavefronts more easily distinguished. The
subsequently excited southward and northward narrow QFP
wave trains have a smaller angular width (about 45◦). The
southward narrow QPF wave train propagated with a mean
speed of 1400 km s−1 and did not appear deceleration. On
the contrary, the northward narrow QFP wave train exhibited
stronger deceleration, and its speed (about 550 km s−1) was
slower than that of the northward narrow QFP wave train.
Considering that the southward and northward narrow QFP
wave trains share a common period of about 60s with the
QPPs in the accompanying flare, we speculate that these two
narrow QFP wave trains might have a stronger connection
with the impulsive energy-releasing process in the accompa-
nying flare. While the broad QFP wave train should has a
causally connection with the erupting filament.

Studying the coronal wave is essential for solar physics
since it can provide insights into the perturbation’s physi-
cal nature and its generation mechanism, and also for coro-
nal seismology (Nakariakov & Verwichte 2005). As the
SDO/AIA was launched, new features have been captured,
such as the characteristic circular-shaped multiple wave-
fronts and the narrow QFP wave trains reported here, which
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are differ from the classical large-scale EUV with a single
wavefront. With the discovery of these new features, the ori-
gin of the coronal wave, especially for the large-scale wave,
which has led to decades of debate, appears to be open.

It is now widely recognized that the large-scale single EUV
wave excitation and the CMEs are closely related. In this sce-
nario, the piston (CME) can generate a shock wave ahead of
the CME, which will freely propagate once it decouples from
the CME. This scenario was first confirmed by STEREO ob-
servation reported by Patsourakos & Vourlidas (2009) and
modeled using 3D MHD model by Schmidt & Ofman (2010).
In this excitation mode, the excited wave generally shows
only one wavefront, certified in many observations (Ma et al.
2011; Cheng et al. 2012). Therefore, using this mechanism
to explain the multiple wavefronts of the broad QFP wave
train reported in this work is hard. The second view believes
that the broad QFP wave train is driven by the pressure pulse
caused by the intermittent energy release in the accompany-
ing flare. In this scenario, the broad wave train often exhibits
a dominant period that matches the pulsation of the accom-
panying flare. Meanwhile, the beginning time of the broad
QPF wave train usually lags behind flare QPPs onset time
(Zhou et al. 2022c) due to the excited wave needing time to
evolve to be observed by the observation instruments (Liu
et al. 2012). Wang et al. (2021) reproduced a dome-shaped
broad QFP wave train propagating perpendicular to the mag-
netic field lines at a speed of approximately 550-700 km s−1.
According to the author, this wave train was likely gener-
ated by the energy release associated with flare QPP. In the
present case, the flare QPPs initiation time is later than that
of the broad QFP wave train. Thus, the broad QFP wave
train studied here should probably have little to do with the
flare. Recently, Sun et al. (2022) found that the broad QFP
wave train might be driven by the successive stretching of the
magnetic field lines during the eruption of the filament. In
the observed case, the speed of the wave train is about three
times the inner edge of the wave train, which is in agree-
ment with the predictions in the model proposed by Chen
et al. (2002). Hu et al. (2024) provide a new perspective for
understanding the triggering of the broad QFP wave trains.
They found that the leakage of the internal disturbance in
the magnetic rope acting as a waveguide to form a multi-
wavefront structure is a reasonable mechanism for genera-
tion wave trains. Their simulation result is consistent with
the observation provided by Liu et al. (2012). Interestingly,
in certain exceptional cases, researchers find that the broad
QFP wave trains could be driven by the unwinding of the fil-
ament threads (Shen et al. 2019; Zhou et al. 2024a), which
is the periodic energy release of the magnetic twist stored in
the filament into the outer corona (Shibata & Uchida 1986;
Canfield et al. 1996; Shen et al. 2011; Hong et al. 2013;
Shen et al. 2017; Shen 2021; Chen et al. 2021). We spec-

ulate that the broad QFP wave in this study should have a
close relationship with the erupting filament, driven by the
unwinding motion of the erupting filament or the leakage of
the disturbance from the internal of the magnetic rope. On
the other hand, the pulsed energy release caused by quasi-
periodic magnetic reconnection can also lead to the gener-
ation of QFP waves. In the process of magnetic reconnec-
tion, the magnetic-field energy converts to the kinetic and
thermal energy of the plasma and non-thermal high-energy
particle energies, which is essential to launch pulsed energy
release and, therefore, trigger the QFP wave train. For ex-
ample, reconnection at X-type null points (McLaughlin et al.
2012; Li et al. 2016; Shen et al. 2022a; Wang et al. 2022),
repetitive generation and coalescence of plasmoids (Kliem
et al. 2000), or current sheet fluctuations induced by super-
Alfvénic beams and associated KelvinHelmholtz instability
nonlinear oscillations (Ofman & Sui 2006). Many numeri-
cal simulations based on the magnetic reconnection success-
fully reproduce the broad QFP wave trains with physical pa-
rameters consistent with observation, such as morphology,
speed, period, and intensity amplitude. For instance, Yang
et al. (2015) performed a numerical study base on the in-
terchange reconnection and found that the waves were suc-
cessively launched by the collision between the plasmoids
and the field in the outflow region. Ye et al. (2021) found
that the reconnection outflows can help the turbulence under
the CME to develop and generate wave trains, indicating the
turbulence is an important factor in producing wave trains
around CMEs. These mechanisms should also contribute to
generating wave trains in present events.

The excited mechanism of the narrow QFP wave train is
also an open question. Generally, the most likely relevant
driven mechanisms are the energy release in magnetic recon-
nections process (Liu et al. 2011; Shen & Liu 2012; Yuan
et al. 2013) and the dispersive evolution (Roberts et al. 1983;
Pascoe et al. 2013; Nisticò et al. 2014; Pascoe et al. 2017;
Shen et al. 2018b). Liu et al. (2011) first reported that the as-
sociation between the flare pulsation detected in hard X-ray
by RHESSI and the narrow QFP wave trains periodicities:
The narrow QFP wave trains exhibit a close physical rela-
tionship with the accompanying flares, always sharing simi-
lar periods and having a close temporal and spatial associa-
tion (Shen & Liu 2012; Shen et al. 2013b, 2018a). In some
instances, multiple narrow wave trains with different proper-
ties are excited one after another, and each wave train is ac-
companied by an energy burst (Yuan et al. 2013; Miao et al.
2020; Zhou et al. 2022b), suggesting a strong connection be-
tween the flares and the narrow QFP wave trains. Observa-
tion in this study supports this suggestion since the narrow
QFP wave trains have a similar period to the pulsation pe-
riod of the accompanying flare. Meanwhile, as the energy
releasing of the flare mainly dominates during the Train2 of
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the northward narrow wave trains (see Figure 4 (c2)), result-
ing in the intensity of the Train2 is significantly stronger than
that of the Train1 (see Figure 5) (c)).

Based on the analyses presented above, we can infer that
the generation of bi-directional narrow QFP wave trains is
likely due to the periodic release of energy during a flare.
This bi-directional wave train aligns with the findings of a
study conducted by Takasao & Shibata (2016), which pro-
posed the existence of a magnetic tuning fork phenomenon.
According to their simulation, these wave trains can be spon-
taneously generated by the backflow pushing the arms of the
magnetic tuning fork outward and compressing the magnetic
field of the arms. This mechanism is analogous to the sound
produced by an externally driven tuning fork.

For the broad QFP waves, its propagation direction has a
certain angle with the local background magnetic field lines.
As shown in Figure 4 in the article by Hu et al. (2024), this
angle is close to 90◦. We assume that the coronal waves, a
fast mode waves, that propagate perpendicular to the mainly
radially oriented magnetic fiedl lines, the measured speed can
be written as

v f =

√
v2

A + c2
s (1)

, where vA = B/
√

4πµnmp is the Alfveń speed, and cs ∝
√

T
is the sound speed. In the quiet-Sun corona, the temperature
is on the order of 1-2 MK, giving cs = 150−210 km s−1. The
magnetic field strength could be written as

B =
√

(v2
f − c2

s)(4πµnmp) (2)

, where mp = 1.64 × 10−24 g is the proton mass, µ the mean
molecular weight, and n the total particle number density
(taken as µ = 0.6, n = 1.92ne according to Priest (1982),
followed by Warmuth (2015), with ne as the electron den-
sity). Assuming the measured speed v of the QFP wave
trains equal to the fast-magnetosonic speed v f , and adopt-
ing ne = 2.8 × 108 cm−3 (the average value of Long et al.
(2021)) for the quiet-Sun, the magnetic field strength of the
quite-Sun region is roughly estimated as 4.0±0.23 G with the
v equal to 535 ± 31 km s−1 (a mean value of speeds along the
S4-S18).

For the parallel propagation to the magnetic field, the fast-
magnetosonic speed can be reduced as

v f = vA (3)

. Thus, the magnetic field strength can be estimated as

B = v f
√

4πρ = v f

√
4πµnmp (4)

The magnetic field strength of coronal loops for south-
ward and northward propagating wave trains respectively are

11.7±1.2 G and 4.7±0.23 G, with the ne = 3.5 × 108 cm−3

(taken from Zhou et al. (2022a) ) and assume the measured
speed v equal to fast-magnetosonic speed v f (the speed of the
southward and northward propagating narrow wave trains are
1417±145 km s−1 and 565±28 km s−1, respectively). No-
tably, these computed magnetic field strength values should
have significant uncertainties, which should be smaller than
the actual value because the speeds utilized here are smaller
than the actual speeds since the projection effect.

Similar to the report by Shen et al. (2014a,b), Dai et al.
(2023) reported a Moreton wave confirmed by CHASE,
where the accompanying EUV wave triggered a simultane-
ous horizontal and vertical oscillation of a quiescent filament.
Unfortunately, we carefully checked the data from CHASE
and other devices and found that the Moreton wave did not
accompany the present event. This may be because the fil-
ament was not a highly inclined eruption, resulting in the
excited large-scale broad EUV wave train being unable to
effectively disturb the chromosphere (Zheng et al. 2023). As
the Sun enters the solar cycle 25, it is becoming more and
more active (Chen 2023), and we look forward to discovering
more Moreton waves, possibly Moreton waves with multiple
wavefronts, combining the CHASE and other observation in-
struments.

In summary, the SDO data’s excellent spatial and tempo-
ral resolution provides us with more details of the coronal
waves. The origin of the broad and narrow QFP wave trains is
still subtle. These wave trains are probably not dominated by
a single excitation mechanism but are the result of a combina-
tion of excitation mechanisms discussed above. Thus, more
observation with different wavebands is required to fully un-
derstand their exciting mechanism, evolution, and effect on
the coronal plasma.
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