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Abstract. The energy of the thermal flare plasma and the kinetic endrgyeanon-thermal electrons in 14 hard X-ray peaks
from 9 medium-sized solar flares have been determined frolEE$8H observations. The emissions have been carefully sep-
arated in the spectrum. The turnover or d¢iin the low-energy distribution of electrons has been sulithg simulation and
fitting, yielding a reliable lower limit to the non-thermahergy. It remains the largest contribution to the error mid@ther
effects, such as albedo, non-uniform target ionization, hgetaand cross-sections on the spectrum have been stddied.
errors of the thermal energy are about equally as large. alegue to the estimate of the flare volume, the assumptidreof t
filling factor, and energy losses. Within a flare, the nomtied/thermal ratio increases with accumulation time, as expecte
from loss of thermal energy due to radiative cooling or headtiction. Our analysis suggests that the thermal andhemnagl
energies are of the same magnitude. This surprising resyltha interpreted by arflecient conversion of non-thermal energy
to hot flare plasma.
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1. Introduction limit the precision of the energy determination. Unforttety
the two emissions are usually cospatial and overlap in photo
eé}iergies in the range from about 10 to 25 keV. This is further-

by i Th el ided b tic fiels! more the range of the emission of the non-thermal photons tha
possIbly 1ons. These particies, guided by magnetic Tielesin carry the information on the dominant lowest-energy part of

may be lost in interplanetary space, but also precipitatetive non-thermal energies. The distinction between the two $am
lower corona or upper chromosphere where they loose thgﬂ'rergy requires a high spectral resolution in the critiaabe.

energy by Coulomb collisions with the denser medium. This An accurate derivation of non-thermal energy from the

energy is believed to heat up the ambient plasma to tens of mil : - :
. . o ) spectrum is not trivial. In previous work the observed hard X
lions of degrees, which will rise and fill the coronal loop. An

interesting question is thus the relation between nomiaer ray spectrum was converted into electron energies assuming

and thermal energies. Thefiirence between them may indi_that they impinge onto a thick target. The energies were inte

) . grated starting at some assumed lower limit or at the cr@ssov
cate conversion losses dod other forms of primary energy o .
release between thermal and non-thermal emissions in the observed

How does total kinetic energy of electrons that precipP—hOton spectrum. As the derived electron energy distiilouis

> a power law with large index, the result depends much on the
tated compare to the thermal energy of the plasma? In the pre- : . . .
. . S ower bound of integration. In addition, the photon spectia
RHESSI era and in RHESSI first results papers, this issue h i
been addressed (see e.g. de Jager Bfall 1989; Saint—la'rlmirem uenced by severalkects. The non-thermal bremsstrahlung
. 9 9 UV of a coronal source is reflected by the dense layers below, and
Benz 2002), with the result that the kinetic energy was oft%\us appears to be brighter (Bai & Ramaty 1978; Alexander

reported to be up to an order of magnitude or more than t Brown 2002). Precipitating electrons above a certain gpner

observable therm‘?" energy. Othe_rs (Gan etal. 2001) have mggnetrate into the chromosphere where they lose energylby co
aged to conclude just the opposite.

. .. lisions with neutrals and are mordieient in bremsstrahlun
The hot thermal plasma emits soft X-rays. Theffetiin g

. radiation than in the completely ionized corona (Brown,3,97
the spectrum from the X-rays emitted by the non—thermal—elqgontar et al. 2002). Additionally, the Sun is not a simpled;ol

tron bremsstrahlung at h|gher energies. Soft and hard X'rqﬁick target (Emslie 2003). Finally, the various approxiimas
can thus be used to determine the thermal and non-thermal D-alectron cross-section used in the literature yieltedent

ergies, respectively. In practice, however, many unaeies values in particular at relativistic particle energies.

Send offprint requests to: P. Saint-Hilaire On the other hand, the accurate determination of the ther-
Correspondence to: shilaire@astro.phys.ethz.ch mal energy also poses problems. Thermal energies are best es

In the standard model of solar flares, a major part of the
ergy is first released into energetic, non-thermal elestaomd
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timated from the thermal bremsstrahlung spectrum, yigldin :
the plasma temperature and the emission measure. The voluime
of the thermal plasma must be estimated from the size of the

! em2 kev-1]

source and an assumption on the filling factor. The ambient ' L Lo

plasma cools down by either heat conduction or radiativé-cogc .| w= NPT 5ol wr

. . . . £ _ _ Rel £ 1p0l— — Rel E 1qa|— — Rel

ing (i.e. thermal bremsstrahlung of an optically thin plagm = s Nt

(Porter and Klimchuck 1995; Aschwanden et al. 2001). Thus, - I w 10 ' 0
photon energy [kev] photon energy [keV] photon energy [kev]

thermal energy is lost as it is being measured. A reliablerdet

mination of the errors is therefore as important as the fat#d r

between the two forms of energy. s
In this paper, we determine energy budgets for severaE,o\ %

1.6 1.6

S
S

=)

Ratio Rel/NR

flares observed by the Reuven Ramaty High Energy Solag .. % os 0s
Spectroscopic Imager (RHESSI) (Lin et al. 2002). The imag- os 0s a6

ing capabilities, high spectral resolution and broad pheto- = - -
ergy coverage of RHESSI make this instrument ideal to de- proton eneroy [ie] proton enerey [ preten eneray [1e}]

termine the two energies with much higher precision andystu
their relation. Medium-sized flares (upper C and lower Mgja;
have been selected to avoid photon pile-up, complicateatso

structure and other conundrums of larger flares. With a gref | istic cross-sections as Brown (1971). Tdashed line

RHESSI analysis, some -but not all- of the uncertaintiesser g, . computed with the Haug (1997) cross-section and the

sumptions used by previous authors may be removed, and MB&Ehe-Bloch formula for energy loss. Thettomrow displays
accurate results obtained.

. . . ) ) ) the ratio between the two.
This paper will start with a section discussing some al-

ready established facts of solar flare bremsstrahlung emss _
and the various high-energy electron cross-sectionsablaiin  Where Ac is in electrons s keV-!, 72 is 1.44 for typical
the literature. The next section will deal with the method-pr coronal abundancesgy = $are? me® = 7.9 x 102 cn?
posed to determine flare energies. Observational resoits frkeV, K = 2re*A = 2.6 x 1078 cn? keV-2 for a fully ion-
RHESS! will then be presented, and the ratiozafulative ized plasma, and® is the beta functionB(a,b) = T2l
non-thermal energy overthermal energy increase (during the (Tandberg-Hanssen and Emslie 1988). Numerically,
same time interval) will be examined. B -2,1/2)

linick(€) = 1.51x 107 (6-1)6-2)

2. Basic theory Figure[d shows the fierence when using more accurate
relativistic cross-sections: The Haug (Haug 199Tjedential
bremsstrahlung cross-section and the full quantum rédéitiv
An initial (injection) electron beam with distributioRg(Ee) Bethe-Bloch formula (Longair 1992) for energy loss:
electrons st keV~? passing through a dense —although still op- 4

tically thin— plasma emits HXR radiation according to thée fo _ (d_E) = 47T—ene (A +In(y?) _IBZ) , (5)
lowing formula, for athick target (Brown 1971): dX /oo MeV?

Eig. 1. Synthetic photon spectra generated from perfect injec-
Stion electron power-law spectra of varying spectral index
op row: The solid line were computed using the same non-

Ae El—ﬁ , (4)
2.1. Thick-target bremsstrahlung emission
whereA is the usual non-relativistic Coulomb logarithgnthe

o0 Eo
lihick = %f Fo(Eo) Qs(E. €) dE dEs, (1) Lorentz factor, angg = ¥. In its non-relativistic (NR) limit,
4nD? Jgy-e E=« EQc(E) the Bethe-Bloch formula has the & dependence, up to elec-

wherelihick(€) is the observed photon spectrum seen at distarﬂ':(én kinetic energies nearing the electron rest mass enargy

. . 1 .
D (assumed to be 1 AU in the following) from the site of emide’ which the dependence is £ (Fig.[d). We note here that

sion, in photons cm-2 keV-2. Isotropic emission is assumeothe Bethe-Bloch cross-section is very close to what is used i

throughout this workQg(E, €) is the bremsstrahlungfieren- RHESSI software. _
tial cross-section, for an electron of eneigyemitting a pho- Other dfects, such as photon back-scattering on the photo-

ton of energye. Qu(E) is the energy-loss cross-section due t3Phere (Bai & Ramaty 1978; Alexander & Brown 2002), non-
Coulomb collisions with the ambient plasma. uniform target ionization (Brown 1973; Koqtar et al. 200@),

Using non-relativistic cross-sections, Brown (1971) haash(_)rthtarget (ItEt:nslle |2(|)((_)3)t_need o be ;:ot?]&d_eredt. d elect
demonstrated that there exist an analytical relationsétiywden b € nog- ermat '(T_e Ic power ot the injected electron
lmick(€) and Fo(Eo), if Fo(Eo) is a power-law. IfFo(Eg) = P€am may be computed:

AE?, thenla(e) = A, - €7, with: o0
tick(€) P= f E-Fo(E) dE (6)
47D27 K (6-1)(©-2) The introduction of some kind of a cutaat low energies is

y=0-1 (3) necessary by the fact that the integral diverges at zeraggner
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Fig. 2. Energy-loss cross-section, for the usual non-relatvistrig. 3. Top: Photon spectra and their spectral indidesttom),
(NR) case and for the Bethe-Bloch formula. Notice also tteomputed from dierent injection electron power-laws of spec-
slight dependence of the spectral index at relativisticgige tral indicess, using the Brown (1971) cross-sections. The elec-
with the ionization level. The spectral index at high enesgitron spectra had all a 20 keV ciiiqsolid line) or turnover

is ~ 0.93 for a fully-ionized plasma, and 0.87 for a neutral dashed line energy.

medium.

Assuming thaFo(Eo) remains a power-law below the therma constant value 0f1.5 as is sometimes assumed. Both tend
energy in the acceleration region is not physical. In the, @as asymptotically towards 1.15 for alls as the photon energy ap-

sharp low-energy cufbin Fo(Eo): proaches zero. The usually observed superposition of enttler
AcE? for Eg > Eco component (or a full dferential emission measure distri_bution)_
Fo(Eo) =1 for Eg < Eeo (7)  to the power-law spectrum further makes an observatiosal di

S _ . tinction in the spectrum exceedinglyfidcult.
was often assumed. This situation seems physically ndsreal |t F(E,) has a cutf with the shape defined in EG(7), the

tic as such a configuration leads to plasma instabilitieshSthon-thermal kinetic power contained in the beam of eleatron
instabilities have growth rates typically of the order o¢b- s given by:

cal plasma frequency, i.e. orders of magnitude shorterttian
propagation time of the beam within the acceleration region Ae 500
The (flat) turnover model seems physically closer to reality Peutotf = EECO . )

AcEy° for Eg > Eqo

Fo(Eo) = { AES? for Eo < Eqg (8) On the other hand, iFo(Eo) has the form of a turnover as de-

scribed in Eq.I(B),
We note, however, that recent simulations of stochastic-ele
tron acceleration, such as by Petrosian & Liu (2004) predigt Ae M( o— 2)
Ctrig AN : ; Hlre wnover = —5E0 |1+ —— ]| - (10)

an energy distribution in the acceleration region stillréas- -2 2
ing below the turnover energy. Coulomb losses tend to lin-
earize the low-energy part of an electron energy distriuti Figurd3 is an enlargement of the turnover region in the pho-
From their resulting photon spectra, such a linearizatelow ton spectrum. Note that the apparent photon turnover ernergy
the turnover would be extremelyfilicult to distinguish from Fig.[ is below the electron cufiturnover energy (20 keV).
a flat turnover, as itféects the least energetic photons, wherthis has been further investigated in Fifk. 5 Bhd 6. Symtheti
the thermal emission usually dominates (see also the next pghoton spectra were produced from electron distributioitis w
graph). Thus, the flat turnover model may not be the trueidistdifferent power-law indice$ using the Brown (1971) approxi-
bution, but yields rather an upper limit to the total nonrthal mation for easy comparison with analytical results. Thespe
energy estimate. were then fitted with a double power-law of spectral index 1.5

The photon spectra of theftBrent model distributions of below the break. The intersection of the two power-laws @sfin
electrons in a beam impinging on a thick target have beamhoton turnover energy which is far below the electron cut-
calculated using the Brown (1971) model (i.e. using the nooff energyE,, or turnover energ¥,. Fig.[d displays the ratio
relativistic Bethe-Heitler bremsstrahlung cross-settiand of the photon turnover energy, to eitherEg, or Ey. These
non-relativistic collisional losses). Both turnover angtaff ratios are smaller for the cufomodel than for the turnover
model lead to a photon spectrum that is round@dblow en- model. If the photon turnover energy is used instead dE,
ergies (see Fidl3). The spectral index of the turnover modglE;,, the derived non-thermal power in the electron beam may
is slightly larger than for the cufbmodel. Note that it is not be overestimated by more than an order of magnitude.
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Fig. 4.Photon spectrum observed at 1 AU, produced by an elétig. 6. The ratio of the fitted turnover energy in the photon
tron power-law distribution of spectral indéx4, and a 50 keV spectrume,, to the cutdf resp. turnover energy in the electron
electron flux ofAsp = 1.295x 10° electrons s keV~1. Solid  beam distribution, as a function of the electron spectraéin
line: No cutdf. Dotted line: Cutof at 20 keV.Dashed line:  right of Ecg 0.

Turnover at 20 keV.

10000.0 L 3 effects varies with the energy. Kontar et al. (2002) for non-
i 1 uniform target ionization and Alexander & Brown (2002) for
RN | the albedo ffect have provided corrections. We have used their

1000.0 = N 3

- E formulas to compute correction factors in the numericahexa

g - AN 1 ples given below.

DA 3 3 Finally, the possible presence of some high-energyftuto
- F ] (or break) in the injected electron distributiofiexts the pho-
100k 4 ton spectrum at lower energies. Théeet has been simulated

numerically. A sharp electron high-energy cfiitat energygy,
would lead to a noticeable deviation from power-law behavio
i3 E starting already at photon energies abavésﬂ, where a pro-
5 y nounced rollover in the spectrum should occur. This was not
01 ! e observed in our selection of (mostly M-class) flares, attleas
ohoton eneray [kev] below 35 keV, the upper limit of the fitting interval used inrou
data analysis.
Fig. 5. Fitting a photon spectrum with power-laws. A synthetic
photon spectra (solid line) generated from an electron pow
law with E;,=20 keV ands=4 (dashed curve in Fi§l 4) was
fitted with a broken power-law (dashed line). The power-laWow far from the truth are we if, from an observed photon
left of the break energy, had a fixed spectral index of 1.5.power-law in the 10-35 keV band, we derive its electron pewer
For this example, fitting yieldg,=9 keV and a photon spectrallaw energy distribution using the Brown (1971) thick-targe
index right of this break 0f=2.97 & ¢-1). model (i.e. perfect power-law at all energies, non-reistiiv
cross-sections, cold target, no albedo, uniform 100% &niz
tion)? To estimate thefkect of the diferent correction fac-
tors, we have computed some numerical examples. Synthetic
photon spectra were computed from ideal power-law electron
So far, the emphasis has been on théedénce due to the usedistributions with index, using the relativistic cross-sections,
of accurate cross-sections (both bremsstrahlung and @dulcand other &ects (high-energy cufts, ionization, and albedo:
losses) or their NR approximations. In this section, other aSee Tabl€ll). These synthetic photon spectra were fitteakin th
proximations and factors are presented that also infludree 10-35 keV band (1-keV bins) with photon power-laws. Photon
photon spectrum and thus are possible sources of errordor $ipectral indicesy, and fluxes at 50 ke\g 5o, were determined
derived electron energy distribution. Othdfeets on the pho- from the fits. Using the Brown (1971) model, approximations
ton spectrum are non-uniform target ionization (Brown 1978 the original electron spectral indices (IEhy. 3) and noizaal
and the albedoftect (Compton back-scattering on the photdion factors (Eq[R) can then be determined, from which non-
sphere, Bai and Ramaty, 1978). They complicate the obsertleermal powers can be computed using Egs. (9dr (10) (a 10
photon spectra by the simple fact that the amplitude of théieV cutdf or turnover energy was assumed here: This arbitrary

8.1. Some numerical examples

3. Known and unknown errors in computing
non-thermal energies.
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Type of correction Quantity 6=3 0=5  6=7
Haug, Bethe-Bloch Ay +0.1 +0.1 +0.1
fs0 0.89 091 0.94

fco 1.07 1.16 1.23
fro 1.02 1.14 1.22
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay -0.2 0.0 +01
Albedo fso 1.54 1.36 1.25
fco 0.96 1.285 1.40
fro 1.09 129 140

€o,fit

Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay +2.1 +1.2 +0.7
High-E cutdf 50 keV fso 0.02 0.2 0.47
fco 2.64 220 171
fro 1.45 1.95 1.65
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay +0.35 +0.1 +0.1
High-E cutdf 300 keV fso 0.50 0.90 0.94
fco 1.23 1.17 1.23
fro 1.02 115 1.22 ) ) )
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay 0.0 090 00 Fig. 7. The photon turnover energy, (in keV), as obtained
E. = 5keV foo 254 267 284 by fitting synthetic spectra with a wedkM = 0.03 x 10*°
feo 281 274 2.63 cm3, T = 1 keV thermal component, andsa5, Asg = 10
fro 274 274 264 electrons st keV~! non-thermal power-law distribution with
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay -0.2 -04 -03 different turnover energ;,.
E. = 25 keV fso 2.56 230 1.86
fco 1.51 1.02 1.01
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, fAT; 1073 10.%9 +10'_013 a;epprgtle correc_tions that must. b.e applied to the rough
E. = 100 keV feo 174 102 096 Petof f.urnover EStiMates. TablEl 1 indicates that the = y —
feo 095 1.10 1.23 (6—1) = dapprox— 9 is usually slightly positive, i.e. applying the
fro 1.12 1.10 1.22 Brown (1971) model to observed photon power-law spectra to
Haug, Bethe-Bloch, Ay -0.4 05 -04 determine the original electron power-law spectral index-g
E. = 25 keV, fso 442 345 246 erally slightly underestimates that electron spectrakindn
Albedo fco 124 112 115  the 10-35keV range, for usually observed spectral har@sess
fro 184 122 118 (6 > 4), both corrections to the non-thermal power for rela-

Table 1. Differences in photon spectral indices and normalizévistic effects and albedo are of the same importance, about

tion factor (flux at 50 keV), as well as computed non-therm&b-20%. The correction due to non-uniform target ionizatso

power (cutdf and turnover cases), between reality and assubsually more important, particularly for lowand lowE, (E.

ing the Brown (1971) model. See text for detals,, in the is the initial energy that electrons need in order to petetra

context of the non-uniform target ionization model, is thi@-m into the unionized chromosphere). Some of tifeas, when

imum initial energy an electron requires to reach the néutedmbined, might cancel each other out, and all depend on the

parts of the chromosphere (same as in Brown 1973; Kontaispectral index: General error estimates from eadfieet (or

al. 2002). the sum of them) can only be done for a certain energy band of
observation and if an approximate spectral index is knovae. T
froco corrections on non-thermal power exceed 50% only in
extreme cases. The biggest uncertainty comes by far from the

value does not greatly change the generality of the problerm,\,\,_energy cutéf or turnover energy: the non-thermal power

We call these quantitiefpprox, Aeapproxs Patyor 1+ NP e going asE.2+2. The addition of albedo apar non-uniform tar-

Ay (Table[l) is the dierence between the spectral indesf  get jonization @ects combined with the fact that spectral fitting

the synthetic spectrum awd- 1, the photon spectral index thatg somewhat model-dependant may displace Eaiso.

would have been obtained with the Brown (1971) model (Eq. '

B). Similarly, fsq is the ratio of the photon fluxes at 50 keV o

of the synthetic spectra with those derived theoreticadipg 3.2. Finding the low-energy cutoff or turnover

real real

the Brown (1971) model (E¢] .2)' Rettor 1 ANdPiirnove are the This paragraph assumes the turnover model, but conclusions

real non-thermal powers (derived from E@¥ (9) dnd (10)), the e .
) are qualitatively the same for the cétonodel. As shown in

factorsfco and fro:

Figs.[O,[B andd9, the presence of a thermal component in the

preal photon spectrum complicates the determinatiofgfthe elec-
feo = ;LO” (11) tronturnover energy. An unambiguous relationship betwgen
papprox - . o
cutof f and E;, cannot always be established. Making several fittings
with differentT, EM, &, Aso, andE;, yielded the following rule
Pl e of thumb: &0, and theE;, derived from it, seem reliable only

fro = P (12) wheneo > enanth » Whereenann is the energy where the ther-
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Flare Time intervals pos.
30 F studied (approx.) [
F 200204/09 12:59 12:57:15-13:02:20  -569,405
200206/01 03:53 A 03:53:40-03:54:35 -423,-303
. 200206/01 03:53 ABC  03:53:40-03:58:50
20¢ 20020711 14:18 A 14.17.15-14:18:.10 791,281
g g 200207/11 14:18 AB 14:17:15-14:19:50
< [ 200208/22 01:52 A 01:49:25-01:50:10 816,-272
10 , 20020822 01:52 B 01:50:10-01:55:20
r 20020908 01:39 01:37:10-01:40:20 -911,-205
i 200210/05 22:50 22:50:00-22:52:45 -558,72
of 200211/10 03:11 03:07:00-03:15:00 592,-240
200217/14 11:09 A 11:09:15-11:10:35 -887,-262
0 200211/14 11:09 A 11:09:25-11:09:57
200306/10 02:52 ABC  02:51:15-02:53:50 561,185

200306/10 02:52 B
200306/10 02:52 C

02:51:45-02:52:20
02:52:20-02:53:25

Fig.8.As in Fig.l1,T = 1 keV but with a very strong emission — .
(EM = 10 cm3) for the thermal component. F@, < 18 Table 2.Flares, the time intervals that were used, and their an-

keV, the & fitting parameter may take any value (below 1§ular dfsets from Sun center.
keV), and still yield a very good fit.

6 — For simplicity’s sake from a data analysis point of view,
10 i flares (or portions of flares) with the same attenuator states
WO4 B throughout (including background time), no decimation
x i and no pile-up were taken.
“ 1 02 L — Flares had to have two foot points, in order to determine
c i a loop volume. HEDEimages (7” resolution, in dierent
% ] OO B i energy bands) were used to determine this.
= i ] — Significant HXR flux above 25 keV was required.
] O*Z B i — Only flares above C5.0 GOES X-ray level were selected.
1 0*4 From the many cases 9 flares have been selected. They were

relatively simple, but some have more than one HXE keV
episode, in which case the peaks were labeled chronoldgical
A, B, C,... All selected flares turned out to have an attenuato

state of 1 (thin shutter in). Tablé 2 lists them.
Fig. 9. Synthetic spectrum obtained witf, = 20 keV, other

parameters as in Fidl 8. The Haug and Bethe-Bloch cross-
sections have been used. 4.2. Extracting the thermal and non-thermal flare

energies

1 10
Photon energy [keV]

100

mal and non-thermal components of the spectrum intersectyl 2 1. Spectral fitting

a case such as depicted by FIgds. 8[@nd 9, if the fitad below

15 keV, then only a upper value 6fL8 keV may be assignedUsing the SPEX software package of the RHESSI standard
for Eq, leading to a lower boundary for the non-thermal poweanalysis tools, spectral models composed of a thermal com-
ponent and a broken power-law are fitted to RHESSI spectra.
The low-energy power-law has a fixed spectral index of 1.5.
This somewhat arbitrary value is an average approximation o
photon spectral indices at photon energies below the t@mov
energy. The fitting was done for time intervals varying betae

In the remaining part of this paper, thets of the corrections 2 1g 5 RHESSI spin periods-¢ s), in the 6-35 keV band.
and improvements on the computation of electron collisiofs hand was chosen because lower energies could depend too
and bremsstrahlung emission are studied on real data. Thepglich on the model used and the accuracy of the instrument's
rection is now reversed: from the photon spectrum the @BCtrspectral response matrix. At higher energies, a spectealkbr
energy distribution is derived and the total non-thermalrgn may be present (e.g. FigJ10). A high-energy spectral break i
is estimated. The results of the previous section servetto egost likely due to a break in the original injected electrdst d

mate errors. tribution (Miller 1998). For simplicity, the details of thepec-
Flares have been selected from the first 18 months of

RHESSI observations, using the following selection cidter ! httpy/www.hedc.ethz.ch

4. RHESSI flare observations, data analysis

4.1. Flare selection criteria
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Fig. 10.RHESSI photon spectrum, taken near the beginning of

HXR emission of the 200R9/08 M1.6 flare.

trum above this spectral break were omitted as their inflaenc
on the non-thermal power is negligible.

The five parameters retrieved are the temperaiurnd
emission measureéM of the thermal component, the spectral
indexy, normalization factoFsg, and the turnover photon en-
ergy &o of the power-law component. Only time intervals with
significant HXR flux above 25 keV were studied. This require-
ment allows better accuracy in determination of non-thérma
energies. It also has théect of dividing the flare into episodes
of large energy input for time intervals that are short, aadde
with smaller thermal energy losses.

During fitting, high values fog, were started with, tending

— Fromy’ and A/, and again using Eqd1(2) arid (3), an in-

jected electron spectral indeéx and normalization factor
A, are determined.

4l \ — We define:

AS = & —5approx (13)
A

= 14

pe Aeapprox ( )

If one uses the Brown (1971) method (i.e. Efys 2@nd 3) to
determine the injected electron spectral characteristos

an observed photon spectrum, then the electron spectral in-
dex will have been overestimated hy (underestimated if
A§ < 0), and the normalization constant py (see also
Table[d).

AS andpe depend mostly on the photon spectral index, and
vary slowly with it. Assuming that\é is small andpe near
unity, so that the relationship witpis linear, the increase

in spectral index fron® (the real original injection spec-
tral index we are looking for) tdapprox is about the same
as fromédapprox t0 &, i.€. = Ad. Similarly, the increase in
the normalization constant is similar frofg to Ag approx as
from Acapprox 10 Ag, i.€. pe. Hence, theS andA. to be used

in Eq. (I0) can be approximated by:

6 ~ 6approx - A6

Ae ~ Ae,approx
Pe

Non-uniform target ionizationfeects have been neglected

here: This correction seems unnecessary in light of the fact

that no energy break in the relevant energy ban8g keV)

for fitting were observed. This could be due to the fact that

expected features from non-uniform target ionization & th

(15)
(16)

to yield an upper boundary for this value in cases where it was gpserved photon spectrum might go unnoticed (masking by
not well-defined, as happens when the photon turnover occursthermal emission at the low energies, by count statistics at

near or within the thermal part of the spectrum (which leads t
a lower limit for the computed non-thermal energy).

4.2.2. Computing non-thermal energies

In the following, the turnover model is considered. Everydi
interval yields the following fitting parameterg; Fso, €0, T,

and EM. To compute non-thermal power or energy from Eq.
(@), the following must be determinedl:A¢, andE.

Ac and 5: To determine the correét andos to use, the follow-
ing method has been used, for every data point:

— From they and Fs fitting parameters, Eqsld(2) and (3)

the high energies): In this case, the non-thermal energies
could be overestimated by up to a facta2.8 (Table[dl)

for smallE. (below~5 keV). Assuminge. >25 keV, and
electron spectral index > 3.5, the error is at most20%,

and progressively less & andor ¢ increase.

Ei: To find the correcE, the following has been done:

— Using,s andA. as determined above, as well as Thand

EM fitting parameters, a graph such as those presented in
Figs.T and(B is generated.

As explained previously, one can firie, from o, or at
least an upper limit for it.

With 6, Ae, andEy,, the non-thermal power and energy can

(with A, = 50" - Fxg), are used to determine an approximatee computed.

injected electron spectral ind&%pprox and normalization

constante approx-
— Using thes&approx and A approx, @ synthetic photon spec-

4.2.3. Computing thermal energies

trum using relativistic cross-sections and the albedo cdrbermal energies are computed using:

rection is computed. The resulting photon spectrum is ncix_[%/{1 3T VEM VT

fitted by a power-law the same way as the observed da

(17)

This yields a spectral index and normalization constantEqual electron and ion temperatures and a unity filling facto

A

f were assumed throughout. The assumption of a near-unity
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Flare Class Flare volume

[X1077 e R B

Min  Max o e E
200204/09 1259 M1.2 1.0 4.7 B owE o =
20020601 03:53 M1.6 0.48 3.6 15k —
200207/11 14:18 M1.0 1.3 4.2 Tiwoe = =
20020822 01:52 M7.8 1.9 9.6 & osE I 3
20020908 01:39 M1.6 0.55 9.7 TUE e =

20021005 22:50 C6.8 0.12 4.2 29E
200211/1003:11 M2.6 0.66 9.3 3
200211/1411:09 C5.9 0.38 17 pa
200306/10 02:52 M2.2 2.5 3.8 =25

Table 3. Flare volumes, as determined (Min) by RHESSI 6-8 i e

keV imagery, or (Max) from non-thermal energies (see text). I 05

S oo

~
o
|

50000000 0Swa A B

20E OOV 660 00000OoToooO e 5000

filling factor is supported by e.g. Dere (1982) or Takahashi “.g -7
& Watanabe (2000). On the other hand, there seem to be ev- -
idence that filling factors as low as 1or even 103 exist o
(Cargill & Klimchuk 1997), and~0.1 is an oft reported value. )
Two methods were used to determine the flare volinieoth
using RHESSI images done with the CLEAN algorithm, andz
with different sets of collimators (1-7, 2-7 and 3-7). The first’;
one consisted in making an image in the 6-8 keV band (all” =
flares used in this study had a visible Fe-Ni line complex abov_ 13?
the free-free continuum), estimating the flare afeand us- & .-
ing V = A%2 as the flare volume. The second one consisted in %
looking at images made at non-thermal energies (usualy®5-
keV), estimating the size of foot points by fitting 2-D ellgal _ ]
gaussians, then deconvolving for the CLEAN beam. A volunfed- 11. Data for the 20021/10 flare, during the main HXR

is computed from the sizes and the distance between the f88fK-From top to bottom: (1) Light curves in RHESSI counts
points, assuming a perfect arc-shaped loop. The first metfdoW: intermediate, and high photon energies; (2) emissio
yielded a lower value fol and the thermal energy contentMeasure of thermal plasma; (3) temperature of thermal lasm
while the second one provided an upper value for both. T calibrated photon flux at 50 keV; (5) turnover electron en
range of values fol easily reached an order of magnitudeSr9y (Upper limit); (6) photon spectral index; (7) non-tei
Considering RHESSI’'s dynamic range, a loop 10 times larg&pWer; (8) cumula_ltlve non-thermal energy and minimal ther-
than a smaller one may be invisible: Assuming both loops ha&! energy as derived from RHESSI or GOES temperature and
the same plasma content, the surface brightness of the lafg8!SSION measures.
one is about-50 times lower than a that of the smaller one
(cf. Appendi{A). This justifies considering the second noeth ppEgs).derived temperatures are usually above the GOES-
TabledB an@l4 list the flare volumes and the thermal energigsiyed ones, while the RHESSI-derived emission measures
derived from them. The thermal enerereases k_)etween the 4re below the GOES-derived ones. However EéEM prod-
start and the end of HXR flux25keV were considered: uct is similar most of the time (as can be deduced from the
thermal energies of Tallg 4). The RHESSI-derived tempegatu
initially decreases rapidly, then stabilizes during th&t of the
Figure[T1 is an example of the acquired data and some time when significant HXR flux- 25 keV is present. This ini-
rived quantities for the 20¢21/10 flare. Other flares studiedtial decrease in RHESSI-derived temperature is not alwhys o
yielded qualitatively similar behaviours, and are not tigpd served, and is never present in the GOES-derived tempesatur
here. The RHESSI spectral fittings were often less reliable atghos
early times, leading the authors to believe that the RHESSI-
derivedT andEM values are not reliable at those early times.
At the later times, thermal energies derived from both RHESS
As displayed in Fig[dl1, the peak in the 50 keV flux almostnd GOEST andEM yield similar values. It might be argued
always coincides with a dip in the spectral index of the phthat the isothermal bremsstrahlung spectrum might notydwa
ton power-law. This common behaviour is thought to be a cobe the best model for fitting the thermal component of X-ray
sequence of the acceleration process (Grigis & Benz, 200gpectra, and that fitting a multi-thermal model, or a full-dif
As observed in all our flares, the emission meadivk (both ferential emission measure distribution would be more prpp
RHESSI- and GOES-derived) increases during the flare. Taiéhough practically more flicult.

Cd ol Lol
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T T
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03:08 03:10 03:12 03:14

AEth = EthHxRend — EthHXRstart

5. Results and discussion
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Flare Class dt[s] Ewnto AEth rHess! minmax  AEthGoesmin/max
x10% ergs x10% ergs

200204/09 12:59 M1.2 309.4 2.0 0.4B06 0.431.04
200206/01 03:53 A M1.6 98.2 0.40 0.1@.52 0.2%0.68
200206/01 03:53 ABC M1.6 307.0 0.47 0.5859 0.441.21
200207/11 14:18 A M1.0 48.1 0.05 0.40.74 0.370.66
200207/11 14:18 AB M1.0 120.3 0.48 0.A4886 0.440.79
200208/22 01:52 A M7.8 37.2 0.09 0.03.09 0.04%.11
20020822 01:52 B M7.8 298.6 21.6 1.7319 1.533.4
20020908 01:39 M1.6 162.0 6.9 0.32.3 0.461.9
200210/05 22:50 C6.8 158.7 0.12 0,695 0.211.24
200211/10 03:11 M2.6 468.1 4.5 0.5382 0.532.1
200211/14 11:09 A C5.9 72.4 0.20 0.AB38 0.210.44
20021114 11:09 A C5.9 32.2 2.1 1/2.1 1.72.3
200306/10 02:52 ABC M2.2 125.9 6.0 0.6276 0.4%0.59
200306/10 02:52 B M2.2 33.6 0.39 0.1®23 0.1%0.18

Table 4. Time intervals of significant HXR flux 25 keV, total corrected non-thermal energy for eitherditeff or theturnover
models, ratio of non-thermal energy over the thermal energpgase during that time interval, with the thermal enengyease
computed using either RHESSI or GOESEM data. The numbers in parenthesis are the range of valuet) theeuncertainty
in the thermal volume.

The dashed line in the fifth plot of FigIL1 correspondsto . S — Minimal flare volume .
times where the photon turnover energy is clearly above 7 F - 0--040 b=052 . B
the thermal part, hence yielding a reliable value for theeor s 1002 % X 3
sponding electron turnover energy. Later, the thermal part < s ) 7
becomes so important that only an upper valueBgmay be '+ O’WO? T 3
determined. The turnover energy, does not seem to change  o.oil ]
substantially during the main HXR phase, and increases to a  °“' 010 £ [10® erge] 1000 100.00

higher value later in the flare (similar to the 2002 July 23, Maximol flare volume
Holman et al. 2003). The derived time of peak non-thermal '°® .

power does not exactly coincide with the time of peak pho-g
ton emission at 50 keV for this flare. This may not be real, as,

the electron turnover energg, is only an upper limit at those = o0 x
times. -
0.01
The turnover model yields non-thermal energies typically "' 10 o (105 erge] 1000 100:00

only 10 to 30 % higher than the cufonodel. This stems from

the fact that fitting our double photon power-law on the photd=ig. 12. Log-log plot of non-thermal vs. thermal energies for
spectra from a turnover electron model always yields a targal flares in Tabld}. Theolid line is a linear fitting, yielding
photon turnoveg, than with a cutef model. This translated to constant and slopeb. Thedashed lineis also a linear fitting,

a higherE, thanE.,, leading to turnover-model non-thermalising the bisector method.

power only slightly higher than the cufemodel non-thermal

power.

The total non-thermal energy and thermal energy increase
for the studied flares are summarized in Tdble 4. peaks, such as the SXR peak, would tend to lower the thermal

energy, and to increase the non-therith@rmal ratio.

Table[® lists the non-thermal to thermal energy ratios, for All data points have also been plotted on Kigl 12. Linear
different durations of the HXR peak. The non-thermal energlﬁ%ng with the bisector method (Isobe et al. 1990), more-el

are lower I|_m|_ts, the _non—thermal to .thermal r.at_los are Iﬂ’enf}ant in cases where variables are truly independent, yibkls
also lower limits. Ratios obtained using the minimal flaré Vofollowing relation:

ume are arguably closest to the truth, most notably becduse o

filling factor considerations. It can be noted that short HXR

peaks lead to ratios 0f1.5, whereas longer-duration peakaEth - E05:01 (19)
lead to higher ratios>6. This is expected, as radiative cool- nth

ing or heat conduction (the second being most likely the domi

nant loss mechanism: Cargill 1994, Porter and Klimchuk 2995 This empirical relation may simply state that the thermal
tend to lower the thermal energy content, thereby incregghim energy increas&E;, does not increase as fast as the cumulative
ratio. Taking time intervals ending well after the main HXRon-thermal energy, due to losses.
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Flare T.EM Ratio of non-thermal to thermal energies
volume  source  AllHXR peaks <f7/5s  75st<200s t75s t200s
min. RHESSI 4.24.5 1.5:0.9 5.35.6 5.%#5.0 6.3:5.0
GOES 4.%45.4 1.4:1.0 6.17.0 6.5:6.0 6.9:5.6
max. RHESSI 1.61.6 0.%#0.4 1.%#1.8 2119 2.42.2
GOES 1.%42.0 0.%#0.4 2.12.3 2.32.3 2.%25

Table 5. Ratio of non-thermal to thermal energies, foffelient duratiori of HXR emission.
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