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ABSTRACT

T he issue whetherM oreton waves are are-ignited or CM E -driven, ora com —
bination of both, is still a m atter of debate. W e develop an analytical m odel
descrbing the evolution of a largeam plitude coronal wave em itted by the ex—
pansion ofa circular source surface In order to m in ic the evolution ofa M oreton
wave. The m odel results are confronted w ith observations of a strong M oreton
wave cbserved in association with the X3.8/3B are/CM E event from January
17, 2005. Using di erent input param eters for the expansion of the source re-
gion, either derived from the realCM E observations (assum ing that the upward
moving CM E drives the wave), or synthetically generated scenarios (expanding

are region, Jateral expansion ofthe CM E anks), we calculate the kinem atics of
the associated M oreton w ave signature. T hosem odel Input param eters are deter-
m Ined which tthe ocbserved M oreton wave kinem aticsbest. U sing the m easured
kinem atics of the upward m oving CM E as the m odel input, we are not ablk to
reproduce the ocbserved M oreton wave kinem atics. T he observations ofthe M ore—
ton wave can be reproduced only by applying a strong and in pulsive acceleration
for the source region expansion acting in a piston m echanism soenario. Based on
these results we propose that the expansion of the aring region or the lateral
expansion ofthe CM E anks ism ore lkely the driver of the M oreton wave than

the upward m oving CM E front.

Subgct headings: shock waves | Sun: corona Sun: ares
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1. Introduction

Solar ares and coronalm ass egctions (CM Es) are explosive processes that are able
to generate largescale wave-lke disturbances in the solar atm osphere (eg. W am uth
2007) . Signatures of such disturbances were rst inaged in the hydrogen H spectral
line and called M oreton waves afterM oreton (1960, see also M oreton & Ram ssy, 1960).
Typically, M oreton waves appear as propagating dark and bright fronts n H = lergram s
and dopplrgram s, respectively, which can be attrbuted to a com pression and relaxation
of the chrom ospheric plaan a. T he disturbance propagates w th a soeed in the order of
1000 km s ! (eg.M oreton & Ram sey [1960;|Zhang et al.|2001; W am uth et al.|2004s;
Veronig et alll2006), which led to the conclusion that such a phenom enon cannot be of
chrom ospheric origin, but is the surface track of a coronal disturbance com pressing the
underlying chrom osphere (swesping-skirt hypothesis; seelU chida 11968) . M oreton waves are
generally cbserved to be closely associated w ith the are Inpulsive phase (W am uth et all
20042), which often coincides also w ith the acceleration phase of the associated CM E  (cf.

Zhang et alll2001; [V rsnak et alll2004; M aricic et alll2007;|Temm er et all|2008) .

M oreton waves are observed to propagate perpendicular to the m agnetic eld, and
the lnitialm agnetosonic M ach num bers are estin ated to lie n the range of M, 14{4,
suggesting that they are at least mitially shocked fastm ode waves N arukage et all|200Z,
2004; W am uth et al.l2004kb). In their late propagation phase the wave perturoations
undergo a broadening, weakening, and deceleration untilM s 1 is reached. These resuls
Indicate that M oreton waves are a consequence of shocks form ed from Jarge am plitude-w aves
that decay to ordinary fast m agnetosonic waves, which is in lne with the are nitiated
\blast wave" scenario (eg. W amuth et alll2001; Khan & Aurass|2002; N arukage et all
2004; Vrsnak et alll2002; Hudson et al.l2003; N arukage et all|2004) . Further evidence for

the close association to shodks is the quasisin ultaneous appearance of M oreton waves
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and radio type II bursts, which are one of the best ndicators of coronal shodks (9.,
Khan & Aurassi2002; Pohplanen et alll2001,[2008; W am uth et alli2004k; Vrsnak et all

2005; Vrsnak & Cliver|2008).

W ave-lke disturbances were for the rst tin e in aged directly In the corona by the E IT
Instrum ent aboard the Solar and H eliospheric O bservatory (SoHO ), thereafter called EIT —
waves M oses et alll199%; Thom pson et all|199€). T hey were considered to be the coronal
m anifestation of the M oreton wave (Thompson et alll1999), but statistical studies revealed
discrepancies in their velocities. EIT waves were found to be two to three tim es slower
than M oreton waves (K Jassen et al.|l2000) . Today, their relation to M oreton waves and the
generation m echanisn of EIT waves is very m uch debated (e4g.,[D elannee & Aulanier|1999;
W_illsD avey & Thom pson 11999;Chen & Shibatd [2000; B jesedker et all12002; |C liver et all
2004; W am uth et all.l2004L;|C Jiver et al.[2005; [V rsnak et alli2005;|Chen [2006; A ttrill et all

2007%; Veronig et al.l2008).

In the present paper, we sokly focus on M oreton waves, which are generally acospted
to be a chrom osgpheric response to coronal shock waves. In particular, we study their
generation m echanisn and address the issue whether they are are-ignited or CM E-driven,
or a com bination ofboth, which is still a m atter of debate. To this ain , we developed a
sin ple analytical m odel w hich describes the Jaunch and propagation of M oreton waves.

(N ote that the presented m odel does not intend to evaluate generation m echanisn s which
may cause EIT waves.) W e use for the m odel di erent input param eters acting as source
that drives wave, rst derived from CM E observations (assum ing that the upward m oving
CM E drves the wave), and second using synthetically generated scenarios (to emulate
altemative driving m echanisn s). By confronting the results derived from the m odelw ith
cbservationswe ain to nd constraints on the possible drivers of the wave. For thiswe use

the outstanding cbservations of the M oreton wave associated with the X3.8/3B areCM E
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event from January 17, 2005. W e em phasize that the event was characterized by a very
distinct and fast M oreton signature, indicating that it was caused by a coronal fast-m ode

shock (c.f.W amuth et all[2004b).

T he observations of the M oreton wave and associated CM E and are under study are
presented in Sect. 2. The m odel is described in Sect.[3. The resuls are given in Sect. 4.
D iscussions on the resuls, constrains of m odel input param eters by observations, and nal

conclusions are presented In Sect. 5.

2. Observations

A ssociated w ith the January 17, 2005 3B /X 3.8 are event, a fast M oreton wave starting
at 0944 UT was observed w ith high tin e cadence (. 1 m in) in fiillkdisk H Tergram s at
K anzehohe O bservatory. The wave propagated at a m ean velocity of 930 km s ! up to a
distance 0of 500 M m from its source location (for m ore details on the wave m easurem ents
and its propagation characteristics we refer to Veronig et all[2006). The are and is
associated coronalm ass efpction CM E) occurred at N15W 25]. From this region actually
two fast CM Es were Jaunched within short tim e and in our study we are focusing on the
seoond event. The Large Angle and Spectrom etric C oronagraph (LA SCO ; Brueckner et al.
1995) mstrum ent C2 aboard the Solar and H eliosoheric O bservatory (SoHO ) in aged the

rstCME at 0930 UT and the second CM E at 09554 UT . The lnear plane-ofsky speed of
the rstCME wasof 2100 km s ' and ofthe ssecond CME of 2500 km s ' as observed
wih LASCO C2 and C3 (LASCO catalogue;Yashiro et alll2004). The study is perform ed
over the tin e range 0930{0954 U T, hence, In the Interval of Interest we assum e no in pact
on the CM E kinem atics due to the possbl m erging process w ith the previous event.
The early CM E evolution could be observed w ith the GOES12 Soft X —ray Im ager (SX I;

Hillet alll2005). Risng CM E loops could be identi ed in 9 SX I frames with high tine
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cadence ( 2{4 m in; seelTemm er et al.|2008).

A fter coaligning the GOES/SX I and H observations, the distances of the CM E
leading edge aswell as the M oreton wave fronts were m easured using as nulbpoint the wave
\radiant pojnt'H, which was derived from circular tsto the earliest cbserved wavefronts
(for details see Veronig et alli2006) . From running ratio SX I im ages the height-tim e pro e

of the erupting CM E structure wasm easured.

In Fig.[ll we show the propagation of the M oreton wave together w ith the associated
CME during is Initialphassup to 1R and the arerhard X-ray HXR) ux measured
w ith the Ram aty H igh-Energy Solar Spectroscopic Inager RHESST; ILin et alli2002) in
the non-them alenergy range 30{100 keV . From the second derivative of the height-tin e
m easuram ents we detemm ined the onset of the CM E fast acoelkration phase, ie. the
Jaunch tine ofthe CM E, at 09:40{0942 UT . T he back-extrapolated M oreton wave as
well as the rst HXR burst started at 942 UT (see Veronig et all|2006). The CM E
acceleration reached itspeak of4:4 03 km s ?at 0946UT,and endsat 1006 UT (cf.
Temmer et alll2008). Forthe ullCM E kinem aticsup to 30 R we refer to Vrsnak et all

(2007) and|Temm er et all (2008).

A com posite dynam ic radio spectrum for that day over the frequency range 600 M H z{
20 kHz combining Artem is, DAM and WAVES measuram ents can be found under
http://secchirh.obspm.fr/select.php. The radio signatures show a rather com plex
situation m ost probably due to the Jaunch oftwo CM Es for which a detailed study is
given by Bouratzis et al. (2009). A ssociated w ith the event under study was a m etric type

IT radio burst at 0943{0946 UT reported from San Vio, faly (SVTO ; soectral range

N ote that in|Temm er et all (2008) the Sun-center was used as nullpoint for the distance

m easuram ents ofthe CM E.
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70{25M H z) and also from Leam onth, Australia at 09:44{0947 UT (LEAR; spectral range
65{25M H z) as reported from the Solar G eophysicalD ata (SGD ) under Solar Radio Spectral
Observations (ftp://ftp.ngdc.noaa.gov/STP/SGD/)) . Both stations report shock velocities
of 1500 km s ! usihg a one-ld Newkirk m odel which is consistent with an M HD shock
m oving through the solar corona. A group of type III bursts occurred 09:41{0947 UT,

m atching them ain RHE SST peak.

In Fig.[d the distancetin e and velocity-tin e pro le of the dbserved M oreton wave is
shown. The pro Je show s an increase in velocity w ith an initial speed 0of 400 km s ! untilit
reaches am axinum speed of 1100 km s ' at 0947 UT, afterwards the velocity decreases.
T his tem poral behavior can be interpreted as nonlinear evolution of the wavefront. F irst,
the wavefront stespens until a discontinuity appears, ie. the shock formm ation starts. T hen
follow s a phase of shock am plitude growth, which is re ected in shock acceleration and
Intensi cation (see Figures 4 and 5 in Vrsnak & Tulic|2000). Finally, after the shock
am plitude attains itsm aximum , the wave gradually decays to an ordinary fast-m ode wave

(cf.lZic et alll2008).

F ig.[3 show s the derived M oreton wave fronts w ith respect to the photospheric m agnetic
eld. The rstwave appearance is clearly located outside the active region. Since the wave
propagated well outside the active region, A lfven speeds for the corona can be considered
to lie in the range of 300{600 km s L eg.Narukage et alll200Z; W amuth & M ann [2005).
The high velocity of the wave wihin a low A Ilfven speed environm ent as well as the
associated m etric type IT radio burst suggest that the wave is at least initially shodked (g.

Gopalswamy et all[199€;|K Jassen et all|1999).

Them ain criteria derived from the observations which ourm odel resuls have to m est
are 1) general kinem atics of the wave, 2) velocity evolution and 3) tin ing of the shock

form ation.
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3. Them odel

W e would lke to em phasize that the ollow Ing analyticalm odel is kept as sinpk as
possible and can thus only reproduce the general characteristics of the propagation of the
disturbance. The m odel w ill sin ulate the M oreton wave by applying a driver which is a

circular source region that m ay expand and m ove translhtory at the sam e tin e.

T hree types of source expansion are applied follow ng the tem nology by [V rsnak
{2009) : 1) T he radius of the source is kept constant, ie. there is no expansion of the source
In tin e during is upward m otion. A ccordingly, plasma can ow behind the driver and
the source acts as bluntbody driving a bow <shodk. 2) T he source radius expands w ith a
oconstant radiusto-height ratio, r (t)=h (t), acting as a com bined bow <hodk /piston driver. 3)
T he source expands only in lateral direction w ithout upward m otion and plasn a can not

ow behind the contact surface, according to which the driver acts as piston m echanism .

Our rst intention is to investigate whether the M oreton wave could be produced by
the upward m oving CM E, using the height-tin e m easuram ents derived from the CM E
cbservations as Input for the expanding source. W e consider this m odel input for scenarios
where the source acts asbow <hock and com bined bow /piston driver for the wave (di erent
strengths and proportions between the upward m otion and lateral expansion of the driver
are applied). O ur sscond Intention is to emulate an expanding are region or the lateral
expansion ofthe CM E anks for whith we use synthetic expansion pro ls. Such kind
ofm odel nput is considered for a source that acts as piston driver m echanism for the
wave. The results from the m odelw ill be com pared to the kinem atics of the January 17,
2005 M oreton wave to estin ate what kind of source expansion reproduces the general

characteristics of the cbserved wave kinem atics best.

W e suppose that the source accelkrates to a high velocity, which causes a large

am plitude coronal disturbance that is capable of com pressing the underlying chrom osgohere
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to produce the M oreton wave. The tem large-am plitude waves should em phasize that
the wave evolution can not be described through lnearized equations. For m ore details
on the tem inology of large scale waves we refer to Vrsnak (2005) and W amuth (2007).
In the case of a large am plitude wave, the rest fram e velocity w of a given wavefront
elem ent (heremnafter called \signal") depends on two quantities. F irst, it depends on the
localm agnetosonic speed v, 5, which is Jarger than In the unperturbed plagn a due to the
plasn a com pression, and is thus related to the perturbation am plitude. Second, it must
be taken into account that a given signal propagates through a m oving plaan a, since the
pllana ow velociy u associated w ith the perturoation am plitude is not negligble (see
Fig.[4a). Consequently, the rest fram e velocity of the signalequalstow = V,s+ u (see
Landau & Lifshitz[1987), ie., elem ents of lJarger am plitude propagate faster. D ue to the
nonlinear evolution ofthe wave front, itspro le steepens and after a certain tim e/distance a
discontinuity form s, m arking the onset of shock form ation (Landau & Lifshit=z1987%;M ann

1995;Vrsnak & Lulic|2000;|Zic et alll2008).

G enerally, the dependence of v, s on the perturbation am plitude cannot be expressed
straightforwardly. H owever, in the case ofa low plasm a-to-m agnetic pressure ratio which
is assum ed here, the relhtionship sinpli es, since the A Ifiren velocity vy ismudh larger
than the sound speed, and under the frozen—-in condition in the case of perpendicular wave
propagation, the plasn a density  is proportional to the m agnetic eld strength B, ie.
Vs Va / P " .Vrsnak & Lulic (2000) have shown that in such a situation the relationship
between the local propagation speed and the am plitude becom es very sim ple: the local
value of v, can be expressed as vy = vag + U=2, where v, ¢ is the localA lfven velocity In
the unperturbed plasn a. Bearing In m Ind that w = v3 + u, one nally nds that the wave

elem ent propagates at the rest fram e speed w = v + 3u=2 [Vrsnak & Lulic(2000).

Since the phase velocity of the signal depends on its am plitude u and the am bient
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A Ifiren velocity va o, the evolution of the wavefront depends on the spatial distrioution of
Va o and the evolution of the am plitude. The sin plest possible situation is propagation of
thewave In amedium where v o isuniform . In such a case, the phase velocity changes only
due to the am plitude evolution, which is govermed by the energy conservation. For exam pl,
in the case of a spherically sym m etric source, creating a soherdically sym m etric wavefront
F ig.[db), the am plitude is inversely proportional to the distance d, ie., decreases asd !,
whereas in the cylindrical symm etry it decreases asd ™ [Landau & Lifshiz|1987). Note
that In the case of freely-propagating shock waves (plasts), the am plitude decreases also
because the kading edge of the perturbation (having the highest velocity) propagates faster
than the low-am plitude segm ents In the trailing edge. This causes perturbation pro le
broadening, which must be com pensated by an am plitude decrease (Landau & Lifshitz

1987) 14

O f oourse, In the solar corona the A Ifiren velocity is far from being uniform . Even if
the coronal structural Inhom ogeneities are neglected, it changes w ith height and depends
on the distance from active regions (eg., W amuth & M ann 2005). In such a situation,
where the spatial distrlbbution of vi o is generally unknown, one has to Investigate the
w avefront kinem atics by calculating the am plitude evolution for various reasonable spatial
distributions of vy o . However, instead of this, we apply an analogous procedure, where we
take v, ¢ uniform , and describe the signal am plitude and the phasevelocity evolution by
di erent functional form s. In other words, Instead of presum Ing a function that describes

the change of v ¢ w ith distance d from the wave source, we directly presum e a function that

’Note that in a mediim where the A Ifren velocity decreases steeply enough w ith the
distance, the kading edge m ight be slower than the trailing edge. In such a case, the

w avefront slow s down, w hereas the am plitude increases.
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describes the wave evolution. In particular, we use the powerdaw fiinction

fd=4d 1)

and exponential function

fd)=e " @)

Applying di erent decay lngths (denoted In the powerdaw function by and in the
exponential by p) we can reproduce a weak or strong attenuation of the signal. N ote that
f = 1 would represent a plane wave w ithout decay as achieved forp! 1 and ! 0.0n

the other hand, large or am allp represents a strong attenuation.

Beside the power-daw and exponential function, we also em ply as a kind of reference,
the functions:

fd = p= 3)

Q;CF'_‘

and

1
fd)=—; 4)
d

which describbe the am plitude decrease of cylindrically and soherically sym m etric sound

w aves, resoectively.

The Initial am plitude of a given signal is detem ined by the velocity of the source
surface vg. At the starting tim e ty when the signal is Jaunched, u () = vs (), since the
ow velociy has to be equal to the contactsurface velocity. T he geom etry of the source
is considered as a radially expanding surface of cylindrical (arcade expansion) or spherical
shape (Volum e expansion) w ith a radius r ) centered at the height h (t). Applying the
HuygensFresnel principle, one nds that due to the presum ed symm etry of the source and
the presum ed hom ogeneity of the ambient plaan a, the wavefront elem ents are concentric

w ith the source surface (cf. Figs.[4b,[H and[g).
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W e follow the signals which are em itted continuously from the source surface for the
tin e span tp untila certain tine t, at each smalltinestep t= t; *t ;. Thedistance x
traveled by the signal from the tim e ty when it was am itted, until the tin e t;, is calculated

feratively. U sing the expression

3
xE)=xG 1)+ VAot vs& 1) > f& 1) t; ®)

we obtaln the distance from the source region center, d(t) = rp) + x (), where r () is
the radius of the source surface at the tin e ty, when the signalwas em itted F ig.[4db). Note

that x ) = 0 and d () = r (), and Eq.[H has to be integrated from t, to t..

Considering the m in icked M oreton wave as the extension of the outem ost signal
m easured at the solar surface (cf. arrow s In F igs.[5 and [8), we derive oreach tine step t
the propagation of the wave as distance dy (t) . Herelnafter, this outem ost signal that is

considered to m In ic the M oreton wave, w illbe denoted as the ground track signal G T S).

4. Im plem entation and interpretation of the m odel

In the follow Ing, distance-tin e plots and velocity pro ls are shown for the propagated
GTS resulting from ourm odel. The results are confronted w ith the cbserved M oreton wave
kinem atics. D ue to the huge spectrum of possibilities cbtained by varying and com bining
the di erent m odel param eters, we w ill show here only representative m odel resuls, ie.
those which m atch the observational criteria of the M oreton wave best. The successfiil
m odelw ill reproduce the general characteristics of the observed M oreton wave in tem sof1)
kinem atics, 2) velocity evolution (increasing velocity until 0947 UT followed by decreasing
velociy), and 3) shock form ation around the onset of the type ITburst ( 0943 UT), ie,,

before or close In tin e to the rst appearance ofthe M oreton wave ( 0944 UT).
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T he wave-like disturbance that generates the M oreton wave is assum ed to propagate
approxin ately near the coronalbase. Under this assum ption, the value for vy ¢ lies n the
range of 300{600 km s ! W amuth & M ann |2005). To ease the com parison between the
m odel results and the observations (pearing in m ind also other aspects of the CM E/ are
event) we use for the m odel the absolute tine in UT . T he param eter ty varies around

0942 UT which is close to the onsst of the fast acoeleration stage ofthe CM E and the

areonsst n H and HXRs. The param eter t. is the tin e at which the M oreton wave
was observed the last tine ( 954 UT; seeVeronig et alli2006). The tin e range t {t. is
subdivided into tin e steps =10 s, 1ie. each 10 seoonds the position of the wavefront and

the GTS is calculated.

41. M odelresults based on observed CM E kinem atics

In Fig.[d we give a snapshot of the propagated signals (circles) that were em itted
during the upward m otion (along the y-axis) of an expanding source. The kinem atics
for the upward m oving source is taken from the CM E observations, and the type of
source expansion acts as a combined bow shodck/piston driver for the em itted signals w ith
r)=h ©)=02, ie. source size is proportional to height at each tin e t. The decay of the
signal is based on a cylindrical geom etry of the source (see Equ.[3). The rst signals are
an itted at tp= 94152 UT when the CM E had a height ofh (t)=105M m and an iniial size
ofr{g)=21 Mm . The surrounding A Ifven speed of the unperturoed plasn a is chosen as
Vao=400km s . From t, on, we follow the signals every 10 s, until they have reached a
certain extension at .= 95352 UT (F ig.[9). N ote that signals which are Jaunched right after
ty have the longest tim e to evolve, signals launched close to t. the shortest. At 95352 UT
the CM E has a height ofh (t)=1570 Mm and a size of r(t.)=314Mm . The arrow in Fig.[3

Indicates the propagated distance dy (£)=881 Mm ofthe GTS, ie.the m in icked M oreton



{14 {

wave at 95352 UT.

Fig.[d shows the calculated G TS distance versus tin e using the cbserved CM E
kinem atics as nput for the upward m oving source for two di erent types of the source
expansion. T he top panel of F ig.[d is supposed to m in ic a combination of a bow shock and
piston driven scenario; the source was expanding during its upward m otion selfsim ilarly
w ith a constant ratio of r (t)=h (t) = 0:6. The bottom panel of F ig.[8 supposes the source to
act as a rgid-body driver, ie. the radius was kept constant during its upward m ovem ent

wih r{)=140 M m , In itating a bow -shock scenario.

T he derived kinem atics of the GT S show a distinct feature ofa \knee" as indicated in
the top panel of F ig.[d. The feature occurs when a later em itted G T S passes the preceding

oneg, ie. the knee m arks the tim e of the shock form ation (Vrsnak & ILulic|2000).

From Fig.[d it can be seen that the rst phase of the cbserved M oreton wave could
be partly m In icked but not is Jater evolution. T he knee, which represents the tim e of the
shock fom ation, occurs 4{6 m Inutes after the rst M oreton wave front was ocbserved.
In Fig.[] the according velocity pro les are plotted for the scenarios presented in F ig.[8.
For both scenarios, CM E acting as com bined bow /piston and bow driver, the GTS is
of decreasing velocity until 0947 UT and the velocity ofthe GTS at 0951 UT (last
observational data point) is about 1.5 tim es as high as for the cbserved M oreton wave.
Hence, the CM E is a too fast driver which generates a too fast GT S at large distances.

A though various kinds of param eter values were applied, it was not possibl to reproduce
the general observational characteristics of the M oreton wave. From this we conclude that,

using a fast upward m oving driver for the m odel, lke the cbserved CM E, all generated

3In the speci ¢ case of our m odel the overtaking G TS was launched when the source

goeed changed from subsonic to supersonic.
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GTS pro ls reveal 1) increasing velocity affer 0947 UT and 2) a shock fom ation
severalm inutes after the rst observed front of the M oreton wave (cf. Fig.[2), which is not

consistent w ith the observations.

42. M odelresults based on a synthetic kinem atical pro le of the source

From the calculated GT S kinem atics using realCM E cbservations, it becam e clear that
the radially upward m oving CM E, in itating a bow or com bined bow /piston scenario, cannot
reproduce the observed M oreton wave characteristics. In order to Investigate altemative
driving m echanian s, we use as input param eters a synthetic kinem atics of an expanding
source acting as piston m echanian . A s sin plest approadh, we assum e that during the radial
expansion the center of the source is xed at the surface, ie. h (t)= 0, In oxder to in itate
a spherical or cylindrical piston. The synthetic kinem atics consists of an acceleration
phase t, of constant acoeleration a, until a certain velocity is reached by which the source
expands further. This enables us to study the signalevolution em itted from very di erently

expanding driving sources, ranging from sudden im pulsively to gradually accelerating.

In Figs.[8 and [9 a relatively gradual expansion of a spherical piston is represented.
W e use as Input an initial source size of r )= 140 M m accelerating over a tin e span of
t,=400 swith a=28 km s ? ( nalvelocity 1120 km s !). The arrow i Fig.[8 indicates
the propagated distance dy () ofthe GT S, ie. the m in icked M oreton wave. The shock
form ation tin e was cbtained at 09:48:32 U T, hence, severalm nutes after the rst M oreton
wave front was cbserved. T he corresponding velocity pro ke (shown in Fig.[11l as dashed
line) reveals an increase of velocity ofthe G T S In the late propagation phase after 0947UT,
although a strong decay (exponential) was applied to the GT S its kinem atics. Sim ilar to
what we ocbtained applying the cbserved CM E kinem atics such an accelkration behavior of

the source cannot m in ic the cbserved M oreton wave. To com pensate for the delayed tin ing
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of the shock fomm ation, a shorter and m ore In pulsive acceleration of the source expansion

would be required to reproduce adequately the M oreton wave propagation.

T he top panel of F ig.[10 show s the expansion of a sm aller source of r ()= 110 M m ofa
shorter and stronger acceleration (=160 s; a=4.8 km s ?) in com parison to the previous
soenario. The calculated GTS from this case show s a very good m atch w ith the cbserved
M oreton wave kinem atics as well as its velocity pro ke (dotted line in Fig.[11). The tin .ng
of the shock fom ation at 9:44:332 UT is close to the st detected M oreton wave front
( 94430UT). Sihce after the shock fom ation the GT S propagates faster than the later
an itted signals we assum e that the source is acting only tem porarily as piston. The tin e
range during which the wavefront evolves Independently from the driver is indicated as
dashed gray line in Fig.[10. From this we derive, the source surface would need to expand
from the hiialsize 0of110Mm up to 170 M m to m in ic the resulting M oreton wave (solid
gray line in Fig.[10). The initial source size of 110 Mm would roughly correspond to the
diam eter of the active region (cf. Fig.[3). A further scenario is presented In the bottom
panel of F ig.[10 w ith source param eters com prising an initial size of r()=50 Mm and a
very in pulsive expansion (short and strong acceleration) oft,=80 sand a=8 km s 2. The
synthetic kinem atics of the calculated G T S m atches the cbserved M oreton wave reasonably
and the shock fom ation for this scenario takes place at 9:42:52 UT . T he source surface,
acting as a tem porary piston, would need to expand from its initial size 0of 50 M m up to
75Mm . Considering the velocity pro e (dashed-dotted line in Fig.[11l) the GT S reaches its
peak velocity before 0947 UT, however, decreases very rapidly. Com pared to the earlier
scenario (source param eters: r(p)=110 Mm; t,=160 s; a=4.8 km s ?; marked w ith the
dotted line in F ig.[11l) them atch isworse, however, still reasonable w ithin the lin its of such

a sin ple m odel.

In Fig.[1ll we show the velocity pro Jes from the sin ulated wave kinem atics as given in
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F igs.[9 and [10, and com pare them to the velocity pro le derived from the observed M oreton
wave (solid line). W e obtan the best m atch for a wave which is assum ed to be driven by
a shortly and strongly accekerating source (dotted line); a m ore in pulsive expansion of
the source would generate a pro ke of com parabl velocity at the last point of observation
close to 0951 UT, but peaks earlier (dashed-dotted line). Such source behavior could be
Interpreted as the expanding anksofa CM E or the volum e expansion ofa are. On the
other hand, a weak and long acceleration sin ilar to the upward m oving CM E (dashed line)
reveals substantial nconsistencies to the ocbserved wave pro ke (late peak, nalvelocity too

high).

5. D iscussion and C onclusion

The analytical m odel presented here is based on tracing the evolution of a large

am plitude wave. This is jasti ed since M oreton waves are caused by a strong com pression
of the chrom osphere (otherw ise the wave would not be seen In H ). There are ssveral
unknown factors whose In plam entation would be beyond the scope of this m odel. For
exam ple, we considered a hom ogeneous corona w here the density and the A Ifven velocity do
not change, neither in the vertical nor in the horizontal direction, taking v, ¢ In the range
300{600 km s !.Recent observational studies showed that them agnetosonic speed v s We
assume v, s Vao) can drop down to a Jocalm lninum of 300{500 km s ! around the height

2R but then rises steadily up to a Jocalm axinum of 1000 km s ! at a height between
3and 4 R Mann et alll2003; W ammuth & M ann 12005). Vrsnak et al. (2004) obtained
from observations of type IT bursts that on average the m agnetosonic speed attains a local
mininum ofv,s 400km s ! around 3R and a broad Iocalm axinum ofv, s 500km s !
In the range of 4{6 R . Besides, the previous CM E event which started about 40 m in

earlier (LA SCO catalogue;lYashiro et alll2004) from the sam e active region m ight a ect the



{18 {

actualvalue of the A Ifiven velocity too.

Furthem ore, we did not take into account the accurate relation between the plagn a
ow and source velocity u, ie.the CM E velocity, but sin ply used a one-to-one relation. W e
approxin ated u by the CM E soeed which is appropriate conceming the upper part of the
m oving and expanding CM E but does not hold for the Jateraldirection, ie., from which the
G T S kinem atics is determ ned. W e tried to acoount for this by reducing the CM E speed
by 60% , thusmantaining the CM E kinem atical pro ke asm odel input but with a lower
soeed. However, also that option did not result In a better m atch between the generated

G T S and the cbserved M oreton wave.

An in portant factor for the derived m odel resuls is the decay factor used to attenuate
the signal. Since In the corona the distrbution of density (r), m agnetic eld B (r), and
A lfven speed i (r) are unknown, we use di erent \decay functions" (see Equ.[d{4). &t
had to satisfy two criteria: it should be strong enough to decelerate the signal in its
late propagation phase but should not, due to its strength, delay the tin ing of the shock
form ation. W e used geom etry dependent factors adapted from sound waves (cylindrical
and spherical), ie., w thout In plem enting a m agnetic eld (for details seelZic et alll2008).
Fom aldecay factors, lke power-law and exponential functions, were used to put the decay
to the lim its either having no attenuation or very strong attenuation and to account for the
unknown distribbution of v, 5. [Pagano et al. (2007) investigated the role ofm agnetic elds
for an expanding and upward traveling CM E and showed that a spherical cloud w ithout
amagnetic eld drives a wave that propagates to longer distances than that with a weak
open eld (see Fig.7 In [Pagano et all.l2007). This in plies that the presence of a m agnetic

eld would result in a stronger signal decay than cbtained from our sin ple approaches.
Sihce we were not abl to reproduce the wave using the Iim its for the decay factor (strong

versus no attenuation), we suppose that even utilizing m ore sophisticated decay factors, the
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disturbance generated by the CM E forehead would not be able to reproduce the observed

M oreton wave.

U sing the cbserved CM E kinem atics as input param eters the m odel could not
reproduce the general characteristics of the ocbserved M oreton wave. The tin .ng of the
shock form ation (\knee") was not appropriate but occurred later than the rst cbserved
M oreton wave front. T he velocity pro lewasnot conform and the nalvelocity wastoo high
In com parison to the cbserved M oreton wave. By varying the niial source size aswell as
the behavior during the source evolution (oow , piston or combined bow /piston driver), the
G T S kinam atics was shifted to a Jarger or an aller propagation distance, how ever, the shock
fom ation always appeared too late (see alsolZic et alll2008). Sin ilar resuls are cbtained
by applying di erent start tim es for the signal ty and di erent local A Ifven velocities vag .
T hus, experin enting w ith all these di erent param eters dem onstrated that the M oreton
wave could not be reproduced when taking the kinem atics of the radial outw ard m ovem ent

ofthe CM E as Input for the m odel.

This nally pushed us to use synthetic kinam atics In order to in itate other possible
drivers for the signal. So far it was clearly derived from them odel that the source expansion
needs to be m ore In pulsive (early shock fomm ation). For synthetic kinem atics of stronger
and shorter acceleration of the source surface expansion (3-D piston type) we found a good
m atch between the m odel generated signal and the observed M oreton wave. The tin ing
of the shock form ation is, when using these kinem atical pro les, n good agreem ent w ith
the appearance of the rst M oreton wave front. U sing an exponential attenuation factor
(s2e Equ.[2) with short signaldecay lengths the best m atch to the observed M oreton wave
could be found. On average the A lfven M ach numberM , from such synthetic kinem atics
are w ithin the range of M , 1.5{3 which agrees w ith cbserved A lfven M ach numbers for

M oreton waves (eg.Narukage et alll2002; W am uth et alll20042). The initial source size
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and its expansion din ension that is necessary to m In ic the cbserved M oreton wave can be

Interpreted as the Jaterally expanding CM E  anks or the volum e expansion ofthe are.

Pom oellet all (2008) concluded from a 2D m agnetohydrodynam ic sim ulations that
for the drver of a M oreton wave a high acceleration during a short tin e interval is
necessary. T his was interpreted to require a strong lateral expansion, either lift-o of an
overpressured ux rope or them al explosion-kind of energy release. Likew ise, [Zic et all
{2008) obtained from a 3D analyticalm odel that a short acceleration phase up to high
velocities ( 1000 km s ') within a Jow A lfen velocity environm ent is necessary to create
a shock that is capable of causing type II bursts In the dm /m wavelength range and H

M oreton waves.

Concluding, for the January 17, 2005 event under study it is unlkely that the bow
shock of the CM E generated the observed M oreton wave. The CM E is a too gradually
acelerating source in the lift-o phase and a too fast one In the later evolution phase to
cause the observed M oreton wave kinem atics. An in pulsively accelerated expansion of a
source surface acting as a tam porary piston would be a m ore appropriate m echanisn to
generate the observed M oreton wave. Possble driving m echanism s would be the laterally
expanding CM E anks or the in pulsive volum e expansion ofthe are. T he latter scenario
would be In accordance w ith the are mitiated \blast wave" scenario proposed from
cbservational results for the kinem atics of M oreton waves (seelW _am uth et alli2001,12004z;
Vrsnak et alll2002) but n contrast to the num erical m odel by IChen et al. (2002) who
clain ed that M oreton waves correspond to the piston-driven shock over the CM E . For
the future i would be in portant to have m ore such com plkte data sets lncluding both,
observations from the early CM E evolution (upward m oving front as well as expanding

anks) and detailed cbservations of M oreton waves, in order to validate the presented

resuls.
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line) using cbserved CM E kinem atics as input for them odel. T he di erent param eter values
used are speci ed in the legend. The solid gray lne is the kinem atics of the driver of the
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com bined bow /piston driven scenario is applied using a ratio r (t)=h )= 0.6 or the increase
of the source size during its upward m ovam ent. Bottom panel: a bow shodk driven scenario
is applied, ie. kesping the source size constant (r ()= 140 M m ) during its upw ard m ovem ent.
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source representing a spherical piston. T he synthetic kinem atical pro le would be appropri-
ate for a fast upward moving CM E event. D i erent param eter values are speci ed in the

legend.
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Fig. 10.

Sam e as Fig.[d but for synthetic kinam atical pro les of di erent source sizes,

acceleration tin es and strengths. D i erent param eter values are soeci ed in the kegends.
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Fig. 11.| Velocity pro les derived from the sinulated waves as shown i Figs.[d and [I0.
T he dashed line represents the wave driven by a source region expansion ofa=2.8km s Z and
t,= 400 s. The dashed-dotted line represents the source region expansion ofa=8.0 km s 2,
t,= 80 s, whereas the dotted line showsthecasea=48km s 2 and t,= 160 s. For com parison

the velocity pro l of the cbserved M oreton wave is plotted as solid Ine.
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