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ABSTRACT

Context. Extreme UV (EUV) and X-ray loops in the solar corona connegiions of enhanced magnetic activity, but they are not
usually rooted in the dark umbrae of sunspots because thregstnagnetic field found there suppresses convection. Teé@émthat

the Poynting flux of magnetic energy into the upper atmogptgamot significant within the umbra as long as there are it bgdges

or umbral dots.

Aims. Here we report a rare observation of a coronal loop rootedardark umbra of a sunspot without any traces of light bridges
umbral dots. This allows us to investigate the loop withoutmconfusion from background or line-of-sight integrateffects.

Methods. We used the slit-jaw images and spectroscopic data frormteefdce Region Imaging Spectrograph (IRIS) and concentra
on the line profiles of @v and Siiv that show persistent strong redshifted components in the footed in the umbra. Using the
ratios of Orv, we can estimate the density and thus investigate the mas3 Ha coronal context and temperature diagnostics of these
observations is provided through the EUV channels of thedheric Imaging Assembly (AIA).

Resuits. The coronal loop, embedded within cooler downflows, hogtesonic downflows. The speed of more than 100 &hisson

the same order of magnitude in the transition region lingd sfand Siv, and is even seen at comparable speed in the chromospheric
Mg IT LINES. AT A PROJECTED DISTANCE OF WITHIN 1”7 OF THE FOOTPOINT, WE SEE A SHOCK TRANSITION TO SMALLER DOWNFLOW SPEEDS OF ABOUT
15km S_l BEING CONSISTENT WITH MASS CONSERVATION ACROSS A STATIONARY ISOTHERMAL SHOCK.

Conclusions. WEe SEE NO DIRECT EVIDENCE FOR ENERGY INPUT INTO THE LOOP BECAUSE THE LOOP IS ROOTED IN THE DARK UNIFORM PART OF THE
UMBRA WITH NO LIGHT BRIDGES OR UMBRAL DOTS NEAR BY. THUS ONE MIGHT CONCLUDE THAT WE ARE SEEING A SIPHON FLOW DRIVEN FROM THE
FOOTPOINT AT THE OTHER END OF THE LOOP. HOWEVER, FOR A FINAL RESULT DATA OF SIMILAR QUALITY AT THE OTHER FOOTPOINT ARE NEEDED, BUT

THIS IS TOO FAR AWAY TO BE COVERED BY THE IRIS FIELD OF VIEW.
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1. Introduction However, the studies cited here — and in fact most corondt stu
ies — siffer from line-of-sight confusion, background emission,

High-resolution imaging and spectroscopy of extreme U§Nd moderate spatial resolution, which completely limodand
(EUV) emission in solar coronal loopsfer key diagnostics to footpoint d|agnost|cs.|n the TR and_co.rona. It is highly desi
understand how magnetic energy is converted into thermal &Rl€ to have observations of EUV emission from isolatedieako
ergy. Diagnostics such as the Doppler velocity, densitgtam- 100PS and associated footpoints to place constraints olode
perature of the plasma are of particular interest as thesalgie N€ating models. One example is the investigation of theirgol
thermal evolution of coronal loops (for a recent review ori-va ©f @ rather isolated loop in the periphery of an active regipn
ous aspects of coronal loops and 3D modeling,Reale 2014 Ug_art_e-Urra et al(2009. In contrast, finding an isolated foot-
Peter 2015 Over the last decade imaging and spectroscopic diRint is much more diicult.

servations in combination with magnetograms have provisked ~ In the light of the above discussion, we searched the daabas
formation on the coupling of coronal loops to the underlyingf the Interface Region Imaging Spectrograph (IRD&;Pontieu
magnetic field (e.g.Del Zanna & Mason 20Q3Viarsch et al. et al. 2014, which provides unprecedented observations of the
2004 and have improved our understanding of coronal loogg§romosphere and TR &0”.33 resolution. We looked for iso-
and flows within these loop structures. In the transitioricreg lated footpoints and their loops — which are in fadfidult to
(TR) from the chromosphere to the corona it has been obseragpoint — and we identified isolated coronal loops and their
that the footpoints of 1 MK active region loops have strongsem footpoints that are rooted in the center of the observed ambr
sion at log" [K] =5.4 to 5.8 and an electron density) of about which is an unusual place to find them. The theoretical reason
10° cm3 (Del Zanna 2003Young et al. 200Y, while n, of ac- ing why coronal loops should not be rooted in the center of the
tive regions in the TR typically exceeds®@m3 (e.g.,Doschek umbrais based on the simple argumentthat the strong fiefgin t
1997). Other well studied features of active region loops are patmbra suppresses any significant horizontal motions arsciieu
vasive and persistent downflows in the TR emission lines, a@rtical Poynting flux into the upper atmosphere is very $mal
upflows in the hotter EUV linedel Zanna 2008Tripathi et al. there, which is confirmed in 3D magnetohydrodynamic models
2009. Hara et al (2008 reported enhanced non-thermal velocite-g.,Chen et al. 2012015.

ties near the footpoints of active region loops, and regésiipta There are dterent views based on observations whether
etal.(2015 derived properties of a coronal loop along its lengttzoronal loops visible in EUV and X-ray emission connect into
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Fig. 1. Contextual maps of AR 12108 and the region of interest takem the SDO/HMI and AlA observations. (ayDO/HMI
line-of-sight magnetogram saturated=#50 G. (b)SDO/AIA 1600 A channel image mainly showing the chromospheraeRa(c)
and (d) display AIA 171 A and 193 A maps. The intensities ingiaiic) and (d) are in logarithmic scale. The white solid aast:d
rectangles in panels (a) and (c) indicate the regions of BRt$aw and raster scan observations, respectively.lithalpanels we
identify the regions of interest with isolated umbral cabloops in red. One such loop is traced with a white dottegeuk zoom
into the region indicated by the red rectangle is shown inZEilyorth is up.

sunspot umbrae. For examplegukal (1975 argued that the km s and weaker upflows above a lightbridge in many spec-
brightest loops in the EUV observations are associatedfluith tral lines recorded by IRIS. They interpreted the obseovesti
tubes leading to the umbrae of sunsp&ams et al(1992) dis- as cool material falling as coronal rain along thermallytans
cussed X-ray observations where they see no bright loogs orible loops. They observed fast apparent downflows in the 1400 A
nating in the umbra. However, there are several studietettla  slit-jaw time sequence, suggesting that the material igedd
bright EUV sunspot plumes and their flow channels (8/gltby  cooler plasma at the TR temperatures, i.e., aroufdK1Straus
et al. 1998 Brynildsen et al. 1998200]). Dammasch et al. et al.(2015 investigated another supersonic downflow event in
(2008 inferred that sunspot plumes are common footpoints afsunspot above the lightbridge. They identified that therdow
several active region loops. Some of the observed plumés prlow components are steady for aimost 80 minutes and show up
ably have their roots at the centers of umbrae. Neverthedess as “satellite” lines of Siv and Owv TR lines, redshifted by90
ing to their bright dense structure, it is ofterffiult to identify km s™'. The authors interpreted their results as evidence of a
isolated loops in the plumes, at least close to their foatjsoin  stationary termination shock due to a supersonic downflosv in
the case we report here of a rare loop being rooted in the ymhgeol umbral loop. Such supersonic downflows in IRIS observa-
weak or little emission from the background umbra allowsws tions were earlier noticed bian et al.(20143.
clearly trace the TR part of the loop to its footpoint. Furthere, In contrast to the studies of Kleint et al. (2014) and Straus e
we are able to unambiguously identify these loops in the 1714 (2015), we investigate here the loops rooted in the dantira
and 193 A channel observations obtained from the Atmospheyiithout the signatures of lightbridges. In the light of tHeome
Imaging Assembly (AIALemen et al. 201Pon board theSolar  discussion (i.e., suppression of convective motions tieguin
Dynamics Observatory (SDO; Pesnell et al. 20)2These umbral only a small vertical energy flux being injected into the uppe
loops can be completely traced to their other footpointse®o atmosphere), the scenario of isolated loops in the umbratis n
close to the umbra of the leading opposite polarity sunspot. obvious. Furthermore, only sit-and-stare observatiornrswsed
o ) in previous studies, i.e., no detailed spatial informatbrsirv
Recently, there has been growing interest in the detectigRd Ow of the structures exist. Here we investigate maps of Si
and analysis of the evolution of small-scale brighteningsns and O and relate them to the coronal structures seen in AlA.
in the IRIS 1400A slit-jaw imagesTian et al. (2014 ob- We study the spatial variation of the flow characteristicmgl
served several subarcsec bright dots above sunspots amahpenhe loop; in particular, we can locate and investigate theekh
bra in the TR. They are mostly short-lived features (i 300 #jont of the high-speed downflow from the upper atmosphere
that show broadened profiles of theigiline at 1403 A. Based hitting the dense plasma at the footpoint. Having obsertied t
on AlIA observations, the authors suggested that these gets ®otpoint and connecting loop, the results presented hdie w
peared to be located at the base of loop-like structu¢k=int provide a better picture of the nature of flows in the TR andfthe
et al. (2014 reported bursts of supersonic downflows up to 208ossible origin.
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Fig.2. Coronal loop rooted in sunspot umbra. The panels show thHerred interest at various wavelengths obtained from IRIS
rasters averaged over five subsequent scans (09:37 UT —W0)0Panel (a) shows the photosphere as seen in the far wikig af
near 2832.83A. Panels (b) to (e) show the intensity in limesfthe chromosphere to the upper transition region as deddoy
IRIS and labeled with the plots. In panel (e) we mark the liocadf a loop footpoint in red, while the white region (encdsbhy
the dash-triple-dotted line) and green region (enclosetthéylash-dotted line) indicate the coronal loop itself dreddackground
umbra, respectively. Line profiles from these regions aosvstin Fig.3. For comparison, the location of the footpointis also shown
in all other panels. A snapshot of the coronal emission asrded by AIA in the 171 A channel is shown in panel (f) at a time i
the middle of the IRIS observations (09:51 UT). The field @wishown here is indicted by the red rectangle in Eig The yellow
box in panel (d) is the field of view shown in Fig.. North is left (i.e., the AlA image here is rotated counteregwise by 90 with
respect to Figl).

2. Observations denote redshifts. The rest wavelengths of various FUV sakect
. . lines analyzed here are taken fr&andlin et al(1986. To pro-
\2/\(/)e1 used c_altl_brate}d Isvel 2 data fromf TOIBE( tP ontieu et a(lj. Sy.ide context to IRIS observations and to gain knowledge en th
: 4> consisting or a imé sequence o raster scans an gfnperature diagnostics at various regions of interesthave
jaw images of a sunspot in the active region AR 12108 aWgyo\qed data from six EUV channels from AlAémen et al.
from_ the disk center at (423—1_82’).l The observations were 2012 in our analysis (94 A, 131A, 171A, 193A, 2114, and
opane on 2014 u . Strlg 10721 UT, 10 € 0181655, cxamind ne-f gt macneograms e
posure time of 4 s at every step and a cadence of 340 s E&JIOSGISFHIC and Magnetic Imager (HMBcherrer et al. 2012

raster. The roll angle of IRIS slit was 90° for these observ frboardsDO.

tions. In our analysis, we mainly focus on five rasters (25-29 Figyre1 shows the maps of AR 12108 in varioSBO ob-
starting at 09:37 UT), which are free from contamination dugsryaples. The IRIS slit-jaw and raster scans covered inega

to showers of charged particles on the detectors. We co&ig |4rity sunspot in that active region. In Fig: AIA 171 A loops
these rasters to subpixel-level accuracy using Cros®i@iions ¢, phe seen rooted in the umbra (enclosed in the red box). The
of photospheric scans in the wing of Mgk. For the absolute |, hra) field strength in the vicinity of these loops is in essef
wavelength ca!lbratlon of fgr-ultrawolet (FUV) spectwee cal- 1 kG. These loops are also visible in AIA 193 A (Figl), even
culated centroids of the @line at 1355.59 A. The mean of theihough they appear less clear in this channel. However,dtey
derived line centroid was systematically redshifted-,056 A, not visible in the hotter channels of AIA (e.g., 335A). There

which was subtracted from the original FUV wavelength arraa/re small, faint, bright patches at (426-180") in AIA 1600 A

(amounting to a Doppler redshift ef 12.3 km s?). In the rest . . .
: . o~ . channel (Figlb), which are close to the footpoints of the umbral
of this paper, we follow the convention that positive velies loops. They are most likely due to the contribution of thesC

1 The data are available at httfris.Imsal.com. doublet at 1548 A and 1550A to the 1600A channel because




Chitta et al.: Coronal loop in a sunspot umbra

Doppler Velocity (km s™ Doppler Velocity (km s™
-300-200-100 Oy 100 %OO —150—158 -50 O 50 18)0 150
100 T T T T LAAARAAN 100 T T T T T T T
i (0) [ (b)]
8ok Footpoint || O IV 1401.1 ] 80 Si IV 1402.7]
----- — Loop x 4 F 1
" - = Umbra x 4 "
§ 60 F Quiet Sun § 60 F i
o i o i
O O
C I C
2 [ 2 [
o 40 o 40
< | < L
a a
20r 20
0 ot
1399.5 1401.0 1402.5 1402.0 1402.5 1403.0 1403.5
Wavelength (A) Wavelength (A)

Fig. 3. Average line profiles of @ and Siv in selected regions. These regions are the loop footpadi,(the loop itself (blue)
and the background umbra (green) as indicated inZeigThe black dashed line shows an average quiet Sun spectijaceat
to the sunspot (in the right panel scaled by 0.5 for bettabiity). The top axes give the wavelength in Doppler shifiits with
respect to the rest wavelength ofivdand Siv, respectively. The thin vertical line in both the panelsresponds to the respective
zero Doppler shift. See Seétl

they occur at the same locations where we see bright poitits walso clearly visible in Figze shows the same properties, albeit
IRIS in Sitv that forms at roughly the same temperature as Cless clearly because of a lower count rate and a correspglgdin
(cf. Fig. 2d). By following the time sequence of these loops, wemaller signal-to-noise ratio in the IRIS FUV rasters. Altigh
infer that the footpoints at the other end of these loops@oted it is fainter in the Qv line that forms at 0.14 MK (FigRe), it

in or near the umbra of the leading sunspot with positiverityla appears that the lower loop is brighter than the upper loop in
One such loop is highlighted as a white dotted curve inT8g. AIA 171 A at 1 MK (Fig.2f). This suggests that the lower loop

To illustrate the overall structure of the loops and theatfo is hotter than the formation temperature ofvO

points in the umbra in Fi@ we show time-averaged raster
maps (mean of all five co-aligned rasters) from the IRIS ol&- R
servations. The photosphere seen at 2832.83A in the wing of
the Mgu line showing the umbra and penumbral structures &1. Flows in the TR lines

displayed in Fig2a. The upper atmosphere in the same fle%e separate the identified isolated structure into its foiot@nd

of view that was seen n the Mg k. core, CH. 1335A, Siv loop to study their individual properties. The spatio-temg av-
1403 A, and Qv 1401 A with increasing formation temperaturegaged spectra of ® and Siv in various regions selected in
oflogT [K] =4.0,4.4,4.9,and 5.15 |s_d|s_played in _I'—Zg.—e. An Fig.2e are plotted in FigB.
AlA 171 A snapshot of the same region is shown in RigThe Two prominent Doppler velocity features, which are spa-
cooler TR lines (GI and S"V) show rich structures in the Umbratia”y decoupled, emerge from these p|0ts_ The ﬁrst, thenmai
while the hotter Qv line shows the structures directly associategomponent at the footpoint (in red), is a subsonic downflow at
with the loops also seen at coronal temperatures in AIA 171 8bout 10 kms! to 15 kms?! with a weak tail at higher red-
Combined IRIS SJI at 1400 A and AIA 171 A movies indicatehifts that reaches 100 kmis(visible in Fig.3a). The second,
that many of the features are also footpoints of faint lodys$, loop segment (in blue) shows a dominant supersonic downflow
are not prominently seen in @ line. In Fig.2e, we outline var- at 100 kms! with an apparent subsonic downflow component
ious structures (footpoint in red, loop in white, and backgrd at 10kms?®. In the Ow profiles (Fig3a), almost all of this
umbra in green). The footpoint and loop seen by IRIS and Alglower component in the loop, at 10 kmtscan be associated
remained spatially steady during the five raster scans, isigowwith the background emission emerging from the umbra (gteen
no lateral motions and so we estimate that the lifetime afeheHowever, in the Siv loop profile (Fig.3b), intensity from the
loops is at least 22 minutes. The position of the footpointisr- umbra alone cannot account for the observed slower componen
laid on all the other panels of Fig.to show its spatial relation because the i rasters of the sunspot show much richer struc-
with the surrounding umbra. We note that the footpoint can leres in the umbra than those ofiQ(see Fig2d—e). For exam-
seen as a small-scale bright region in the cooler lines 2Big. ple, the Siv bright dot near (10,8"”) in Fig.2d contributes to
and c). the slower component in the Siloop profile. The ratio of Siv

In this paper we will concentrate on one of the two loop$394 A and 1403 A lines at the footpoint is found to be equal
originating from the umbra (Fi@e, upper loop, enclosed by theto the optically thin line ratio of 2. In both the umbra and the
dash-triple-dotted line in white). The other loop (lowepj), quiet-Sun spectra, there are no signs of the high-speed, fimws

esults
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cate the time increasing from purple to red (or simply frort+bo
tom to top). The profiles are normalized to their respectiegim
mum after the background subtraction. Two populations e€sp

7 tra are plotted, the footpoint at redshifts10-15 km s! and the
\/\F\/ loop at redshifts- 100 km s?. Evidently, the footpoint shows a

rather steady downflow compared to a gentle acceleratiam see
in the loop segment. This acceleration phase existed throug
out the duration of five raster scans and thus at least 22 gsnut

The magnitudes of these downflows are not as large as thesburst
of high Doppler shifts reported iKleint et al. (2014, but are
- 00 . o0 comparable with the steady supersonic flowsStrfaus et al.
Doppler Velocity (km s™) (2015. However, the latter authors find only a steady-state su-
personic downflow, possibly associated with the lightbei¢igut
no loops connecting to the core of their umbra). Since ouelBbs
A vations have low time resolution, we are unable to comment on
any short-duration bursts. Whether this supersonic dowrifk
longs to the class of coronal rain or a common feature in labps
the TR temperatures remains to be verified, even though an ass
ciation with coronal rain would require a high variabilityhich
we do not see here. In the coronal rain studyKédint et al.
: ‘ . (2014, the authors found bursts of high Doppler shifts of several
Dopsgr Vetoeity <Qﬁosf*> 150 200 spectral lines with an average duration o_f ab_out 20's thmd_as
throughout the 2 hr observations (cf. their Fig. 3). Obsena
o ) very steady flow at the comparably low cadence of the raster
Fig. 4. Stacked plot of the @ and Siv line profiles as a func- scans seems not to be consistent with the high time vatiabili
tion of time. The footpoint spectra cover the whole wavetangthat Kleint et al. (2014) observed. If such a high variapilitere

range and typically peak around 10 kmtsredshift. The 100p present in our data we would expect a greater spatial véitjabi
profiles are displayed only above 40 kO 1v) and 80kms™  glong the loop in our raster maps.

(Siwv) to avoid confusion with the footpoint spectra. They peak = i )
well above 100kms!. The time the profiles are taken is color-, Similar to Straus et al(2019 we find that the supersonic
coded (increasing from purple to red with an increment of 349Wnflows show a gradient in velocity between the lines af Si
s and starting at 09:37 UT). The thin vertical line indicatego @nd Ow. In the loop, the dference in supersonic velocities be-
Doppler shift. See Se@.1 tween Siv 1403 A and Qv 1401 A lines is about 185 kms™;

the plasma downflow seen in Siis faster. The errors quoted
here are due to (1) uncertaintiesof1-2 kms? in measuring
the respective rest wavelength of thavsand Ow lines (refer-
ence wavelength froilBandlin et al. 1986cf. Peter et al(2014)

d (2) the line-fitting uncertainties in determining thatceids
the Owv and Siv line profiles. While appearing to be co-
patial in the raster maps this implies that the two linesfog

t different temperatures have to originate frorfietent source
regions, so the loop we see has to be multi-thermal. Owing to a
efficient thermal conduction along the magnetic field rathem tha

downflows in the loops to subsonic downflows at the footpoin%lross’ the coronal plasma structures are thermally ieslila

cannot be retrieved. This problem is even more severe with Scorlrs1 acl)zg dm(;ar?lsultt?ﬁ:etzter;?]lég"tggéwzltlgngvr\]'teéﬁqe Ergtrl?:%abl
and-stare observations, where there is little informatitong P P ’ P :

andor across the structures. Having observed the coronal Io'(:)%plammg the diferent flow speeds of the two plasma compo-

with an advantageous geometry, we are able to assess tha Jslshovm tl)y S‘t/ ?nd O[kanl tl)e da challeng:jngl tasl;for IO%P .
transition from supersonic to subsonic downflow happens al'y he mc% (ta.alsﬂ 0 Otl)”thOW? ge no mo (Ia SO a; predicts
projected distance of within’lof the footpoint. Such a detailedtslfr(;’e a direrential fiow between two 10ns so close in tempera-
observation of the flow dynamics provides crucial constsdio
loop models that study stationary flows including shockg.(e.  In Fig.5we show the results from single-Gaussian fits of the
Orlando et al. 199band the loop models that predict the distriSjv 1403 A line at the footpoint. From the five rasters, we select
bution of emission along the loops, particularly in UV lifesy., a small region surrounding the footpoint and we fit a Gaussian
Orlando & Peres 1999 the line profile at each pixel. The pixel-wise footpoint Gsias
One peculiarity we noticed is that the quiet-Sun spectra peak intensity maps are plotted in Fig.. The Doppler velocity
our dataset show a net blueshift. In RBY.the quiet-Sun spec- maps (relative shifts in the peak centroid with respect éordst
trum (black dashed line) is weakly blueshifted comparedh&o twavelength) at the footpoint are plotted in Fity. The footpoint
zero Doppler shift (thin vertical line). However, it is w&hown non-thermal width maps (derived from Gaussian widths,gisin
that the TR emission lines with formation temperature belowis_width2velocity.pro routine available insolarsoft) are
logT [K] = 5.7 show net redshifReter & Judge 1999 shown in Fighc. Though these maps are at the limit of what
The time evolution of the @ and Siv line profiles at the IRIS can deliver, they provide some valuable informatioheT
footpoint and the loop at the TR temperatures from the fii@oppler velocity distribution shows uniform subsonic dewn
rasters are shown in Fidg.as a stacked plot. The colors indi-flows across the structure, with the exception of an upflowtpat

&L{v 1401 A |

|
o)
o
o

(i

|
9]
o
o

tablishing the scenario that these supersonic downflowslynai
exist in the loops.

Owing to the optically thin nature of the plasma, in the cas@#1
when the footpoint and loop appear in the line of sight, the-in 0
grated emergent profiles will show both slower and fastemdow”
flow components at the same location. In these cases, theoe i
clear way to decompose the source regions fiédént flows. In
particular, the spatial location of the transition from stgonic
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Fig. 5. Maps of Siv line profile parameters. The peak intensity (a), Doppleoesi¢y (b), and non-thermal width (c) have been
determined through single-Gaussian fits to the line profilSiav at each individual pixel. Each map shows a field of view of
~ 2.4 x 1”.8 that is indicated in Fig2d by a yellow rectangle, and that fully encloses one of thegdoints of the coronal loops
rooted in the umbra. The time the raster maps are acquireedses from from left to right and top to bottom, with a maperex

of about 340s. See Se8tl

in the second tile of Fighb. This upflow behavior is also re- systematically larger than that of pair 2, but considerirglim-
flected in the footpoint spectral profiles shown in Figsecond itations of the density analysis the results from the twaosgpean
profile in the timeline). The origin of this upflow cannot be esbe considered consistent (ont at 6 min is outside the error

tablished with these data. The non-thermal widths agr&mo margins)_ Within the error ||m|ts¢fep andng()p are rough|y con-

with the previous studies (e.@ere & Mason 1993Peter 2001 stant in time, and the density at the footpoint is approxtye

A statistical study of such flow maps at the loop footpoint# witactor of six larger than in the loop. In general, the higleep
shed light on their driving mechanisms and the coronal hgatidownflows dfect the ionization-equilibrium of the plasma such
process itself. that the ions are formed at temperaturekedent from their equi-
librium temperature, which in turnfi@cts the density estimates.
However, theseféects may not be very significant in our density
estimates as the umbral loop is not rooted in an otherwissetten
The flow dynamics and its nature can be further scrutinized firomospheric environment (e.g., plage, network) wheoseh
estimating the electron number density)(along the structure. effects usually become important (see Appeniljx

To this end, we considered ther®@multiplet observed by IRIS, The co-aligned EUV data from the AIA are used to con-
with ratios of line pairs sensitive to the density. We exaain struct diferential emission measures (DEM) of the loop and
two such pairs and their ratios: the line pair 1 at 1401 A arfgotpoint withxrt_dem_iterative2.pro (Weber et al. 2004
1404 A, and the line pair 2 at 1399 A and 1404 A. These linéz0lub et al. 2003 The background subtracted intensity from
and their ratios are in principle sensitive to non-Maxvesilive- the six AIA EUV channels (background region marked in the
locity distributions Dudik et al. 201% however, we ignore such |€ft panel of Fig7), associated photon noise, and the respective
conditions here as they might be less significant than thegesa filter response curves are given as input to the procedurerto ¢
in density. The Qv line at 1401.16A has a 51401.51A line SIrUCt DEM (cm™ K™) at each pixel as function of temperature
blend, which is usually small in a sunspot spectrutednan .+ Where 55 < log,o 7[K] < 6.5. The results are plotted in the
et al. 2002. Furthermore, we assume that thavS1404.77 A rlght p;mel of F|g_7. Each curve is the median of DEM .SOIUI!OHS
blend at Orv 1404.8 A Iiné is also very small becauSeriaca with x~ < 1 obtained from a set of 300 Monte_CarIo lterations.
etal.(2007) suggested that s only has a 4% contribution to the The DEMs along the loop at two locations starting from thefoo

. ST point are plotted in red and black, respectively.
1404 A feature. Noting trIL%se limitations, we compugeat the In Fig.7 the DEM curve closer to the footpoint (red) shows

footpoint :f') and loop (") from the five raster scans based, single peak around Iogj[K] ~5.7, while the DEM curve of
on CHIANTI atomic database version 7.1B¢fre et al. 1997 the |oop itself (black) shows a peak at I#¢K] ~6.2. This indi-
Landi et al. 201pfor line pairs 1 and 2. The background umbrgates that the temperature along the loop is slowly (butomt t
spectrum is subtracted from the original profiles and thiesat strongly) rising from the footpoint upwards. Similar to tie-
are obtained for the total intensity from the respective fmo- |ocity diagnostics, the temperature estimates benefit iatean
file. _ _ wep _line of sight and clear identification of the loop. In casesveh
In Fig.6 we plot the results of derived?® (solid) andne®  the optically thin plasma at fierent source regions with -

(dashed) from the two line pairs. The densn'f.g/ from pair 1 is ent temperature distributions is observed in the line ditsithe

3.2. Density and temperature estimates
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two separate emission distributions seen here would matge imal shock. The Rankine—Hugoniot condition for such iscther
a single broad emission distribution with distinct peakscts mal shocks is given by

emission measures in sunspot plumes were previously axserv

by e.g.,Noyes et al(1985. Similar distinct peaks over an un- vp = M, (1)
derlying broad emission distribution for active region psacat M,%op

the limb were observed byandi & Feldman(2008. Owing to

the limited spatial resolution of AIA and the lack of adeguatwhere vy, (vioop) represent the flow velocity in the footpoint
diagnostics, we cannot fully quantify how much the tempeeat (loop), andM,qop is the Mach number in the loop (cf. Eq. 6 in
increases along the loop. Orlando et al. 1996 The above equation is a result of conser-
vation of mass, momentum along with the isothermal conlitio
in pre- and post-shocked plasma. Here we choose typical flow
velocities observed in this work, i.eup = 100km sl and

Surrounding the loop, we also observed supersonic downflowgs = 15kms™. In the 100p,Mioop = vioop/vs, Whereu, is the

in the Mg k and h lines, which are cooler compared to theound speed in the loop. At therOformation temperature of
TR Si v and Ouv lines. These downflows show up as well0.14 MK, v, = 43kms*. The substitution of the values ofop
defined but broad redshifted components in the wings of thedMqp in Eq.1 yieldsvp = 185kms?, which is very close
main lines atv100 km s*. In the left panel of Fig8, a raster map to the downflows we observe in the footpoint. This suggests th
from the wing of Mgn k 2796.3 line averaged over 70kmts the flow dynamics are consistent with mass flux conservation a
to 120kms? is shown. Bright streaks, almost co-spatial witka stationary isothermal shock in a constant-cross-selciam

the loops in Fig2e, indicate the high-speed downflows seen in In the case we presented here, the shock-front is lo-
Mg . No obvious footpoints in the umbra are seen in this mapated close to the footpoint within a projected distance’of 1
These streaks are short-lived and intermittent structufesn Assessing the location of the radiative shock-front andatsire
compared to the stable loop. They are more structured thean (lsothermal or adiabatic) are important and challengirsges
loops and have flows that go beyond the footpoint. In pasicul beyond the modeling of solar coronal loops. In general atadi

the streaks seen in the Nignap seem to have a constant crosshocks and post-shock gas dynamics are of particular sitere
section, as do coronal loops. Emerging directly from the tambthe context of interstellar shocks, astrophysical jets teir
with a strongly diverging magnetic field, it is not clear dtedw numerical models (e.gSutherland et al. 2003/ignone 2007.
these constant-cross-section structures would form.dmight

panel of Fig8 we plot the spectral profiles from two locations .

where the footpoint is observed. These locations are maaked*2- Mass supply to sustain the downflow

a square (solid line) and a triangle (dashed line) in theplaftel Because the downflows and the related mass flux are substan-
of Fig.8. tial, the source of this mass feeding the high-speed downflow
By comparing the nature of two fierent flows, i.e., highly needs consideration. For this we examine the timescaldsieliw
dynamic and structured flows in chromospheric lines and mgsgisma drains out of the loop hosting the downflow and compare

stable downflows in the TR lines, we infer that the TR loopigto the lifetime of the cool loop which is on the order of aage
and the structures seen in cooler chromospheric lines hi&ve ¢2 min.

ferent Origins and are Spatlally _d_isconnected. Itis pngzthat The mass,@cor) of p|asma at coronal densimor Supported
lines forming at temperatures{ﬁarlng by an order of magnitude py a loop of volumeV is mcor = peorV. HereV = LAcor, WhereL
still have the same supersonic redshifts. Consequenthar s the total length of the loop antl, is its cross-sectional area
cool supersonic downflows exist, and the question of why somethe corona. The rate of mass lossr%) from the loop at its
downflows are heated while others are not needs to be resoluggke in the TR due to a downflow with speeaind densityrr
We note thaleint et al. (20149 also observed enhanced redthrough a surface of cross-sectional aﬁea is mTR - U,DTRATR-

wings of Mgu k and h lines that rapidly change their shape. Athen the timescale to completely drain the plasma from the
the same time, they also noticed bursts in the TR lines. On @ in the form of downflows is given by

other handStraus et al(2015, who observed stable downflows
in the TR lines, do not detect any velocity signaturesinofoe 1 = mcor/mTR
spheric lines. _ Pcor Acor L

e 2 @

PTR ATR 0

3.3. Flows seen in chromospheric lines

4. Discussion The first term on the right-hand side is the density contrast b
tween the corona and the TR. Assuming that the coronal sectio
ofthe loop is at a constant pressure, this density consasfLiiv-
The high-speed downflows in coronal loops can be fed by supalent to the temperature contrast between the 0.1 MK TR and 1
sonic siphon flows@argill & Priest 19800Orlando et al. 1995 MK corona, which isv 0.1. For the second term, from Fige—f,
While other scenarios might be envisaged, we find support fioiis clear that the respective widths of the loop in the TR and
the siphon flow process (see SetD). coronal temperatures are similar and we do not see notieeabl
Supersonic downflows (including those generated due doeal expansion of the loop from its footpoint to a projeatid
siphon flows) have to undergo a shock transition to subsom#nce of at least 7 Mm in both the panels. After reaching coro-
speeds near the footpoints. The density enhancement afwx t nal temperature, and owing to the large density scale height
at the footpoint (Fig6) increases the optically thin radiativethe corona, the loop expands little, &g, ~ Atr. As a result
losses & n2) by 36 times. It is plausible to assume that the coot-~ 0.1L/v. For a loop of 200~300 Mm long, hosting downflows
ing is very dfective at the footpoint, such that the plasma theif 100 km s?, the time it takes to drain the plasma is on the order
is isothermal with the pre-shocked plasma in the loop. Is thof 100 s, whereas the observed loop here exists for a muckiong
case, we can consider that the plasma experiences an isottieration of at least 22 mirStraus et al(2015 observed steady

4.1. Flow dynamics
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while the temperature inferred from the DEM is consisteribhwi
earlier resultsDel Zanna 2003Young et al. 200Y. Overall, the

flow dynamics suggest that the observed loop is in the phase of
a stationary isothermal shock, probably driven by a siphom. fl
Furthermore, we observed intermittent supersonic dowsfiow

the red wings of cooler Mg k and h lines at 100 knT$ with no
identifiable roots in the umbra. These cooler downflows ¢jose
resemble a coronal rain scenario. We are probably lookittteat
elementary structures of sunspot plumes, which are usuaily
dense structures, embedded in a coronal rain environment.

The very presence of such isolated loops in an unusual loca-
tion such as the umbra, where the convection is believed to be
] suppressed, raises some interesting questions. Couldtfitabe
o o 10 15 >0 despite the strong magnetic field, significant horizontatioms

Time (min) still exist in the umbra? In our observations we do not find evi
dence of umbral dots that could be associated with such mtio
Fig. 6. Density in the loop and its footpoint. Estimated eledsut this could simply be due to the limited resolution anaystr
tron number densities:§) as functions of time at the footpointlight. If the loops are not heated locally near the footp®iint
(solid) and loop (dashed) derived from the ratios ofvdine the umbra, could they originate through asymmetric heatind)
pair 1 (1401 41404 A; black) and line pair2 (1399&404A; the resulting siphon flows? To understand if this is the case,
red). Errors in density estimates due to standard photosenoto-temporal study of the other footpoint of the loop rootedm
are overplotted. See Se8t2 the other sunspot would be needed, which is not possiblasn th
observation because the length of the loop is much larger tha
the field of view of IRIS. If there is no siphon flow, how can
high-speed downflows for over a duration of 80 min. Even if weuch a large mass flux be sustained for such a long period? Why
make a conservative assumption that the loop expands 16 tirdle the supersonic downflows seem to have no projecti@cts
more in the corona than in the TR (e.g., based on potentidl fieind their magnitudes seem to be very similar irrespectivhef
modeling of active regions iAsgari-Targhi & van Ballegooijen position on the disk where they are observed (if previoud-stu
2012, thent is only on the order of 1000%. ies are considered too)? And finally, why is the downflow speed

There is not enough mass in the loop to sustain such a stréf@bout 100 km' the same over a huge range of temperatures
and persistent downflow. This also applies to processesasictgpanning from the chromosphere to the upper TR? A statistica
coronal condensatiorMiller et al. 2003 Antolin et al. 2010 ~ analysis of the coronal loops at the TR temperatures is iaper
because in this case the mass is ultimately also supplietieby tive in order to answer these questions.
coronal volume in the loop (which is why the coronal condensa
tions are highly intermittent, unlike the steady downfloatttve Acknowledgements. The authors thank the anonymous referee for the con-
and Straus et al, see). In this case the mass has to be SUPRIGELENE Somiers, o, suageions e Tees, Therie st
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neighboring loops in the corona (and we do not see indiCatioNNX15AF48G. IRIS is a NASA small explorer mission develogetti operated
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5. Conclusions System.
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enings in the umbra, and their connection to the isolatedreir Brynildsen, N, Maltby, P., Brekke, P., et al. 1998, ApJ, 5085
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are larger by an order of magnitude than in previous studiesGeophysicae, 26, 2955
De Pontieu, B., Title, A. M., Lemen, J. R., et al. 2014, Soly$h289, 2733
Del Zanna, G. 2003, A&A, 406, L5
Del Zanna, G. 2008, A&A, 481, L49

2 In their studyStraus et al(2015 give a shorter timescale for the
draining of only 10's. Most probably, they did not take inte@ent that 5 5.0 =" ¢ e Mason. H. E. 2003. A&A. 406. 1089
the loops can be considerably longer than the coronal pesmale pere k. p., Landi, E., Mason, H. E., Monsignori Fossi, B. &Young, P. R.
height and that the loops expand. Thus, a larger volume itablato 1997, AGAS, 125, 149
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here. Doschek, G. A. 1997, ApJ, 476, 903
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Fig.7. Differential emission measure (DEM) in
the loop and close to its footpoint. The left
panel shows an AIA 171 A snapshot (in a neg-
ative scale) with various positions marked (red:
near the footpoint; black: away from the foot-
point along the loop; blue: background region).
In the right panel, DEMs resulting from the back-
ground subtracted data are plotted for two posi-
10 tions along the umbral loop. Each curve shown
<0 S ASE5860626466 here is the median of DEMs Wltj.a2 sllthat
o \59 T (K') o resulted from 300 Monte Carlo iterations. See
10 Sect3.2

arcsec

log,pDEM (cm™ K™)
2

250 T T
Fig.8. Chromospheric emission from the loop
that is rooted in the umbra. The left panel shows
a raster map (obtained from 09:37 UT to 09:43
UT) in the red wing of Mgn k 2796 A line
integrated from 70km3 to 120kms?! red-
shift showing mainly the cool component of the
downflowing plasma. The field of view is the
same as in Fi® and is indicted by the red rect-
angle in Figlc. North is left. The right panel
shows the Mau Kk line profiles at the two posi-
0 tions marked in the left panel (the solid line cor-
o 5 10 15 0 100 o 100 500 responds to '.che posmon.lndlcated by the square,
arcsec Doppler Velocity (km s™) the dashed line to the triangle). The wavelength
is given in Doppler shift units. See Segt3.
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ties. They found that the highly ionized carboni¢{@nd above)
significantly departs from ionization equilibrium for ladlow
speeds in the downflow legs of the loops (which are, however,
a factor of 3—4 less than observed hef&adaro et al1990h
studied the fects of NI on the solar coronal radiative losses. In
particular, they found that the radiative losses are erdtiirc
upflowing plasma, whereas in the downflowing plasma they are
suppressed. This will in turn have an impact on the coronal en
ergy balanceSpadaro et a1990h also found that highly ion-
ized oxygen (& and above) shows significant departures from
ionization equilibrium.

Relevant to this study are th&ects of NI on Qv. Recently,
Olluri et al. (2013 conducted 3D numerical simulations of the
solar atmosphere and solved the fully time-dependent tpta-e
tions for an oxygen model atom. They found that the prob@bili
density function (PDF) of @/, among other ions, is far from
the expected statistical equilibrium case (at 0.14 MK). &m-p
ticular, they show that the PDF is much broader and also has a
significant contribution from lower temperatures {10to 10°
K). This implies that the ions are found at lower temperature
where the densities are higher. As a result, the densitiegede
through line-ratios underestimate the actual densitiearbgpr-
der of magnitude. The earlier studies cited above also pditat
such conclusions. However, the simulations presenteéallini
et al. (2013 are mixed polarity regions (with two dominant
poles), with the chromosphere and TR being denser than a re-
gion above a sunspot. It is not clear whether their results an
conclusions can be directly applied to the umbral loopsntepio
in this work where the footpoints are rooted in an environtnen
that is less dense than mixed polarity regions.
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