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ABSTRACT

Understanding solar coronal magnetic fields is crucial to address the long-standing

mysteries of the solar corona and solar wind. Although routine photospheric magnetic

fields (MFs) are available for decades, coronal MFs are rarely reported. Visible Emission

Line Coronagraph (VELC) on board Aditya-L1 mission (planned to launch in the near

future) can directly measure the MFs in the inner solar corona. This can be achieved

with the help of spectropolarimetric observations of the forbidden coronal emission line

centered at 1074.7 nm over a field of view 1.05 R⊙ - 1.5 R⊙. In this article, we summarize

various direct and indirect techniques used to estimate the MFs at different wavelength

regimes. Further, we summarize the expected accuracies that are required to estimate

MFs using VELC’s spectropolarimetry channel.

Keywords: Sun: Solar corona — magnetic fields — Spectropolarimetry — coronal emis-

sion line — VELC — Aditya-L1
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The dominant magnetic field (MF) in the solar corona plays a significant role in the formation,

evolution, and dynamics of the structures in the solar corona. The MF is a crucial parameter

in heating the corona to & 1 MK. Transient events like solar flares (SFs), coronal mass ejections

(CMEs), coronal jets, and other features like sunspots, filaments, prominences, polar plumes, and

coronal holes, etc., are caused by the MF. After flare eruption, MFs channelize the particles to

interplanetary medium (IPM). The accelerated or trapped electrons after the solar flares or MHD

shocks driven by CMEs or SFs play a vital role in the origin of solar radio bursts (SRBs) at the

meter, deca-hectometer, and kilometer wavelengths (Sasikumar Raja et al. 2014; Singh et al. 2019a;

Ndacyayisenga et al. 2021; Umuhire et al. 2021; Carley et al. 2021).

George Ellery Hale measured the magnetic field (MF) for the first time using Zeeman effect (Hale

1908). At photosphere heights, the MF of the sunspots is estimated using the Zeeman effect. Nev-

ertheless, direct MF measurements (using Zeeman effect and Hanle effects) are rare in low-density

coronal plasma because of lack of suitable spectral lines, higher coronal temperature and weaker

magnetic fields (Vemareddy et al. 2013; Chen et al. 2018). Direct measurement of the magnetic field

in the corona is difficult, and some of the estimated MFs have large uncertainties (Lin et al. 2000,

2004; Harvey 1969; Kuhn 1995). MFs estimated using Zeeman effect based on the ‘green’, Fe XIV

(λ = 530.3 nm) observations is 13 ± 20 G (Harvey 1969). Using spectro-polarimetric observations

at near-infrared line Fe XIII (λ = 1074.7 nm), the estimated MF is 40 G (Kuhn 1995). Linear

polarization measurements of the Hanle effect in coronal emission line are successful in making maps

of the direction of coronal MFs (Mickey 1973; Querfeld & Smartt 1984; Arnaud & Newkirk 1987).

However, measurement using the Hanle effect is not sensitive to quantify the magnetic field strength

(Casini & Judge 1999; Lin et al. 2000). In recent years, it has been attempted to use forward calcula-

tions using FORWARD tool set (for example see Gibson et al. 2016) to find a suitable magnetic field

model by comparing the calculated and observed Stokes profiles to estimate the coronal magnetic

fields (Bkak-Stȩślicka et al. 2013; Jibben et al. 2016; Gibson et al. 2017; Chen et al. 2018).

Furthermore, there are some indirect methods to estimate the MFs in the inner corona. One of them

is the radio polarization studies; as solar radio emissions at meter wavelengths are circularly polarized,
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it is possible to estimate MFs (for e.g., Sasikumar Raja & Ramesh 2013; Sasikumar Raja et al. 2014;

Hariharan et al. 2014). The origin of the SRBs in the solar corona and IPM is due to different emission

mechanisms like thermal bremsstrahlung, cyclotron emission, gyrosynchrotron, plasma emissions,

etc (Dulk 1985). Apart from these, band-splitting of type II bursts (Kishore et al. 2016, 2017),

quasi-periodicity of the Type III bursts (Sasikumar Raja & Ramesh 2013), shock-standoff distance

method using white light coronagraphs (Gopalswamy & Yashiro 2011; Kumari et al. 2017a), and

EUV observations are used to estimate the MFs (Gopalswamy et al. 2012; Kumari et al. 2019). In

the outer corona, it is possible to estimate the magnetic field using the Faraday rotation of linearly

polarized radio signals emitted by natural sources, interplanetary space probes, and spacecraft radio

beacons during their occultation by the solar corona (Stelzried et al. 1970; Bird 1981, 1982).

Since routinely observed photospheric magnetograms are available, the extrapolation techniques

can be used to estimate the MFs using different models. For instance, potential field source surface

(PFSS) model (Schatten et al. 1969; Schrijver & De Rosa 2003; Sasikumar Raja et al. 2019) can be

used to extrapolate the MF. PFSS model calculates the MF of the corona from 1 - 2.5 R⊙ assuming

that there are no currents in this region and thus satisfies ∇×B = 0, where B is the magnetic field.

Alternatively, ‘force-free’ magnetic models which assume that MFs dominate all other forces (for e.g.

plasma pressure and gravity) present in the chromosphere and corona (Wiegelmann & Sakurai 2012;

Wiegelmann et al. 2014) can be used. Note that computation of latter case subdivides the problem

into two cases: Linear Force Free Fields (LFF) which is mathematically simpler, and Non-Linear

Force Free Fields (NLFFF) which is a general case but complex.

In this article, we summarize coronal MFs that are derived using various techniques (both direct

and indirect) at different wavelengths in the field-of-view (FOV) of the VELC which are vital in

planning the spectropolarimetric observations.

2. VELC

Visible Emission Line Coronagraph (VELC) on board Aditya-L1 mission (Seetha & Megala 2017)

is an internally occulting coronagraph. It is capable of observing solar corona in three different

modes simultaneously: (i) continuum imaging of solar corona at 500 nm over a FOV of 1.05 -
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3 R⊙, (b) simultaneous multi-slit spectroscopic observations in coronal emission lines centered at

530.3 nm [Fe XIV] and 789.2 nm [Fe XI] and 1074.7 nm [Fe XIII] over the FOV of 1.05 - 1.5 R⊙,

and (c) multi-slit dual-beam spectropolarimetry at Fe XIII 1074.7 nm over the FOV of 1.05 - 1.5

R⊙ (Raghavendra Prasad et al. 2017; Raj Kumar et al. 2018; Singh et al. 2019b). For the sake of

completeness optical layout of VELC is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Optical layout of Visible Emission Line Coronagraph on board Aditya-L1. The red color dashed

box shows the spectropolarimetry channel.

To achieve the proposed scientific goals of the payload, total instrumental background over the FOV

of the continuum channel is ≈ 5 ppm (parts per million) with respect to the disc brightness. VELC

being an internally occulted reflective coronagraph, the major source of instrumental background

is the scatter from the primary mirror due to surface microroughness and contamination from the
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other mirror surfaces. In order to understand the effects of different sources of scatter and to define

the allowable limits for surface microroughness and contamination over the primary mirror surface,

theoretical simulations and experiments are carried out by Venkata et al. (2017, 2020); Narra et al.

(2020).

Spectropolarimetry channel of VELC consists of Dichroic Beam Splitter-2 (DBS-2), which reflects

the 1074.7 nm wavelength and transmits 530.3 nm wavelength. Reflected beam from DBS-2 will

be transmitted through the retarder-2 (QWP; Quarter Wave Plate). Retarder-2 is mounted on a

rotational mechanism with a rotation speed of ≈ 6 RPM. Spectral mask placed at the intermediate

focal plane after the retarder-2 helps in minimizing the spectral overlapping from the adjacent slits.

Relay lens assembly re-images the intermediate focal plane on to the IR detector. In the converging

beam path, a combination of Polarizing Beam Displacer (PBD), Half Wave Plate (HWP) and another

Polarizing Beam Displacer (PBD) are placed. PBD – HWP – PBD combination acts as the analyzer

package. Each PBD will provide half of the required separation between the O & E rays (≈ 1.875

mm). The HWP mounted after the first PBD flips the polarization states of the output beams from

PBD-1 (i.e., O and E rays are flipped as E & O rays). This ensures no path difference between the

O & E rays at the final focal plane. Wedge plate-2 is used to minimize the aberration produced due

to PBD – HWP – PBD combination. Optical layout of the spectropolarimetry channel of VELC is

shown in Figure 2.

In Figure 3 we show the location of 4 entrance slits of the spectrograph with respect to solar image

when linear scan mechanism (LSM) is at Home position (central position). In this position all the

4 slits are symmetrically placed on the image of sun and corona. The image of sun is blocked by

the central hole of secondary mirror (M2) of the instrument and makes the image of the corona on

the slits only. LSM helps to move the image on the all slits in the horizontal direction and thus

any portion of the coronal image can be placed on these slits. The 4 slits forms four spectra around

[Fe xiii] 1074.7 nm emission line on the detector. To avoid the overlap of spectra narrow band filter

with FWHM of 1.2 nm centered on 1074.7 is kept in front of the detector. The narrow band filter

permits to image the spectrum of 3.5 mm width equivalent to 3.8 nm on the detector of 14 mm
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size. Rest part of the spectrum is blocked by the filter. The separation of 3.75 mm between the slits

ensures that there is no mixing of spectra due to one slit with other slit. Further, spectral mask

with slot of 1.8 mm width kept at the focus (1074.7 nm) of the spectrograph, to separate out O and

E-components of polarized beam will ensure no over lapping of spectra. Thus, the emission spectrum

of the whole line profile will be available to determine the polarization and will avoid uncertainty in

the determination of magnetic field derived using the part of the emission line recorded using the

exit slit (Ulrich et al. 2009; Lozitsky 2015). In addition, the availability of full emission line profile

will also permit to compensate for the Doppler effect.

It may be noted that instrument polarization will be determined in the laboratory after the inte-

gration of the payload before launch. In VELC, Fold Mirrors 1 - 4 (FM1, FM2, FM3 and FM4) and

diffraction grating operates at large incidence angles to meet the instrument requirements. Large an-

gle of operation can change the polarization states of the reflected beam with respect to the incident

beam. In order to estimate the coronal magnetic field accurately, the Stoke’s vectors should be esti-

mated with minimum error from the observed data. To do that, effect of the instrument polarization

on the observed data should be estimated.

Due to the presence of the large angle of operations, state of polarization of the incoming beam

(at the entrance aperture) and the recorded data (at the detector) can be different. To estimate this

change, system level Muller Matrix will be measured which gives the effect of instrument polarization.

A complete details of the calibration set-up and obtained results will be presented as a separate article.

Figure 2. Optical layout of spectropolarimetry channel of VELC.



Solar Coronal Magnetic Fields and Sensitivity of VELC onboard Aditya-L1 7

1 2 3 4

1
.8

7
5

 m
m

1
.8

7
5

 m
m 3.75 mm 3.75 mm 3.75 mm

Figure 3. Multi-slit configuration in VELC. The circle in orange color indicates the disk of the

Sun. The inner and outer black colored circles indicate the occulter (1.05 R⊙) and FOV of spec-

troscopy/spectropolarimetry channel (1.5 R⊙). The red vertical lines indicate the four slits and are placed

symmetrically around the center of the solar image. Folding Mirrors (FM1 and FM2; see Figure 1) mounted

on a precision Linear Scan Mechanism and that helps in scanning the field on to the slits.

3. SOLAR CORONAL MAGNETIC-FIELDS

In Figure 4, we have compiled MF derived by multi wavelength observations in the heliocentric

distance from a few Mm (above photosphere) to 24 R⊙ . The vertical dotted lines show the VELC

FOV of spectroscopy channel (1.05 - 1.5 R⊙ ) and continuum channel (1.05 - 3 R⊙ ). The sub-panel

shows a zoomed version of magnetic fields in the FOV of VELC. The vertical lines in the sub-panel

at 1.05 and 1.5 R⊙ show the FOV of the VELC/SP channel. The vertical lines at 1.05 and 3 R⊙ show

the FOV of the VELC continuum channel. It is worth mentioning that previous MF reviews are done

by Newkirk (1967, 1971); Dulk & McLean (1978a).

3.1. Infra-red observations
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Figure 4. Summary of solar coronal magnetic fields.The VELC FOV for the continuum channel 1.05 - 3

R⊙ is marked with dotted lines. The subpanel is the zoomed plot. VELC FOV for both continuum channel

(1.05 - 3 R⊙ ) and spectropolarimetry channel (1.05 - 1.5 R⊙ ) is marked with dotted lines.

In Figure 4, black markers ‘*’ indicate the MFs derived using the near-infrared coronal emission

line Fe XIII 10747 above active regions using spectropolarimeter observations (Lin et al. 2000). The

authors have succeeded in observing the weak Stokes V (circularly polarized intensity) profile from

which the line of sight (LOS) MF was measured. Using observations of two active regions, the

measured MF strength were 10 and 33 G at heliocentric distance of 1.12 and 1.15 R⊙ , respectively.

Similarly Lin et al. (2004) have reported the 0.7 - 3.6 G in the heliocentric distance range 1.10 - 1.28

R⊙ (see black ‘*’ markers in Figure 4).
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3.2. Hydrogen, Helium and ionized Calcium lines

Yakovkin et al. (2021) presented a simultaneous magnetic field measurements for the limb solar

flare using Ca II K, Hδ, He I 4471.5 Å and Hβ lines observed on 17 July 1981. Using the Stokes I and

Stokes V profiles of the flare observed at two instances of time (that are 16 minutes apart) observed

by the Echelle spectrograph of the horizontal solar telescope of the Astronomical Observatory of

Taras Shevchenko National University of Kiev, authors derived the coronal MF. In the height range

of 10-18 Mm above the photosphere, authors report a strong MF up to 3 kG. Note that these MF are

derived using Zeeman splitting method and by using the above mentioned spectral line observations.

The MFs derived using this technique are shown as black colored ‘×’ markers in Figure 4.

3.3. Polarized microwave emission

The blue markers show the MFs of three flare loops measured using the polarization equation of

a gyrosynchrotron theory (Dulk 1985; Sasikumar Raja et al. 2014) by Zhu et al. (2020). Authors

used Nobeyama Radioheliograph observations (Nakajima et al. 1994) observed at 17 and 34 GHz.

Authors show that MFs varies from ≈ 800 G near the loop footpoints to ≈ 100 G at the height of

10 - 25 Mm, respectively. Using the microwave imaging observations of solar flare of class X8.2 on

2017 September 10 by Expanded Owens Valley Solar Array (EOVSA), Chen et al. (2020) estimated

the MF (see blue colored ‘×’ in Figure 4) by fitting the microwave spectrum with the gyrosychrotron

model. It is worth mentioning that evolution of the MF and magnetic energy with time is discussed

by Fleishman et al. (2020).

3.4. Polarization studies of non-thermal radio emission

Using polarization observations of solar radio bursts (SRBs), it is possible to estimate the MF

in solar corona. For example, Sasikumar Raja & Ramesh (2013) used Stokes I (total intensity) and

Stokes V (circularly polarized intensity) profiles of harmonic emission of a group of type III bursts and

measured the MF. Further, the authors compared those estimates with the one derived using quasi-

periodic oscillations of type III bursts. MF measurements derived using both methods are consistent.

In another instance, (Sasikumar Raja et al. 2014) reported the coronal MF derived using polarization
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observations of moving type IV burst, which was originated from the core of CME. Authors found

that the emission mechanism of the event was optically thin gyrosynchrotron emission and hence

used the polarization equation given by Dulk (1985). These estimates are shown in red markers ‘o’

in Figure 4.

3.5. Band-splitting of solar radio type II bursts

Magnetohydrodynamic shocks cause solar radio type II bursts in the corona and interplanetary

medium (IPM). Most of the time, type II bursts are associated with the CME-driven shocks. Some

of the type II bursts often show both fundamental and harmonic emissions. In some cases, both

F and H components further show different lanes called band-splitting. Smerd et al. (1974, 1975)

shows that such bursts can be used to estimate the magnetic fields. Although many authors reported

the MF estimations derived using this method (see, for e.g., Vršnak et al. 2002; Cho et al. 2007;

Vasanth et al. 2014; Hariharan et al. 2015; Lata Soni et al. 2021), we used the estimates reported by

Kishore et al. (2016); Kumari et al. (2019). Such measurements are shown in red colored markers ‘o’

in Figure 4.

3.6. Polarized thermal emission from the ‘undisturbed’ sun

Ramesh et al. (2010) reported the magnetic fields in the coronal streamers using low-frequency

radio observations. Note that such observations are possible only during rare occasions when the sun

is ‘undisturbed’. Authors estimated the MF strength using the theory outlined by Sastry (2009).

The unpolarized radio emission from the ‘undisturbed’ sun (i.e., streamers) will become polarized

in the presence of MF as they split into o-mode and e-mode because of the difference in the optical

depths in different directions of the medium. MF estimates using this method are shown in red ‘o’

markers in Figure 4.

3.7. Faraday rotation observations

The MF in the solar corona and solar wind at the heliocentric distances of 2− 15R⊙ were possible

using remote sensing observations. Using a Faraday effect acting on a linearly polarized signal,

MFs can be measured while passing through the solar corona (Patzold et al. 1987; Spangler 2005;
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Ingleby et al. 2007). For instance, MFs can be estimated by observing a suitable natural radio source

or spacecraft beacons during it’s occultation (Bird 1981, 1982). Such observations were made first

time using Pioneer-6 spacecraft (Stelzried et al. 1970). By measuring the orientation vector of the

electric field of transmitted and received signals, the Faraday rotation is estimated. In other words,

the angle of plane of polarization rotated by the medium is measured from which one can estimate

the magnetic field strength of the solar corona.

Based on the observations from the HELIOS spacecraft and using the Faraday rotation technique

at a heliocentric distance 3 R⊙ ≤ R ≤ 10 R⊙ MF was estimated by Patzold et al. (1987). It was

about 57 mG at 6.2 R⊙. Using the Faraday rotation technique on extragalactic radio sources in the

heliocentric distance range 6 R⊙ ≤ R ≤ 10 R⊙, the estimated average magnetic field strength was

40 mG at a distance of 2 R⊙ (Spangler 2005). Observations derived using this technique is shown as

blue colored ‘triangles’ in Figure 4.

3.8. White light observations: shock standoff distance

Gopalswamy & Yashiro (2011) measured the MF in the heliocentric distance ranging from 6 to 23

R⊙ using the CME observations by white light coronagraphs by measuring the shock standoff distance

and radius of curvature of the flux rope. Authors have used the Solar Heliospheric Observatory’s

(SOHO) C2 and C3 (Brueckner et al. 1995) and COR2 coronagraph of the Sun-Earth Connection

Coronal and Heliospheric Investigation (SEECHI; Howard et al. 2008) on board the Solar Terrestrial

Relationship Observatory (STEREO; Kaiser et al. 2008). The estimated MF vary from 46 mG to 8

mG in the heliocentric distance range 6-23 R⊙ . Assuming adiabatic index, shock Mach number, and

Alfvén speeds are measured. Further, polarization brightness observations of SOHO’s LASCO/C2

were used to estimate the electron density. Observations derived using this technique are shown

as green colored ‘triangles’ in Figure 4. Similarly Kumari et al. (2017b) reported the MF using

STEREO-A/COR1 and SOHO/LASCO/C2 observations and using shock standoff distance method.

Authors reported 0.30 and 0.12 G at the heliocentric distance 3.11 and 4.40 R⊙ , respectively (see

green colored triangles in Figure 4).
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3.9. EUV observations: shock standoff distance

Gopalswamy et al. (2012), using CME flux rope and leading shock observations by Solar Dynamic

Observatory (SDO; Pesnell et al. 2012) mission’s Atmospheric Imaging Assembly (AIA; Lemen et al.

2012), Alfvén speed, and then the MF within ≈ 1.4 R⊙ was measured. In the heliocentric distance

range 1.2 - 1.5 R⊙ is varied from 1.3 - 1.5 G. Using the similar observations (Kumari et al. 2019)

reported the MF to be 1.74 - 1.93 G in the heliocentric distance 1.15 -1.19 R⊙ . These works

demonstrate that EUV imaging observations along with the radio type II burst observations can be

used as coronal magnetometers (Gopalswamy et al. 2012). Observations derived using this technique

is shown as green colored ‘triangles’ in Figure 4.

3.10. EUV observations: Magnetic-field induced transitions

A novel diagnostic technique that allows direct magnetic field measurements from the high spectral

resolution observation through so called magnetic-field induced transitions (MIT) effect (Si et al.

2020; Landi et al. 2020, 2021; Brooks et al. 2021) has recently been used to measure coronal magnetic

field. Spectroscopic observations of Fe x and xi from Hinode/EIS (Culhane et al. 2007) have been

used to estimate the magnetic field in the solar corona by Landi et al. (2020) both on disk and off

limb above active regions. The relevant information for the present paper from Landi et al. (2020)

is the plot of magnetic field as a function of radial distance. The maximum radial distance for which

the field information provided is 1.15 R⊙ . The ‘+’ markers shown in Figure 4 indicate the MFs

derived using this technique.

3.11. Observations of waves

In a recent study (Yang et al. 2020a,b) has produced a magnetic field map of the solar corona based

on the observations of transverse magnetohydrodynamic waves. Using spectroscopic observations

with Coronal Multi-Channel Polarimeter they have determined plasma density and the phase speed

of the transverse MHD waves. These measurements were combined to produce the coronal magnetic

field in the plane of the sky. They have also provided magnetic field as a function of radial distance
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in a few selected regions of the corona in the height range of 1.05-1.3 R⊙ . In Figure 4, ‘diamond’

markers in cyan indicate the observations reported by the authors using this technique.

3.12. Coronal magnetic field model

Dulk & McLean (1978a) have reviewed the coronal magnetic fields that are reported by then and

derived an expression to measure the coronal MF that is valid in the heliocentric distance range 1.02

- 10 R⊙ . The obtained expression is,

B = 0.5[(R/R⊙)− 1]−1.5, (1)

where R is the heliocentric distance, R⊙ is the solar radii, and B is the MF in G. The above equation

is plotted in Figure 4 as a red dotted line. In the sub-panel of Figure 4 it is clear that MFs reported

using various techniques are slightly different from the model.

4. SENSITIVITY USING WEAK FIELD APPROXIMATION

When the Zeeman splitting (∆λB) of a spectral line (Fe XIII) is much smaller than its typical

thermal line broadening (∆λD), one can derive a much simpler set of equations that are valid only

in the weak magnetic field limit shown below (Centeno 2018; Fan et al. 2018),

V (λ) = −KB
dI(λ)

dλ
(2)

where, B is the magnetic field (G), K is the 8.1 × 10−6 nm G−1 for the Fe XIII line with a Landé

factor of 1.5, and dI(λ)
dλ

is first derivative of the intensity profile with respect to wavelength.

By knowing the dI(λ)
dλ

, we could able to estimate the coronal MF. In this case, we used the dI(λ)
dλ

to

be 15 that is derived using Norikura observations of the spectral line Fe XIII (Nagaraju et al. 2021),

we have derived the required sensitivities (i.e., Stokes V / I intensity) shown in Figure 5. The blue

‘*’, green ‘+’, black ‘*’, cyan ‘diamond’, green ‘squares’, red ‘circle’, and black ‘×’ represents the

estimates derived using the observations using microwave, EUV, IR, radio observations, and other

spectral line observations (see section 3.2) respectively. The brown colored dashed line is derived

using the magnetic field model by Dulk & McLean (1978b). Note that the quantity dI(λ)
dλ

may change
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for different structures present in the corona that needs to be investigated in the future using Fe XIII

1074.7 nm channel observations of VELC.

Figure 5. Measured Stokes V/I under weak field approximation (WFA) in VELC FOV 1.05 - 3 R⊙ . The

brown dashed line indicates the measured Stokes V/I assuming the MF model given in equation 1 and WFA.

The FOV (1.05 - 1.5 R⊙ ) of spectropolarimeter channel is shown using dotted lines.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have reviewed the recently reported magnetic fields by various direct and indirect

techniques. We have also shown that recent reports of MF are not consistent with the MF model by

Dulk & McLean (1978a). In this article we attempted to constraint the coronal magnetic fields using

the reported estimates. For instance in the VELC/SP FOV (1.05 - 1.5 R⊙ ) the MFs vary from 0.7

- 203 G. It is worth mentioning that some of the techniques like shock-standoff distance technique
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discussed in this article (see Section 3.8) can be used to estimate the MF by making use of the VELC

continuum channel in the FOV (1.05 - 3 R⊙ ).

Using the weak field approximation of Zeeman effect to measure the magnetic field strength we need

the Stokes V/I to be in the order ranging from ≈ 6.7× 10−5 to 2× 10−2. Note that with the radially

outward direction, coronal field strength decreases and thus one need much lower sensitivities.
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Prakash, O. 2014, SoPh, 289, 251,

doi: 10.1007/s11207-013-0318-4

Vemareddy, P., Ambastha, A., & Wiegelmann, T.

2013, Bulletin of the Astronomical Society of

India, 41, 183. https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.6895

Venkata, S., Budihal, R. P., Venkatasubramanian,

N., Padavu, U. K., & Sriraman, K. 2020,

Optical Engineering, 59, 1 ,

doi: 10.1117/1.OE.59.8.084106

Venkata, S. N., Prasad, B. R., Nalla, R. K., &

Singh, J. 2017, Journal of Astronomical

Telescopes, Instruments, and Systems, 3,

doi: 10.1117/1.JATIS.3.1.014002
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