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Several studies in the near-Earth environment show that intermittent structures are important sites 

of energy dissipation and particle energization. Recent Parker Solar Probe (PSP) data, sampled in 

the near-Sun environment, have shown that proton heating is concentrated near coherent 

structures, suggesting local heating of protons by turbulent cascade in this region. However, 

whether electrons exhibit similar behavior in the near-Sun environment is not clear. Here, we 

address this question using PSP data collected near the Sun during the first seven orbits. We use 

the partial variance of increments (PVI) technique to identify coherent structures. We find that 

electron temperature is preferentially enhanced near strong discontinuities, although the 

association is somewhat weaker than that with protons. Our results provide strong support for 

inhomogeneous heating of electrons in the “young” solar wind, associated with dissipation of 

turbulent fluctuations near intermittent structures.  

 

Introduction 

Most space plasmas are in turbulent states. Dissipation of the turbulent fluctuations into heat has 

important effects on space plasmas (Matthaeus & Velli 2011). Turbulent heating may be 

responsible for the super-adiabatic temperature profile observed in the solar wind (Richardson et 

al. 1995) and for solar wind acceleration. Turbulent heating may also provide an explanation of 

the coronal heating problem. Several previous works have established that an energy cascade exists 

in the solar wind at length scales much larger than the ion kinetic scales (e.g., MacBride et al. 

2005; Sorriso-Valvo et al. 2007). However, the details of how this energy is dissipated and how 

different charged species – ions and electrons – are heated in a turbulent plasma are still not well 

understood, although many possible mechanisms have been proposed. For a review of possible 

heating mechanisms responsible for the coronal heating and solar wind acceleration, see McComas 

et al. (2007). 

 

A leading candidate is heating at current sheets and other coherent structures that are abundantly 

present in turbulent plasmas (Matthaeus et al. 2015). These current sheets are possible sites of 

magnetic reconnection which may contribute significantly to the overall heating. Regardless of the 

mechanism, several previous studies, both numerical and observational, have shown that protons 

and electrons are heated preferentially near current sheets (Chasapis et al. 2015; Osman et al. 

2010a; Parashar & Matthaeus 2016) in highly inhomogeneous, localized regions. Additionally, 

temperature anisotropy, energetic particle flux, and kinetic microinstabilities are also observed to 

be enhanced near the current sheets (Osman et al. 2012; Tessein et al. 2013; Bandyopadhyay et al. 

2020; Qudsi et al. 2020). Therefore, even though they occupy only a small fraction of the total 

volume, these coherent structures play an active role in the dynamics of solar wind and other 

turbulent plasmas (Yordanova et al. 2021). 

 



 2 

NASA’s Parker Solar Probe (PSP) provides the first opportunity to study the intermittent structures 

in the near-Sun solar wind environment and investigate their relationship to dissipative processes 

(Fox et al. 2016). A main goal of the PSP mission is to shed light into the processes responsible 

for heating of the lower corona. Recent PSP observations in the near-Sun environment have shown 

statistical correlation between coherent magnetic field structures and enhanced proton temperature, 

suggesting heating by reconnection at current sheets (Qudsi et al. 2020; Sioulas et al. 2022). 

However, a quantitative observational assessment of electron heating in thin current sheets has not 

yet been reported in the near-Sun environment. Here we examine whether a similar association of 

intermittency and heating is seen in the near-Sun solar wind electrons. 

 

Data & Methodology 

A practical technique for identifying the presence of coherent structures is the method of Partial 

Variance of Increments (PVI). Following Greco et al. 2008, PVI of the magnetic field (B) at time 

t is defined as  

 

PVI(t, τ) =
|Δ𝑩(𝑡, 𝜏)|

√〈|Δ𝑩(𝑡, 𝜏)|2〉 
                        (1) 

Where 𝜏 is a particular time lag, Δ𝑩 is an increment of the magnetic field defined as 𝚫𝑩 =
𝑩(𝑡 + 𝜏) − 𝑩(𝑡), and ⟨… ⟩ is a time average over a reasonably large span – larger than the 

correlation time. The PVI is essentially the strength the field fluctuation at a given scale (calculated 

by increment), normalized by the variance of the field. The PVI is closely related to the structure 

function of first order, but unlike structure function, it is a pointwise measure rather than an 

average. Events with PVI values exceeding 3 are associated with super-Gaussian structures, such 

as current sheets. We note that there have been several other more complicated methods developed 

for identifying gradients in turbulent flows (see Greco et al. 2017 for a review), such as the 

Tsurutani-Smith method (Tsurutani & Smith 1979), wavelet-based local-Intermittency Measure 

(Veltri & Mangeney 1999; Farge et al. 2001), and Phase Coherence Index (Hada et al. 2003). Here, 

we use the PVI method for its simplicity. 

 

One of the main outstanding problems in collisionless plasmas is that, unlike in 

magnetohydrodynamics (MHD), the dissipation function is not known from the first principles 

(Chapman & Cowling 1990). Recent works have proposed several quantitative measures of 

dissipation in collisionless plasmas, but most of those cannot be evaluated from single-spacecraft 

data (e.g., Cerri 2016; Yang et al. 2017; Chen et al. 2020; Argall et al. 2022). Therefore, we use 

the electron temperature as a tentative proxy for local electron heating, as has been done in 

previous works (Chasapis et al. 2015; Osman et al. 2010a). Enhanced temperature is not identical 

to heating, but it may be viewed roughly as a proxy if the heat conduction is not too strong (see 

Osman et al. 2010a for a detailed discussion). We use electron temperature and magnetic field 

data from PSP’s first 7 encounters with the Sun. The latter are averaged to the cadence of the 

former for our analyses. The magnetic field data are collected by the fluxgate magnetometer 

(MAG) from the FIELDS (Bale et al. 2016, 2019). Electron temperature data were obtained from 

the quasi-thermal noise (QTN) spectrum provided by the electric field antennas in the FIELDS 

suite (Pulupa et al. 2017; Moncuquet et al. 2020; Martinović et al. 2022). This provides the core 

electron temperature at a cadence of 6.99 s close to the perihelia. 
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To calculate PVI according to Equation (1), we use magnetic field data from the fluxgate 

magnetometer (MAG) instrument onboard PSP. We use a lag of 𝜏 = 1.195 NYs (1 s). Using the 

Taylor hypothesis (Taylor 1938) with a typical 300 km/s solar wind near the sun, this lag 

corresponds to a length scale of roughly 300 km.  The correlation length is about ~105 km and the 

ion-inertial length is about 15 km (Chen et al. 2020; Parashar et al. 2020). So, the lag of ~300 km 

in within the turbulence inertial range. The averaging is performed over 2 hours, which is several 

times larger than the correlation time. The PVI time series was then resampled to the electron 

temperature cadence such that for each interval of 6.99 second. The maximum value of PVI in that 

interval was chosen as current sheets can be very narrow structures. In this study, we focus on the 

near-Sun environment at radial distances in the range 0.09 AU < r < 0.18 AU. However, 

performing the same analyses at 0.18 AU < r < 0.25 AU gives qualitatively the same results. 

 

Results 

We begin by showing an example of coherent structures with high PVI values, along with other 

relevant quantities, in Fig. 1. The magnetic field magnitude, RTN components, electron 

temperature, and PVI from a period in encounter 1 is shown, where vertical lines mark points with 

PVI > 3. We see that, like the coherent structures, the high temperature events are also clustered 

together in an intermittent fashion (Chhiber et al. 2020). In the following, we investigate the 

relation of the electron temperatures with intermittent structures statistically.  

 

 
Figure 1. An example of clustering of intermittent structures associated with elevated electron 

temperature. From top, the magnitude of the magnetic field |B|, the radial component of the 

magnetic field (BR), the tangential component of the magnetic field (BT) in green and normal (BN) 

component in red, the magnetic-field PVI, and the electron temperature Te are shown. The shaded 

regions represent the locations of PVI > 3 events. 

 

Figure 2 shows the electron temperature versus PVI for r < 0.18 AU, averaged over all 7 orbits. 

Each bin contains an equal number of data points. Figure 2 shows a clear positive trend, where the 
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average electron temperature increases with the PVI values. This statistical correlation suggests 

that electron heating processes are active at high PVI regions. 

 

 
Figure 2. Logarithm of average electron temperature value for each PVI bin for PSP data close to 

the Sun. The stronger PVI events are associated with the higher values of temperature. 

 

Next, we gather the electron temperature data in bins of increasing values of PVI and divide all 

the data points into 6 bins such that each bin has equal number of points. We then calculate the 

temperature distribution within each bin, as shown in Fig. 3. The vertical lines are the mean values 

for their respective color. There is a monotonic increase in average temperature with increasing 

PVI, where the lowest PVI bin has a mean temperature of 33.4 eV and the highest PVI bin has a 

mean temperature of 34.4 eV. While small, this is a statistically significant change in the electron 

temperature with increasing PVI. This result further supports that electron heating occurs close to 

the coherent structures, represented by high PVI.  

 
Figure 3. Probability distribution functions (PDFs) of the electron temperature corresponding to 

different PVI ranges. The probability density increases with the increase in temperature for high 

PVI, while it decreases in temperature for low PVI. The Vertical lines with different colors show 

the mean electron temperature for each corresponding PDF. 
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To further examine the relationship between intermittent structures and electron heating, we study 

the electron temperature in the vicinity of high PVI events using the methodology described by 

(Osman et al. 2010a, 2012). For a selected PVI threshold, we compute the average electron 

temperature at the PVI event and for points before and after it, up to about one correlation length 

(equivalent to approximately 10 min). Formally, these averages may be quantified as 

 

𝑇�̃�(Δ𝑡, 𝜃1, 𝜃2) = ⟨𝑇𝑒(𝑡𝑃𝑉𝐼 + Δ𝑡)|𝜃1 ≤ 𝑃𝑉𝐼 ≤ 𝜃2⟩,  

 

where  𝑇�̃� is the conditionally average temperature, 𝑡 is the time of a particular PVI event satisfying 

the criteria that its value is within the thresholds 𝜃1 and 𝜃2, and Δ𝑡 is the time from the PVI events. 

 

 
Figure 4. Conditional average of electron temperature for different PVI thresholds. The electron 

temperature is elevated at the instant of PVI event and continues to have an elevated temperature 

in its vicinity. The red and orange curves, corresponding to the low PVI, show a depression at the 

origin, suggesting absence of heating when the magnetic field is very smooth.   

 

Figure 4 plots the electron temperature for various thresholds of PVI values. Consistent with Figs. 

2 & 3, we observe an elevated electron temperature at the point of high PVI events. Additionally, 

the electrons temperature values are most strongly increased near the PVI events and decrease 

within minutes away from these events. There is a characteristic core of elevated temperature with 

half width of approximately 2.5 min ( 45000 km, assuming a 300 km/s solar wind speed) and the 

profiles become approximately flat at distances beyond a correlation scale (~1.5 × 105 km  500 

s). This indicates that the electrons are preferentially heated in the general vicinity of coherent 

structures. 

 

Another feature noticeable in Fig. 4 is the depression in the temperature profile at the origin for 

the small PVI ranges. Contrary to the high-PVI cases, the electron temperature values gradually 

increase away from the origin. The low PVI regions indicate where the magnetic field is smooth, 

and the plots in Fig. 4 show that in these regions the electron temperature is lower than the 

surrounding plasma. This is consistent with weaker heating of electrons in these regions. 
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Discussion & Conclusions

The present work is the first statistical study of electron heating in current sheets in the near-Sun 

environment. Using PSP data from the first seven orbits, collected near the sun, we study the 

association of electron temperature with intermittent structures. We find that electron temperatures 

are well correlated with high-PVI events. Further, we find that the electrons are generally hotter 

near the coherent structures, identified by high PVI values. Of course, elevated temperature is not 

identical to local heating, but in absence of a dissipation function we use the electron temperature 

as a tentative proxy. Similar results were obtained for protons by Qudsi et al. 2020. Our results are 

also consistent with the findings in other studies which examine these effects in the near-Earth 

solar wind (Osman et al. 2010b, 2012). Our results support the proposition that significant 

inhomogeneous electron heating occurs in the “nascent” solar wind, connected with current sheets 

dynamically generated by turbulence.  

 

Here, we have used the QTN-spectroscopy based electron temperature which gives the temperature 

of the core of the distribution. The different components of the electron distribution function – the 

core, the strahl, and the halo – may provide insights into how the different populations behave near 

the current sheets. The behavior of electron temperature anisotropy around intermittent structures 

also remains to be studied. 

 

Further, late last year PSP began sampling the sub-Alfvénic coronal wind, inside the Alfvén critical 

surface (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2022; Kasper et al. 2021; Zank et al. 2022). Data from these 

intervals and future orbits will reveal whether similar behavior persists in the sub-Alfvénic coronal 

wind, which will provide more insights into the nature of turbulent heating processes occurring in 

the lower corona. 

 

In summary, our results indicate that turbulent dissipation already begins contributing to electron 

heating near the PSP perihelia, inside ~0.2 au. This result provides important new information for 

modeling heating in the corona and solar wind. 
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