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ABSTRACT

Solar magnetic flux rope (MFR) plays a central role in the physics of coronal mass ejections (CMEs).
It mainly includes a cold filament at typical chromospheric temperatures (∼10000 K) and a hot channel

at high coronal temperatures (∼10MK). The warmMFR at quiescent coronal temperatures of a million

Kelvin is, however, rarely reported. In this study, using multiwavelength images from Atmospheric

Imaging Assembly (AIA) on board the Solar Dynamic Observatory (SDO) and Extreme Ultraviolet
Imager (EUVI) on board the Solar Terrestrial Relations Observatory-A (STEREO-A), we present

an eruption of a warm channel, that represents an MFR with quiescent coronal temperatures (∼0.6-

2.5MK). On 2022May 8, we observed the failed eruption of a hot channel, with the average temperature

and emission measure (EM) of 10MK and 1.1×1028 cm−5, using AIA high-temperature images in active

region (AR) 13007. This failed eruption was associated with a C8.2 flare, with no CME. Subsequently,
we observed a warm channel that appeared in AIA and EUVI low-temperature images, rather than

AIA high-temperature images. It then erupted, and transformed toward a semi-circular shape. An

associated C2.1 flare, along with the signatures of magnetic reconnection in AIA high-temperature

images, were identified. Additionally, we observed a CME associated with this event. Compared with
the hot channel, the warm channel is cooler and rarer with the average temperature and EM of 1.7

(1.6) MK and 2.0×1026 (2.3×1026) cm−5. All the results suggest an unambiguous observation of the

million-Kelvin warm MFR, that erupted as a CME, and fill a gap in the temperature domain of coronal

MFRs.

Keywords: Sun: filaments, prominences; Sun: coronal mass ejections (CMEs); Sun: flares; plasmas;

Sun: corona; Sun: UV radiation

1. INTRODUCTION

Solar magnetic flux rope (MFR) is a coherent helical structure with magnetic field lines wound around a central axis

(Rust & Kumar 1996; Yang et al. 2014; Liu et al. 2016). It is usually located upon the magnetic polarity inversion
lines, and sometimes erupts outward explosively (Nindos et al. 2015; Li et al. 2016a,b). The successful MFR eruption
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produces a coronal mass ejection (CME), that is the major driver of severe space weather (Patsourakos et al. 2020).

The CME often reveals a classic three-part structure, including the bright front, dark cavity and bright core, in white-

light coronagraphs (Li et al. 2012; Vourlidas et al. 2013). Among them, the dark cavity and bright core are generally

interpreted as manifestations of the MFR (Chen 2011). Recently, Song et al. (2019a,b) suggested that the bright core
corresponds solely to the MFR. In the physics of CMEs, the MFR thus plays a central role.

In solar physics, the MFRmainly contains two activities, i.e., the filament (prominence) and hot channel (Zhang et al.

2015; Cheng et al. 2017; Li et al. 2018). The filament is composed of cooler, denser chromospheric material suspended

in the hotter, rarer corona (see reviews in Mackay et al. 2010; Chen et al. 2020, and references therein). It is commonly

thought to be supported in magnetic dips of the MFR (Xia et al. 2014; Zhou et al. 2018; Shen et al. 2019a,b). This is
verified observationally by the filament rotation around its central axis during the eruption (Bi et al. 2013; Yan et al.

2014; Zhang et al. 2015; Xue et al. 2016). Moreover, tracing material from a surge and a failed filament eruption,

Li & Zhang (2013b) tracked out the helical structures of two MFRs that support the filaments. Employing Atmospheric

Imaging Assembly (AIA; Lemen et al. 2012) images on board the Solar Dynamic Observatory (SDO; Pesnell et al.
2012), Cheng et al. (2011) and Zhang et al. (2012) reported the hot channels (or blobs), and identified them as a type

of MFR. Using the differential emission measure (DEM) analysis, Cheng et al. (2012) diagnosed the temperature and

emission measure (EM) of the hot channels. They found that the hot channel emission has a DEM-weighted average

temperature larger than 8MK originating from a broad temperature range. Recently, lots of hot channels have been

detected and investigated in AIA high-temperature, e.g., 94 and 131 Å, images (Song et al. 2014; Nindos et al. 2015).
Two types of MFR, i.e., the filament and hot channel, have the characteristic temperatures of 7500-9000K and

>8MK, respectively, corresponding to the typical chromospheric and high coronal temperatures (Parenti 2014;

Cheng et al. 2017). This introduces a question of whether a type of MFR, that has the characteristic quiescent

coronal temperatures of a million Kelvin, between these two temperature ranges, exists. The investigation of this
type of MFR could be important because it may provide a more complete picture of the physics related to MFR.

Statistically searching for hot channels in 141 M-class and X-class flares, Nindos et al. (2015) noticed that there are 24

eruptive events without the presence of a hot channel or a filament, and 20 out of the 24 events were associated with

CMEs. They proposed that the MFR exists during these CME/flare events but it is simply too cool to be detected in

the 131 Å passband and possibly too hot to show in the 304 Å passband. The detection of this type of MFR is hence
essential for understanding the CME/flare events without eruptions of hot channels and/or filaments.

In a comprehensive radiative magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulation of flare-productive active regions (ARs),

an eruption of the multithermal MFR took place in the corona (Chen et al. 2023). This suggests that the MFR

is a multithermal structure. Using three-dimensional MHD simulations, Xia & Keppens (2016) studied the filament
formation, and noticed that the MFR, that supports the filament, has temperatures of ∼1-2MK; see Figures 3a and

5 in Xia & Keppens (2016). Investigating the eruption of MFRs underlying coronal streamers, Fan (2017) found the

formation of a twisted flux, that newly added to the MFR, with a temperature of ∼3.3MK; see Figure 8 in Fan (2017).

Moreover, during the eruption, the MFR has a mean temperature of ∼2MK in the range of ∼1-4MK; see Figures 11-13

in Fan (2017). Numerical simulations suggest that the MFR, with the characteristic temperatures between those of
the hot channel and filament, exists.

Using the SDO and Solar Terrestrial Relations Observatory (STEREO; Kaiser et al. 2008) A and B observations

from three viewing angles, Li & Zhang (2013a) analyzed an eruption of two hot channels, and found both hot and cool

components of the MFRs. Analyzing a successful eruption, Chen et al. (2014) investigated the relationship between
the hot channel and its associated filament, and suggested that the hot channel hosts the filament near its bottom.

Moreover, they detected the MFR component in AIA low-temperature, e.g., 335 Å, images. Employing observations

from two vantage perspectives, i.e., edge-on from the SDO and face-on from the STEREO-A, Song et al. (2022) noticed

that the erupting coronal cavity, hosting a filament at its bottom, is recorded as a channel-like structure in extreme

ultraviolet (UV) (EUV), e.g., AIA 193 Å and EUV Imager (EUVI; Howard et al. 2008) 195 Å, images. Recently,
Li et al. (2022) studied the failed eruption of a multithermal MFR with no associated filament, and proposed that

both the hot and warm channels twist together, constituting the same MFR showing plasma with high (8.4MK)

and quiescent (2.0MK) coronal temperatures. The warm component of MFR during the hot channel and/or filament

eruptions has been previously reported (Li & Zhang 2013a; Chen et al. 2014; Li et al. 2022; Song et al. 2022), revealing
the multithermal nature of MFR (Chen et al. 2023). The eruption of a warmMFR with quiescent coronal temperatures

of ∼1-2MK with no associated filament and hot channel eruption is, however, rarely presented.
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In this study, we report an unambiguous observation of the eruption of a million-Kelvin warmMFR and its associated

flare and CME on 2022 May 8. The observations, results, and summary and discussion are shown in Sections 2-4,

respectively.

2. OBSERVATIONS

SDO/AIA is a set of normal-incidence imaging telescopes, acquiring the solar atmospheric images in 10 wave-

length passbands. Sun Earth Connection Coronal and Heliospheric Investigation (SECCHI) EUVI on board the

STEREO provides solar images in four EUV, i.e., 171, 195, 284 and 304 Å, passbands. Different passbands show

plasma at different temperatures, e.g., 131 Å peaks at ∼10MK (Fexxi) and ∼0.6MK (Feviii), 94 Å peaks at ∼7.2MK

(Fexvii), 335 Å peaks at ∼2.5MK (Fexvi), 211 Å peaks at ∼1.9MK (Fexiv), 193 and 195 Å peaks at ∼1.5MK
(Fexii), 171 Å peaks at ∼0.9MK (Fe ix), 304 Å peaks at ∼0.05MK (He ii), and 1600 Å peaks at ∼0.1MK (C iv and

continuum). Spatial sampling of the AIA and EUVI images are separately 0.6′′/pixel and 1.6′′/pixel. Time cadences

of the AIA EUV and UV images and the EUVI 195 Å images are 12 and 24 s and 2.5 minutes, respectively, while those

of the EUVI 171, 284 and 304 Å images are larger and nonuniform. In this study, we mainly employ the AIA 131,
94, 335, 211, 193, 171, 304 and 1600 Å, and the EUVI-A 195 and 304 Å images to investigate the evolution of MFR

eruption and its associated flare. For AIA, level 1 data is downloaded, and then converted to level 1.5 data by using

“aia prep.pro” in the Solar Software (SSW). To better illustrate the evolution, AIA and EUVI-A images are enhanced

using the Multiscale Gaussian Normalization (MGN) technique (Morgan & Druckmüller 2014).

GOES-16 1-8 Å soft X-ray flux with time cadence of 1 s is employed to study the flare associated with the MFR
eruption. White-light coronagraphs from Large Angle and Spectrometric Coronagraph (LASCO; Brueckner et al.

1995) on board the Solar and Heliospheric Observatory (SOHO; Domingo et al. 1995) and SECCHI COR1 and COR2

on board the STEREO-A are used to investigate the CME associated with the MFR eruption. Here, we mainly

employ the SOHO/LASCO C2 and STEREO-A/SECCHI COR2 white-light coronagraphs, with spatial sampling of
11.9′′/pixel and 14.7′′/pixel, and time cadences of ∼12 and ∼15 minutes, respectively.

3. RESULTS

The SDO and STEREO-A satellites generally observe the Sun from different vantage points. Figure 1(a) shows the

positions of the two satellites at 22:00 UT on 2022 May 8. The investigated MFR; see Figure 1(b), is located out of

the southeastern solar limb in the FOV of SDO; see the red diamond in Figure 1(a). Therefore, it is also observed
by the STEREO-A; see Figure 1(a), at the heliographic position S19 E42 on the solar disk; see Figure 1(c). Tracking

the SDO and STEREO-A observations in the following days, we notice that the MFR is located in NOAA AR 13007;

see Figures 1(b)-(c). From 19:00 UT on May 8, two C-class flares are recorded succesively by the GOES-16 1-8 Å soft

X-ray flux; see Figure 1(d). The first one is a C8.2 flare that started from 19:23 UT, peaked at 19:38UT; see the blue
vertical dotted line in Figure 1(d), and ended at 19:52UT, lasting for 29 minutes. The second one is a C2.1 flare that

started from 21:40UT, peaked at 22:41UT; see the red vertical dotted line in Figure 1(d), and ended at 00:08UT on

May 9, lasting for ∼2.5 hr, much longer than that of the first flare.

3.1. Failed eruption of a hot channel

From ∼19:00 UT on May 8, a hot channel appeared in AIA high-temperature, i.e., 131 and 94 Å; see Figures 2(a)-(b),
rather than low-temperature, e.g., 193 Å; see Figure 2(c), images out of the southeastern solar limb from AR 13007,

with an elongated, twisted configuration; see Figures 2(d)-(e). It then erupted toward the southeast. Expanding loops

are detected ahead of the erupting hot channel in AIA low-temperature, e.g., 193 Å, images; see Figure 2(f). Along the

AB direction in the red rectangle in Figure 2(a), a time-slice of AIA 131 Å images is made, and displayed in Figure 3(a).

The hot channel first rose slowly with a mean speed of ∼28 km s−1, and then accelerated to ∼152km s−1 with a mean
acceleration of ∼221m s−2; see the red dotted line in Figure 3(a). Subsequently, it decelerated gradually with a mean

acceleration of -20m s−2, and finally stopped and disappeared, suggesting a failed eruption; see the online animated

version of Figure 2. During the eruption, several fine structures of the hot channel are identified, marked by the red

solid arrows in Figure 3(a). Moreover, during the deceleration phase of the hot channel eruption, the expanding loops
in AIA lower-temperature images also decelerated and stopped; see the online animated version of Figure 4. This also

supports the failed eruption of the hot channel.

Using six AIA passbands, including 131, 94, 335, 211, 193 and 171 Å, we analyze the temperature and EM of

the hot channel. Here, we employ the DEM analysis using “xrt dem iterative2.pro” (Weber et al. 2004; Cheng et al.
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2012), that has been widely applied to temperature diagnostics of features such as the hot channels (Cheng et al.

2012; Song et al. 2014; Li et al. 2022), flares (Sun et al. 2014), and jets (Zhang & Ji 2014). The temperature range

in our computations is 5.5≤ logT (K) ≤7.5, which is mainly determined by the temperature response curves of the

six AIA passbands (Cheng et al. 2012). The uncertainties in the DEM results mainly arise from the uncertainties of
the temperature response functions of the AIA EUV passbands, e.g., the non-ionization equilibrium effects, as well as

the determination of the foreground and background (see more details in Cheng et al. 2012, and references therein).

Here, version 10 of the temperature response functions, calculated using CHIANTI v9.3, is employed. In order to

estimate the DEM uncertainties, 100 Monte Carlo realizations of the data are computed. The DEM-weighted average

temperature and total EM are separately calculated by using

Taverage =

∫ Tmax

Tmin

DEM(T )T dT
∫ Tmax

Tmin

DEM(T ) dT
(1)

and

EM =

∫ Tmax

Tmin

DEM(T ) dT, (2)

where Tmin and Tmax are the lower and upper limits of the integration. Please refer to Cheng et al. (2012) for details.

In the following text, the temperature and the EM refer to the DEM-weighted average temperature and the total EM,

respectively.

The hot channel region, enclosed by the blue rectangle in Figure 2(d), is chosen to calculate the DEM. The nearby
quiet-Sun region at the similar height from the solar limb to the selected hot channel region, enclosed by the pink

rectangle in Figure 2(d), is chosen for computing the background emission, that is subtracted from the hot channel

region. In each region, the digital number counts in each of the six AIA passbands are normalized temporally by

the exposure time and averaged spatially over all pixels. In both regions, the signal for the six AIA passbands
is above the noise levels. Figure 3(c) displays the DEM curve of the hot channel region, that is well constrained

with small errors. A double-peak distribution in the DEM curve appeared. The main peak lies at 10MK (6.6≤

logT (K) ≤7.3), and the secondary peak, two orders of magnitude smaller than the main peak, appears at ∼0.6MK

(5.5≤ logT (K) ≤6.3). Between them, the high temperature plasma corresponds to the hot channel, and the low

temperature plasma corresponds to the ambient warm coronal loops that are superimposed on the hot channel along
the line of sight (LOS); see Figures 2(c) and (f). Over the temperature range of 6.6≤ logT (K) ≤7.3, we calculate

the temperature and EM using equations (1) and (2). The temperature is 10.0±0.1MK, consistent with the imaging

observations that the hot channel appears only in the AIA high-temperature passbands. The EM of the hot channel

region is (1.1±0.1)×1028 cm−5. Here, the errors of the temperature and EM are calculated from the 100 Monte Carlo
solutions. We also compute the temperature and EM over the temperature range of 5.5≤ logT (K) ≤7.5, and obtain

the similar values of 9.8±0.2MK and (0.9±0.1)×1028 cm−5, respectively. This indicates that hot plasma dominates

the emission in the hot channel region.

Employing the EM, electron number density (ne) of the hot channel is estimated using ne=
√

EM
D

, where D is the

LOS depth of the hot channel. Assuming that the depth (D) equals the width (W ) of the hot channel, then the

density is ne=
√

EM
W

. We measure the hot channel width at the place and time where and when we calculate the

DEM. First we get the intensity profile in the 131 Å passband perpendicular to the hot channel. Using the mean

intensity surrounding the hot channel as the background emission, we subtract it from the intensity profile. As the

intensity profile of the selected hot channel region is affected by the surrounding structures, e.g., sub-structures of the

hot channel, for simplicity, objectivity and accuracy, we fit the residual intensity profile using a single Gaussian, and
obtain the FWHM of the single Gaussian fit as the width. The cross-sectional width of the hot channel is measured

to be 10.8±0.3Mm. Here, the error of the width is estimated from the errors between the single Gaussian fit and the

residual intensity profile. Employ EM=(1.1±0.1)×1028 cm−5, the density is then estimated to be (3.2±0.2)×109 cm−3.

The C8.2 flare; see Figure 1(d), is associated with the failed eruption of the hot channel. Post-flare loops of the
C8.2 flare appeared in AIA EUV images; see Figures 2(d)-(f). Two flare ribbons formed at the endpoints of post-flare

loops in AIA 1600 Å images; see Figure 2(g). No CME associated with the hot channel eruption is detected in LASCO

white-light coronagraphs, further supporting that the hot channel eruption failed. The flare-related activity is also

observed by STEREO-A EUVI images; see the online animated version of Figure 4. Although the hot channel in itself
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is not detected, the loop expansion, caused by the hot channel eruption, is identified in EUVI-A 195 Å images; see

Figure 2(i). Moreover, the post-flare loops and flare ribbons associated with the hot channel eruption are also observed

in EUVI-A 195 and 304 Å images; see Figures 2(h)-(i). No CME, associated with the hot channel eruption, is detected

in STEREO-A COR1 and COR2 white-light coronagraphs. The information of the hot channel eruption is listed in
Table 1.

3.2. Eruption of a warm channel

Shortly after the failed hot channel eruption, from ∼20:50 UT on May 8, a warm channel with fine structures
appeared in AIA low-temperature, e.g., 211, 193 and 171 Å, rather than high-temperature, e.g., 94 and 131 Å, images;

see Figures 4(a)-(c). It shows plasma at quiescent, rather than high, coronal temperatures, identical to that previously

reported in Li et al. (2022). The warm channel then erupted toward the southeast. During the eruption, it transformed

toward a semi-circular shape; see Figures 4(d)-(f). Ahead of the eruption, compression front formed in AIA low-
temperature images; see the online animated version of Figure 4. Along the direction CD in the red rectangle in

Figure 4(b), a time-slice of AIA 193 Å images is made, and displayed in Figure 3(b), where the green dotted line

outlines the eruption. The warm channel first rose slowly with a mean speed of ∼25km s−1, and then accelerated to

∼206km s−1 with a mean acceleration of ∼44m s−2. Fine structures of the warm channel, denoted by the green solid

arrows in Figure 3(b), are identified. The compression front, running ahead of the erupting warm channel, is marked by
the blue solid arrows in the blue rectangle, where the signal is enhanced for better illustration, in Figure 3(b). It rose

slowly with a mean speed of ∼17km s−1, and then accelerated to ∼76km s−1 with a mean acceleration of ∼16m s−2.

The warm channel eruption and its associated compression front are also observed in EUVI-A 195 Å images; see

Figures 4(g)-(h) and the online animated version of Figure 4. The information of the warm channel eruption is listed
in Table 1.

In the blue rectangle in Figure 4(e), we calculate the DEM of the warm channel region, and show it in Figure 3(d).

Here, the background emission, that is subtracted from the warm channel region, is computed in the nearby quiet-Sun

region at the similar height from the limb to the selected warm channel region; see the pink rectangle in Figure 4(e).

In both regions, the signal in the AIA 211, 193 and 171 Å passbands is much higher than the noise levels, and that
in the AIA 131, 94 and 335 Å passbands is close to the noise levels. Comparing with the DEM of the hot channel

in Figure 3(c), the warm channel emission is well constrained in the temperature range of 5.8≤ log T (K) ≤6.4 (0.6-

2.5MK), rather than the low and high temperatures, due to the absence of signal in the AIA low and high temperature

passbands, i.e., 131, 94 and 335 Å. Over the temperature range of 5.8≤ logT (K) ≤6.4, we calculate the temperature
using equation (1), and obtain a value of 1.7±0.1MK, consistent with the AIA and EUVI imaging observations that

the warm channel is observable only in AIA and EUVI low-temperature, rather than AIA high-temperature, images.

The EM of the warm channel is (2.0±0.3)×1026 cm−5, much smaller than that of the hot channel.

As the DEM curve is poorly contrained in the low and high temperatures; see Figure 3(d), we employ an improved

sparse inversion code (Cheung et al. 2015; Su et al. 2018) to recalculate the DEM. In this method, well-constrained
DEM solutions are obtained in the case of using the new basis functions and tolerance control. Please refer to Su et al.

(2018) for details. The DEM is shown as purple curve in Figure 3(d), where the pink rectangles represent the Monte

Carlo solutions. Over the temperature range of 5.8≤ logT (K) ≤6.4, we calculate the temperature and EM using equa-

tions (1) and (2), and get values of 1.6 MK and 2.3×1026 cm−5, similar to those by using “xrt dem iterative2.pro”.
Both temperatures (1.7 and 1.6MK) support that the warm channel shows plasma at quiescent coronal tempera-

tures of ∼1-2MK. Same as in Section 3.1, we measure the warm channel width at the time and place when and

where we calculate the DEM in AIA 193 Å images, and obtain a value of 29.3±1.4Mm. Using EM=(2.0±0.3)×1026

(2.3×1026) cm−5 and W=29.3±1.4Mm, we estimate the density of the warm channel, and get a value of (2.6±0.3)×108

((2.8±0.1)×108) cm−3, one order of magnitude smaller than that of the hot channel. Furthermore, we employ the
impoved sparse inversion code to recalculate the DEM of the hot channel region, and obtain the similar result to that

in Section 3.1.

The C2.1 flare; see Figure 1(d), is associated with the warm channel eruption. Two flare ribbons of the C2.1 flare

are recorded in AIA 1600 Å images; see Figure 5(a). Post-flare loops, connecting two flare ribbons, appeared in AIA
EUV images; see Figure 5(b). Both of them are also detected in EUVI-A 304 and 195 Å images; see Figures 5(c)-(d).

Comparing with the previous C8.2 flare associated with the failed hot channel eruption, this one is much extensive.

The eastern ribbons of two flares are located at similar positions, however, the western ribbon of the C2.1 flare is

located to the west of the western ribbon of the C8.2 flare; see Figures 2(d)-(i) and 5(a)-(d). Moreover, the post-flare
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loops of the C2.1 flare is much longer and higher than those of the C8.2 flare; see Figures 2 and 5(a)-(d). Different from

the failed hot channel eruption, a CME, associated with the successful warm channel eruption, is detected in LASCO

C2 (C3) and STEREO-A COR2 (COR1) white-light coronagraphs; see Figures 5(e)-(f), with mean speeds of 482 and

593 km/s, respectively. The speeds and shapes of the CME are slightly different observed from these two instruments;
see the online animated version of Figure 5, due to the different viewing angles, time cadences and spatial sampling.

Different from the previous C8.2 flare, magnetic reconnection region was identified above the post-flare loops during

the C2.1 flare in AIA high-temperature, i.e., 131 and 94 Å, images; see the online animated version of Figure 6. After

the warm channel eruption, brightening took place at the top of post-flare loops that connect the flare ribbons; see

Figures 6(a1)-(b1), from ∼21:40UT, identical to the start time of the flare. Bright loop-like structures then appeared
successively from low to high above the post-flare loops; denoted by the red solid arrow in Figure 6(a1). They may

represent the newly-reconnected loops, i.e., the newly-formed post-flare loops, during the flare. In the blue rectangle in

Figure 6(a1), we calculate the DEM for the loop region, and display it in Figure 7(a). Here, the background emission,

that is subtracted from the loop region, is computed in the nearby quiet-Sun region at the similar height from the
limb to the selected loop region; see the pink rectangle in Figure 6(a1). For the following DEM calculations of the

reconnection regions; see the blue rectangles in Figures 6(a2)-(a4) and (b4), the same quiet-Sun region; see the pink

rectangles in Figures 6(a2)-(a4) and (b4), is chosen for computing the background emission. For all the selected

reconnection and background emission regions; see the blue and pink rectangles in Figure 6, the signal for the six AIA

passbands is above the noise levels. The DEM curve of the loop region is well constrained in the whole temperature
range, i.e., 5.5≤ logT (K) ≤7.5. Over this temperature range, we calculate the temperature using equation (1), and

obtain a value of 11.8±1.2MK. This indicates that the bright loop emission is mainly from plasma at high temperatures,

consistent with the AIA imaging observations that the bright loop appears only in AIA high-temperature, rather than

low-temperature, images. The EM of the bright loop is (9.0±1.3)×1027 cm−5. Same as in Section 3.1, we measure the
width of the bright loop in AIA 131 Å images at the place and time where and when we calculate the DEM, and obtain

a value of 4.9±0.4Mm. Employing EM=(9.0±1.3)×1027 cm−5 and W=4.9±0.4Mm, we estimate the density of the

bright loop, and get a value of (4.3±0.5)×109 cm−3. The information of the reconnection region is listed in Table 2.

Along with the formation of bright loops, a cusp-shaped structure took place in AIA 131 Å images; see Figures 6(a2)-

(c3), above the post-flare loops that appeared in AIA 171 Å (∼0.9MK) images from ∼22:35UT. In the blue rectangles
in Figures 6(a2)-(a3), we calculate the DEM for the cusp structure regions, and show them in Figures 7(b)-(c). Both

DEM curves are well constrained in the whole temperature range. Over the temperature range of 5.5≤ logT (K) ≤7.5,

we calculate the temperature and EM using equations (1) and (2). The temperatures of the cusp structure are 9.5±0.2

and 8.5±0.2MK, and the EM are (3.5±0.2)×1028 and (2.0±0.2)×1028 cm−5, respectively. Same as in Section 3.1,
we measure the widths of the cusp structure in AIA 131 Å images at the time and place when and where the DEM

are calculated, and get respective values of 10.9±0.1 and 15.6±0.5Mm. The densities of the cusp structure are then

estimated separately to be (5.7±0.2)×109 and (3.6±0.2)×109 cm−3, similar to that of the bright loops.

Subsequently, supra-arcade spikes appeared above the cusp structure; denoted by the red solid arrows in Fig-

ures 6(a4)-(b4). They may represent the reconnection region during the flare. Along the supra-arcade spikes, material
fell toward the solar surface; see the online animated version of Figure 6. In the blue rectangle in Figure 6(a4), we

calculate the DEM for the supra-arcade spike region, and show it in Figure 7(d). The DEM curve is well constrained in

the temperature range of 5.5≤ logT (K) ≤7.1. Over this temperature range, we calculate the temperature and EM of

the supra-arcade spikes using equations (1) and (2), and get values of 7.5±0.5MK and (5.0±1.5)×1027 cm−5, respec-
tively. Same as in Section 3.1, we measure the width of the supra-arcade spike in AIA 131 Å images at the time and

place when and where we calculate the DEM, and obtain a value of 12.6±3.5Mm. Using EM=(5.0±1.5)×1027 cm−5

and W=12.6±3.5Mm, we estimate the density of the supra-arcade spike, and get a value of (2.1±0.6)×109 cm−3, a

little smaller than those of the bright loops and cusp structures; see Table 2.

In the blue rectangle in Figure 6(b4), we calculate the DEM for the supra-arcade spike region, and obtain the
temperature and EM using equations (1) and (2). Here, the temperature range of 5.6≤ logT (K) ≤7.4 is used for

the convenience of calculations. The temporal evolution of the temperature and EM is displayed in Figure 7(e) as

red diamonds and blue squares, respectively. We overlay the GOES-16 1-8 Å soft X-ray flux in Figure 7(e) as a black

curve. Before the increase, the temperature and EM are almost constant with values of 1.8MK and 1.0×1027 cm−5,
which are the characteristic parameters of the quiet-Sun region before the appearance of the reconnection region. They

started to increase from 22:09UT, later than the start time (21:40UT) of the C2.1 flare, with values of 7.9MK and

3.1×1027 cm−5. This delay is due to the fact that the chosen region for computing the DEM is a small reconnection
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region above the post-flare loops, rather than the whole flare region. The temperature then quickly increased to

the peak of 11MK at 22:15 UT, earlier than the peak time (22:41UT) of the C2.1 flare, in 6 minutes. After the

peak, it decreased slowly to 5.7MK in ∼2 hr. The EM increased more slowly than the temperature, and peaked at

22:49UT, later than the peak times of the temperature (22:15UT) and the C2.1 flare (22:41UT), with a peak value
of 2.0×1028 cm−5. It slowly decreased after the peak to 1.2×1028 cm−5 in ∼1 hr, and increased again slightly after

∼23:40UT. The reincrease of the EM during the decay phase of the C2.1 flare may be caused by the rising of post-flare

loops into the region that was chosen for calculating the DEM.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Employing SDO/AIA and STEREO-A/EUVI images, and SOHO/LASCO and STEREO-A/COR2 white-light coro-

nagraphs, we investigate the eruption of the warm channel, showing plasma at quiescent coronal temperatures of

∼0.6-2.5MK, in AR 13007, and its associated flare and CME. On 2022 May 8, the hot channel, with the temperature
and EM of 10.0±0.1MK and (1.1±0.1)×1028 cm−5, appeared in high-temperature, i.e., 94 and 131 Å, rather than

low-temperature, e.g., 211, 193 (195) and 171 Å, images. It slowly rose, quickly erupted, and finally stopped and dis-

appeared, indicating the failed eruption of the hot channel. The C8.2 flare and no CME are associated with the failed

eruption. Subsequently, the warm channel, with the temperature and EM of 1.7±0.1 (1.6) MK and (2.0±0.3)×1026

(2.3×1026) cm−5, appeared in low-temperature, e.g., 211, 193 (195) and 171 Å, rather than high-temperature, i.e., 94
and 131 Å, images. It rose slowly, and then erupted quickly, with the formation of the compression front running ahead

of the warm channel in low-temperature images. Associated with the successful eruption of the warm channel, the C2.1

flare and CME are identified. Different from the previous C8.2 flare, the reconnection region above the post-flare loops

of the C2.1 flare, including the newly-reconnected loops, the cusp structure, and the supra-arcade spikes, is detected.
The temperature and EM of the reconnection region, and their temporal evolution are then analyzed.

A million-Kelvin warm MFR is reported. In this study, the property of the hot channel indicates an MFR with

high coronal temperatures (10.0±0.1MK); see Section 3.1, consistent with those previously investigated (Cheng et al.

2012; Nindos et al. 2015; Li et al. 2022). During the eruption of the warm channel, no associated eruption of the

filament and hot channel is identified; see Section 3.2. This shows an unambiguous observation of the warm MFR with
quiescent coronal temperatures, filling a gap in the temperature domain of MFR. But the frequency of occurrence of

warm MFRs in comparison with hot MFRs needs to be further explored. The temperature and density of the warm

channel are 1.7±0.1 (1.6) MK and (2.6±0.3)×108 ((2.8±0.1)×108) cm−3, much smaller than those (10.0±0.1MK and

(3.2±0.2)×109 cm−3) of the hot channel; see Table 1. Here, the heights from the limb, where we measured the densities
of the hot (∼50Mm) and warm (∼180Mm) channels, should be considered, because the densities of the hot and warm

channels, that are expanding features during the eruptions, vary with heights. Comparing with the warm component

of the multithermal MFR reported previously in Li et al. (2022), the warm MFR here has a similar temperature, but

a smaller density. To further understand the nature of warm MFR with quiescent coronal temperatures, a statistical

work of the warm MFR is needed in the future. Investigating the frequency of hot MFRs in larger flares, Nindos et al.
(2015) found that 24 eruptive events, most of which are associated with CMEs, have no associated hot channel and

filament eruption. They suggested that the warm MFR exists in these events, with temperatures between those of the

hot channel and filament. In this study, the observation of the 0.6-2.5MK warm MFR can be employed to explain

the eruptive flares or CMEs without associated eruption of hot channel and filament. Furthermore, to understand the
reason why some MFRs are heated to the high coronal temperatures of ∼10MK as the hot channels, and why some

MFRs are heated to the quiescent coronal temperatures of ∼1-2MK as the warm channels, more observations and

numerical simulations of the MFR are needed in the future.

The sympathetic eruptions of the hot and warm channels are observed. In this study, both the hot and warm

channels underwent the slow rise phase and then the main acceleration phase during the eruptions; see Figures 3(a)-
(b), consistent with those in Zhang et al. (2012) and Cheng et al. (2020). They, however, show the failed and successful

eruptions, respectively. This may be due to the smaller erupting speed of the hot channel compared to that of the

warm channel; see Table 1. The erupting speed may be hence crucial for whether the eruption is a successful or

failed eruption. The observations suggest that the failed eruption of the hot channel triggers the subsequent successful
eruption of the warm channel. The eastern ribbons of the C8.2 and C2.1 flares, separately associated with the hot and

warm channel eruptions, are located at the similar positions, however, the western ribbon of the C2.1 flare is located

to the west of that of the C8.2 flare; see Sections 3.1 and 3.2. This indicates that the eastern endpoint of the overlying

field of the hot and warm channels roots in the similar magnetic field, where the eastern ribbons of two flares are
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located. The western endpoint of the overlying field of the warm channel roots in the magnetic field, that is located

to the west of the magnetic field, where the western endpoint of the overlying field of the hot channel roots; see the

western ribbons of two flares. The overlying field of the warm channel thus contains that of the hot channel, and both

of them have one similar endpoint, i.e., the eastern endpoint. The stronger overlying field of the hot channel, compared
to that of the warm channel, may result in the failed eruption of the hot channel. The overlying field thus may be

also crucial for whether the eruption is a successful or failed eruption. The failed hot channel eruption pushed the

overlying field of the hot channel, and also the warm channel, upward and/or sideward. This changed the equilibrium

state of the warm channel, and caused the warm channel to erupt, showing the sympathetic eruptions (Jiang et al.

2009; Török et al. 2011; Yang et al. 2012) of the neighboring hot and warm channels.
The reconnection region above the post-flare loops during the flare is identified. Comparing with the previous C8.2

flare associated with the failed eruption of the hot channel, the C2.1 flare associated with the successful eruption of

the warm channel lasted for a much longer time; see Figure 1(d). This may be the reason why the reconnection region

is detected during the smaller, rather than the larger, flare. The temperature and EM of the reconnection region range
in 5.7-11MK and 3.1×1027-2.0×1028 cm−5; see Figure 7(e), consistent with those in Sun et al. (2014) and Li et al.

(2016b). The density of the reconnection region, i.e., (2.1±0.6)×109 cm−3; see Table 2, is, however, smaller than those

in Li et al. (2016a,b). Both the temperature and EM increased initially, reached the peaks, and then decreased slowly,

similar to the evolutionary trend of the soft X-ray flux; see Figure 7(e). The EM, however, reached the peak ∼34

(8) minutes later than the temperature (soft X-ray flux), identical to the results in Sun et al. (2014) and Li et al.
(2016b). The difference between the temporal evolution of the temperature and the soft X-ray flux in, e.g., the start

and peak times; see Figure 7(e), may be due to the different regions that are chosen separately for calculating the

DEM (the small region above the post-flare loops) and the soft X-ray flux (the full solar disk). Furthermore, material,

falling along the reconnection region toward the solar surface, is detected; see Section 3.2. However, no plasmoid is
identified in the reconnection region, as the reconnection region is observed face-on, rather than edge-on, from the

SDO, consistent with Li et al. (2016b).
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Table 1. Information of the hot and warm channel eruptions

MFR Rising Erupting Accel- Temper- EM Width Number Associated Associated

speed speed eration ature density flare CME speed

(kms−1) (km s−1) (m s−2) (MK) (1026 cm−5) (Mm) (108 cm−3) (class) (km s−1)

hot 28 152 221 10.0±0.1 110±10 10.8±0.3 32±2 C8.2 no

channel -20a

warm 25 206 44 1.7±0.1 2.0±0.3 29.3±1.4 2.6±0.3 C2.1 482c

channel 1.6b 2.3b 2.8±0.1b 593d

aAcceleration for the deceleration phase of the hot channel eruption.

bValues obtained from the improved sparse inversion code (Cheung et al. 2015; Su et al. 2018).

cSpeed obtained from LASCO C2 white-light coronagraphs.

dSpeed obtained from STEREO-A COR2 white-light coronagraphs.

Table 2. Information of the magnetic reconnection region during

the C2.1 flare associated with the warm channel eruption

Regions Temper- EM Width Number

in ature density

Figure 6 (MK) (1027 cm−5) (Mm) (109 cm−3)

6(a1) 11.8±1.2 9.0±1.3 4.9±0.4 4.3±0.5

6(a2) 9.5±0.2 35±2 10.9±0.1 5.7±0.2

6(a3) 8.5±0.2 20±2 15.6±0.5 3.6±0.2

6(a4) 7.5±0.5 5.0±1.5 12.6±3.5 2.1±0.6
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Figure 1. General information of the warm channel eruption. (a) Positions of the SDO and STEREO-A satellites at 22:00 UT
on 2022 May 8. (b) SDO/AIA 193 Å and (c) STEREO-A/EUVI 195 Å images. (d) GOES-16 1-8 Å soft X-ray flux. In (a), the
dotted semicircle represents the Earth orbit at 1AU. E and W show the east and west directions in the field of view (FOV) of
SDO. The red diamond marks the general location of the warm channel. The angle between two satellites is denoted by the
number. In (b), the green and red rectangles separately denote the FOVs of Figures 4(a)-(f) and Figures 2(a)-(g) and 5(a)-(b).
In (c), the blue and pink rectangles indicate the FOVs of Figures 4(g)-(h) and Figures 2(h)-(i) and 5(c)-(d), respectively. WC in
(b) and (c) represents the warm channel. The blue and red vertical dotted lines in (d) mark the peaks of two flares associated
with the eruptions of the hot and warm channels, respectively. See Section 3 for details.
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Figure 2. Failed eruption of the hot channel before the warm channel eruption. (a), (d) AIA 131, (b), (e) 94, (c), (f) 193
and (g) 1600 Å, and (h) EUVI-A 304 and (i) 195 Å images. The red rectangle AB in (a) shows the position for the time slice
in Figure 3(a). The blue and pink rectangles in (d) enclose the hot channel region for the DEM curve in Figure 3(c) and the
location where the background emission is computed, respectively. HC, PFLs, ELs and FRs separately represent the hot channel,
post-flare loops, expanding loops and flare ribbons. An animation of the unannotated AIA images (panels (a)-(b)) is available.
It covers 7 hr starting at 19:00 UT on May 8, with a time cadence of 1 minute. The FOVs of (a)-(g) and (h)-(i) are indicated
by the red and pink rectangles in Figures 1(b) and (c), respectively. See Section 3.1 for details. (An animation of this figure is
available.)
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Figure 3. Evolution of the hot and warm channel eruptions. (a), (b) Time slices of AIA 131 and 193 Å images along the
directions AB and CD in the red rectangles in Figures 2(a) and 4(b), respectively. (c), (d) DEM curves separately for the hot
and warm channel regions enclosed by the blue rectangles in Figures 2(d) and 4(e). In (a) and (b), the red and green dotted
lines outline the hot and warm channel eruptions, respectively. The red and green solid arrows separately mark the hot and
warm channels. In (b), the signal in the blue rectangle is enhanced, and the blue solid arrows denote the compression front. In
(c) and (d), the black curves are the best-fit DEM distributions, and the red, green and blue rectangles represent the regions
containing 50%, 51-80% and 81-95% of the Monte Carlo solutions, respectively. In (d), the purple curve is the best-fit DEM
distribution, and the pink rectangles represent the Monte Carlo solution. See Sections 3.1 and 3.2 for details.
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Figure 4. The warm channel eruption. (a), (d) AIA 211, (b), (e) 193 and (c), (f) 171 Å images, and (g) EUVI-A 195 Å original
and (h) running-difference images. The red rectangle CD in (b) shows the position for the time slice in Figure 3(b). The blue
and pink rectangles in (e) separately enclose the warm channel region for the DME curve in Figure 3(d) and the location where
the background emission is computed. In (g)-(h), the green arrows mark the warm channel, and the CF denotes the compression
front. An animation of the unannotated AIA and EUVI-A (panels (d)-(h)) images is available. It covers 7 hr starting at 19:00
UT on May 8, with time cadences of 1 and 2.5 minutes, respectively. The FOVs of (a)-(f) and (g)-(h) are denoted separately
by the green and blue rectangles in Figures 1(b) and (c). See Section 3.2 for details. (An animation of this figure is available.)
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Figure 5. The flare and CME associated with the warm channel eruption. (a) AIA 1600 and (b) 193 Å, and (c) EUVI-A 304
and (d) 195 Å images. (e) SOHO/LASCO C2 and (f) STEREO-A/SECCHI COR2 running-difference white-light coronagraphs.
The purple rectangle in (b) shows the FOV of Figure 6. An animation of the unannotated SOHO and STEREO-A white-light
coronagraphs (panels (e)-(f)) is available. It covers ∼4.5 hr starting at 22:12 UT on May 8, with time cadences of ∼12 and ∼15
minutes, respectively. The FOVs of (a)-(b) and (c)-(d) are separately denoted by the red and pink rectangles in Figures 1(b)
and (c). See Section 3.2 for details. (An animation of this figure is available.)



A Warm Flux Rope Eruption 15

Figure 6. Magnetic reconnection above the post-flare loops. (a1)-(a4) AIA 131 and (b1)-(b4) 94 Å images, and (c1)-(c4)
composites of AIA 131, 94 and 171 Å images. The red solid arrows in (a1)-(b4) mark the reconnection region. The blue
rectangles in (a1)-(a4) enclose the regions for the DEM curves in Figures 7(a)-(d), respectively. The blue rectangle in (b4)
denotes the region for the temporal evolution of the temperature and EM in Figure 7(e). The pink rectangles in (a1)-(a4) and
(b4) show the locations where the background emissions are computed. An animation of the unannotated AIA images (panels
(a1)-(c1)) is available. It covers 4.5 hr starting at 21:30 UT on May 8, with a time cadence of 1 minute. The FOV is indicated
by the purple rectangle in Figure 5(b). See Section 3.2 for details. (An animation of this figure is available.)
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Figure 7. Evolution of reconnection above the post-flare loops. (a)-(d) DEM curves for the reconnection regions separately
enclosed by the blue rectangles in Figures 6(a1)-(a4). (e) Temporal evolution of the temperature (red diamonds) and EM (blue
squares) of the reconnection region enclosed by the blue rectangle in Figure 6(b4). In (a)-(d), the black curves are the best-fit
DEM distributions, and the red, green and blue rectangles represent the regions containing 50%, 51-80% and 81-95% of the
Monte Carlo solutions, respectively. The black curve in (e) shows the GOES-16 1-8 Å soft X-ray flux; see also in Figure 1(d).
See Section 3.2 for details.
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