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A bstract. W e analyzed intemm ittency in the solar wind, as observed on the ecliptic plane,
looking at m agnetic eld and velocity uctuations between 03 and 1 AU, for both fast
and slow wind and for com pressive and directional uctuations. O ur analysis focused on
the property that probability distrdoution functions ofa uctuating eld a ected by in—
tem ittency becom e m ore and m ore peaked at an aller and am aller scales. Since the peaked—
ness of a distrbbution is m easured by is atness factor we studied the behavior of this
param eter for di erent scales to estim ate the degree of intermn ittency of our tin e serdes.
W e con m ed that both m agnetic eld and velociy uctuations are rather Intem ittent
and that com pressive m agnetic uctuations are generally m ore interm ittent than the cor-
resoonding velocity uctuations. In addition, we observed that com pressive uctuations
are always m ore Intemm ittent than directional uctuations and that while slow wind in-
tem ittency does not depend on the radial distance from the sun, fast wind intemm ittency
ofboth m agnetic eld and velocity uctuations clearly increases w ith the heliocentric
distance.

W e propose that the cbserved radial dependence can be understood if we In agine in—
terplanetary uctuations m ade of two m ain com ponents: one represented by coherent,
non propagating structures convected by the wind and, the other one m ade of propa-
gating, stochastic uctuations, nam ely A lfven waves. W hile the rst com ponent tends
to increase the Intem ittency level because of its coherent nature, the second one tends
to decrease i because of its stochastic nature. A s the w iInd expands, the A lfrenic con—
tribution is depleted because of turbulent evolution and, consequently, the underlying
coherent structures convected by the wind, strengthen further on by stream {stream dy-—
nam ical interaction, assum e a m ore In portant role increasing intem itency, as observed.
O bviously, slow wind doesn’t show a sim ilar behavior because A Ifyenic uctuations have
a less dom lnant role than within fast wind and the A Ifyenicity of the wind has already
been frozen by the tine we observe it at 0.3 AU . Finally, our analysis suggests that the
m ost intemm ittent m agnetic uctuations are distrbuted along the local interplanetary
m agnetic eld spiral direction whil, those relative to w Ind velocity seem to be located
along the radial direction.

1. 1. Introduction

The basic view that we have of the solar wind is that
of a magneto uid pervaded by uctuations over a wide
range of scales which are strongly m odi ed by the e ects of
the dynam ics during the expansion into the interplanetary
medium . These e ects are m ore relevant w ithin the inner
heliosphere and on the Ecliptic where the stream {stream
dynam icsm ore strongly reprocesses the originalplasm a and
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the large velocity shears add new uctuations to the origi-
nal spectrum (Colem an, 1968, Roberts et al, 1991). This
scenario has reconciled the "wave" point of view proposed
by Belcher and D avis (1971), ie. solar origin of the uctu-
ations, and the "turbulence" point of view, ie. local gen-
eration due to velocity shears, proposed by C olem an (1968) .
The st consequence of this scenario is that large uctua—
tions of solar origin containing energy interact non {linearly
w ith other uctuations of local origin giving rise to an en—
ergy exchange between di erent scales, which can be inter—
preted as the usual energy cascade towards sm aller scales
In fully developed turbulence. A s a m atter of fact, space—
craft observations have shown that the spectral slope of the
power spectrum of these uctuations changes w ith the ra—
dialdistance from the sun (Bavassano et., 1982, D enskat and
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N eubauer, 1983). Thisbehaviour was recognized (Tu et al,
1984) as a clear experin ental evidence that cascade pro—
cesses due to non {linear interaction betw een opposite prop—
agating A lfven waves were active in the solar wind with.
O ne of the consequences of this radial evolution was the
observed radial decrease of the correlation of velocity and
m agnetic eld uctuations (generally known as cross helic—
iy, or A Ifvenicity) Roberts et al. 1987). These observa—
tions nally answered to the question of whether the ob-
served uctuations were rem nants of coronal processes or
were dynam ically created during the expansion. H owever,
successive theoreticalm odels (See review by Tu and M arsch,
1995) which tried to obtain the radial spectral evolution of
the solar w ind uctuations had to dealw ith peculiarities of
the observations that they could not reproduce w ithin the
fram ew ork of solely non{linear interacting waves. T he lack
of a strict self{sin ilarity of the uctuations and the conse-
quent non applicability of strict scale invariance (M arsch
and L, 1993), the strong anisotropy shown by velocity
and eld wuctuations (®avassano et al., 1982, Tu et al,
1989, Roberts, 1992), the di erent radial evolution of the
m Ininum variance direction for m agnetic eld and veloc—
ity K lenh et al, 1993), the lack of equipartition between
m agnetic and velocity uctuations (M atthaeus and G old—
stein, 1982, Bruno et al, 1985) all contributed to suggest
the idea that uctuations could possbly be due to a m x—
ture of propagating waves and static structures convected
by the wind. Some kind of lamentary structure, sin i
lar to ux tubes, was rstly proposed by M cC racken and
Ness (1966) and the observed spectral radial evolution of
the large scale uctuations has been attributed to the in—
teraction of outward propagating A lfven waves w ith these
structures (Tu and M arsch, 1993, Bruno and Bavassano,
1991; Bavassano and Bruno, 1992). Incom pressible m ag-
netic structures were found by Tu and M arsch (1991)and
m agnetic uctuations wih a large correlation length par—
allel to the am bient m agnetic eld, suggested the idea of a
quasi{tw o{din ensional, Incom pressible turbulence forwhich
K B = 0 M atthaeus et al.,, 1990). Thus, solar wind uc—
tuations are not isotropic and scale{invariant, two of the
fiindam ental hypotheses at the basis of K 41 K oIn ogorov’s
theory (1941). T his theory isbased on an in portant statis-
tical relation, which characterizes turbulent ow s, between
velocity Increments vy =< ¥ (x+ ) V (2)j>,measured
along the ow direction x, and the energy transfer rate
at the scale separation r = ¥j that is w ()3 or,
more in general, v  (r)°~?. If isconstant, the previous
relation sin ply reads Vb =3 and uctuations are said
to be self{sim ilar, and our signal is a sin ple fractal. How—
ever, as ram arked by Landau (K olm ogorov, 1962, O bukhov,
1962), if statistically depends on scale due to the m echa—
nisn that transfers energy from larger to sm aller eddies,
w illbe replaced by . and a new scaling has to be evaluated

v 3 < PP Expressng Y via a scaling rela-
tion with r, we obtain < 2> > re-3 and, consequently,

P r® where s, = p=3+ ,_3 is generally a nonlnear
function of p. This m eans that the global scale invariance
required in the K 41 theory would release towards a local
scale nvariance w here di erent fractal sets characterized by
di erent scaling exponents can be found.

O ne of the consequences of this lack of a universal scale
Invariance, directly observed In experim ental tests, is that
the shape ofthe probability density functions D Fs) ofthe
velocity increm ents at a given scale is not the sam e for each
scale but roughly evolves from a G aussian shape, near the
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Integral scale, to a distrbution whose tails aremuch atter
than those of a G aussian, resem bling a stretched exponen-—
tial near the dissipation scale. Thism eans that the largest
events, contained in the tails of the distrbbution, do not fol-
low the G aussian statistics but show a much larger prob—
ability. This phenom enon is also called intem ittency and,
In practice, uctuations of a generic tin e serdes a ected by
Interm ittency, altemate Intervals of very high activity to in—
tervals of quiescence.

Because of this Jack of G aussianity, the study of the uc—
tuations based on conventional spectral analysis is strongly
1im ited, and the second order m om ent of the distrlbution is
not longer the lim iting order. An altemative way for char-
acterizing the uctuations is to investigate directly the dif-
ferences of a uctuating eld over all the possibl spatial
scales and look at m om ents of orders higher than 2, adopt—
ing the socalled m ultifractal approach (Parisi and Frisch,
1985). A convenient statistical tool to perform this study
is the so{called p th order structure function (SF) de—

nedasSY =< ¥ x+ ) V x)F > and S is expected to
scale as r** . SFs are then com puted for various orders as
a function of all the possble scales and each order provides
a value of the scaling exponent s, . If cbservations show a
non {linear departure from the smpl s, = p=3 (ors, = p=4
for the M HD case (Carbone, 1993)) this is an indication
that interm ittency is present. Thism ethod was introduced
for the rst tin e n space plasn a studies by Burlaga (1991)
who studied the exponents s, of structure fiinctions based
on Voyager’'s ocbservations of solar wind speed at 85 AU .
T his author found that, sin ilarly to what is found in ordi-
nary laboratory turbulent uids, the exponent s, was not
equal to p=3, as expected In the K 41 theory. This expo-
nent was found to scale non-linearly with the order p and
to be consistent w ith a variety of newer theories of inter—
m ittent turbulence, Including K oIm ogorov {0 bukhov (1962).
The rst results obtained by Burlaga (1991) and Carbone
et al. (1995) not only revealed the Interm ittent character of
Interplanetary m agnetic eld and velocity uctuations but
also showed an unexpected sim ilarity to those obtained for
laboratory turbulence @A nselm et et al,,1984). T hese resuls
show ed consistency between observations on scales of 1 AU
and laboratory observations on scales of m eters, suggesting
a sort of universality of this phenom enon, which was inde-
pendent on scale.

W hile previous results referred to observations in the
outer heliosphere, M arsch and Liu (1993) rstly investi-
gated solar w ind scaling properties in the inner heliosphere.
For the st time they provided som e insights on the dif-
ferent interm ittent character of slow and fast wind, on the
radial evolution of intem ittency and on the di erent scal-
Ing characterizing the three com ponents of velocity. T hey
also concluded that the A Ifvenic turbulence observed In fast
stream s starts from the Sun as self{sin ilar but then, dur-
ing the expansion, decorrelates becom ing m ore m ultifractal.
T his evolution was not seen in the slow w ind supporting the
idea that turbulence In fast wind ism ainly m ade of A Ifven
w aves and convected structures (Tu and M arsch, 1993) asal-
ready inferred by looking at the radialevolution of the level
of cross{helicity in the solar wind (Bruno and Bavassano,
1991). Aswe will see In the follow ing, although the tools
used In our analysis di er from those used by M arsch and
Liu (1993) ourresults fully con m theirresultsbutalso add
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som e m ore Inferences on the radial evolution of solar w ind
Intem ittency.

Successively, several other papers tried to understand the
phenom enon of interm ittency in the solar w ind looking for
the best m odel which could t the observations or could
establish whether the observed scaling was closer to that
shown by an ordinary uid or rather by a m agneto uid as
predicted by K olm ogorov (1941) and K raichnan (1965), re—
soectively. Ruzm ainkin et al., (1995) studying fast wind
data observed by U lysses developed a m odelof A Ifvenic tur-
bulence in which they reduced the spectral index ofm agnetic

eld uctuations by an am ount depending on the intem it—
tency exponent. They found a close agreem ent w ith the
expected K raichnan scaling for a m agneto uid (3=2) and
concluded that their results were consistent with a turbu-
lence based on random {phased A lfven waves (K raichnan,
1965).

Tu et al.,, (1996) re{elaborated the Tu (1988) m odel of
developing turbulence including intemm ittency derived from
the p-m odelofM eneveau and Sreenivasan (1987). T hey ob—
tained a new expression for the scaling exponent that took
into account that, for turbulence not fully developed, the
spectral index is not de ned yet.

Carbone et al,, (1995), for the st tin e adopted the E x—
tended Self{Sim ilarity (ESS) concept (Benzi et al, 1993)
to interplanetary data collected by Voyager and H elios, and
looked for di erences In the scaling properties between in—
terplanetary m agneto uid and ordinary uid turbulence ob—
tained In laboratory. ESS is a powerful m ethod to easily
recover the scaling exponent of the uctuations exploiting
the interdependency of the structure functions of various
orders. These authors concluded that, di erences exist be—
tween scaling exponents in ordinary (unm agnetized) uid

ow s and hydrom agnetic ow s.

Horoury and Balogh (1997) perform ed a com prehensive
structure function analysis of U lysses data and concluded
that iInterplanetary m agnetic eld uctuations are m ore
K oIn ogorov { like rather than K raichnan {lke.

Veltriand M angeney (1999), adopting a m ethod based on
the discrete w avelet decom position ofthe signalidenti ed for
the rst tim e Intem ittent events. Successively, using condi-
tioned structure-functions, they excluded any contribution
from Intemn ittent sam ples and were able to recover the scal-
Ing properties of the M HD uctuations. In particular, the
radial com ponent of the velocity displayed the characteris—
tic K olm ogorov slope s, = p=3 while the other com ponents
displayed the K raichnan slope s, = p=4.

A llprevious works deal w ith the scaling exponents s, of
the structure finctions S¥, ain ing to show that they follow
an anom alous scaling with respect to that expected from
K 41 theory for turbulent uids. This anom alous scaling is
strictly related to the way P robability D istrdbution Func—
tions PDFs) of the Increm ents change wih scale. It is
Interesting to notice that if we consider uctuations that
follow a given scaling, say vr =< ¥+ r) v(X)I> .
and introduce a change of scale, say r ! r (> 0), we
end up w ith the follow ing transform ation v, ¥ .. The
in portance of this relation is that the statistical proper—
ties of the left and right{hand{side m em bers are the sam e
(Frisch, 1995), ie. PDF (vy) = PDF (¥ ). Thismeans
that if h is unigque, the PD F's of the standardized variables

Ur ) = W+ 1) vE)=< W+ 1) vE) > re-
duces to a unigque PDF highlighting the self{sim ilar (frac—
tal) nature of the uctuations. In other words, if all the
PDFs of standardized uctuations u, collapse to a unigque
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PDF, uctuations are not intem ittent. Intem ittency im —
plies m ultifractality and, as a consequence, an entire range
of values for h. Castaing et al. (1990) developed a m odel
based on the idea ofa log{nom alenergy cascade and showed
that the non-G aussian behavior of the P robability D istrdbu—
tion Functions (PD F’s) at an all scales can be represented by
a convolution of G aussians whose variances are distribbuted
according to a lognom aldistribution whose w idth is repre—
sented, for each scale r, by the param eter 2(r). Thism odel
hasbeen adopted, forthe rsttim e in the solarw ind context,
by Sorriso et al,, (1999) to tthe departure from a G aussian
distrbution of the PD F's of solar w ind speed and m agnetic
eld uctuationsat sm allscales. A sam atterof fact, M arsch

and Tu (1994) had already shown that the PD F s closely re—
sem ble a G aussian distribution at large scalesbut, at an aller
scales, their tails becom e m ore and m ore stretched as re—
sult of the fact that large events have a probability to hap—
pen larger than for a G aussian distrbution. Their resuls
showed that valies of 2 (r) relative to m agnetic eld were
higherthan those relative to velocity throughout the inertial
range, con m ing that PD F’s ofm agnetic eld uctuations
are less G aussian than those relative to w ind speed uctua-
tions M arsch and Tu, 1994). T he sam e authors determ ined
also the codin ension of them ost intermm ittent m agnetic and
velocity structures, suggesting that w ithin slow wind inter—
m ittency ism ainly due to com pressive phenom ena. M ore—
over, the use of techniques recently adopted in the context
of solar w ind turbulence (Veltriand M angeney, 1999, B runo
et al. 2001) based on w avelet decom position allow ed to iden-
tify those events causing intemm ittency. T hose events were
denti ed as either com pressive phenom ena lke shocks or
planar sheets like tangential discontinuities separating con—
tiguous regions characterized by di erent totalpressure and
bulk velocity, possbly associated to adpcent ux{tubes.

Lately, Padhye et al., (2001) used the C astaing approach
to describe directly the PD F softhe uctuations ofthe over—
all interplanetary m agnetic eld com ponents. T hese authors
concluded that all the com ponents ollowed a rather G aus—
sian statistics but they were not abl to relate their results
to those obtained by M arsch and Tu (1994) and Sorriso et
al. (1999) who com pared PDF s for di erent tin e scales. A s
a m atter of fact, Padhye and co-workers referred to uctu-
ations respective to the mean eld and not increm ents as
it was done in the previous m entioned studies and in the
present study.

In this paper, we base our analysis on the concept of
intemm ittency as given by Frisch (1995), follow ing which a
random function v (t) is said to be intemm ittent ifthe atness

_ < (vaen'>
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grow s w thout bound as we Iter out the lowest frequency
com ponents of our signal and consider only sm aller and
an aller scales. Thus, we w illde ne a given tin e serdes to be
Intermm ittent if ¥ continually grow s at sm aller scales and, we
w illde ne the sam e tin e series to be m ore Interm ittent ifF

grow s faster. M oreover, if F rem ains constant w ithin a cer—
tain range of scales, it w ill indicate that those scales are not
Intem ittent but sin ply self{ sin ilar and, a value of F 6 3 (3
is the value expected for a G aussian) would sim ply Indicate
that those scales do not have a G aussian statistics. Thisisa
sin pler way than that used by Sorriso et al. (1999) to look
at the behaviour of the atness to infer the intem ittency
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character ofthe uctuationsbut, what we gain in sim plicity
we loose In e ectiveness to quantify the degree of intemm it—
tency and, we willonly be abl to evaluate w hether a given
sam ple is m ore or less intem ittent than another one. In
the follow Ing sections we w ill analyze and discuss the radial
evolution of intem ittency in the Inner heliosphere and on
the ecliptic plane evalnating the behavior of F aspreviously
i strated.

2. 2.D ata Analysis

The present analysis was perform ed using plasma and
m agnetic eld data recorded by Helios 2 during its rst so—
lar m ission in 1976 when the s/c repeatedly observed the
sam e corotating stream at three di erent heliocentric dis—
tances on the eclptic plane, during three consecutive so-—
lar rotations. In order to com pare intemm ittency between
high and low speed plasm a, low speed regions ahead ofeach
corotating high speed stream , were also studied. T he three
stream s, nam ed "1", "2" and "3", respectively, can be identi-

ed In Figure 1 where the w ind speed pro X and the space-
craft heliocentric distance are shown for the whole Helios
2 prin ary m ission to the Sun. The exact location of the
selected intervals, lasting 2 days each, is shown by the rect—
angles drawn on the data pro le. Begihning and end of
each tin e Intervalare shown In Tabl 1 where, we also show
the average heliocentric distance, the average wind speed,
the angle "s v between m agnetic and velocity vectors, the
angle "t r between m agnetic eld vector and radial direc—
tion and the angle *v r between velociy vector and ra—
dial direction. W hile the velocity vector is always closely
aligned w ith the radial direction, m agnetic eld vector gen-—
erally follow s the expected A rchin edean spiralcon guration
although this agreem ent is lJarger during fast w ind than dur-
Ing slow wind tin e intervals. T he data set ism ade of 81 sec
averages of m agnetic and plasn a observations recorded in
Solar{E cliptic reference system SE where, the X axis is ori-
ented towards the sun, the Y axis lies on the ecliptic and
it is ordented opposite to the s/c direction of m otion and,
the Z axis com pletes the right{handed reference system .
These fast w ind stream s are notorious for being dom inated
by A lfvren waves and have been widely studied since they
0 er a unigque opportunity to observe the radial evolution of
M HD turbulence w ithin the inner heliosphere (for a rather
com plete review of existing literature related to this topic
see Tu and M arsch, 1995).

The ain ofthe present study is to investigate the behav—-
jor of m agnetic eld and wind velocity intem ittency as a
fiinction of heliocentric distance and type of wind (ie. fast
and slow ). A though intem ittency refers to the statistical
behavior ofthe uctuations in the spatialdom ain, it can be
estin ated from m easurem entsm ade in the tem poraldom ain
sin ply adopting the Taylor’s frozen {in hypothesis. This as—
sum ption, which is fully acoceptable w thin the usual condi-
tions of strongly supersonic and super{A lfvenic solar w ind,
allow s to treat, w ith good approxin ation, each uctuation
as an eddy and spatialr and tem poral coordinates can be
m utually exchanged via the relation r = Vg whereV, is
the solar w nd bulk speed. In order to study intemm ittency
we com puted the follow ng estin ator of the atness factor
F
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where is the scale of interest and S® =< ¥ £+ )
V (t)F > is the SF of order p of the generic function V (t).
This de nition slightly di ers from that given by Frisch
(1995) since we com pute the factor F for each single scale
while Frisch calculates F using a high{pass Iler whose
cuto frequency is repeatedly shifted towards higher and
higher frequencies each tim e. H ow ever, in both cases a given
function is considered intem ittent if the factor F increases
when considering sm aller and sm aller scales or, equivalently,
higher and higher frequencies.

A vector eld, lke velocity and m agnetic eld, encom —
passes two distinct contributions, a com pressive one due to
Intensity uctuations that can be expressed as

B )= B e+ )] BWOI 3

and a directional one due to changes in the vector orienta-
tion

S
)y =

X

B (t; Bit+ ) Bi@®)? 4)

i=xjy;z

O bviously, relation 4 takes into account also com pressive
contrbutions and the expression B (t; ) IB & )Jis
always true.

In the follow ing we will study the atness factor F
tained from SFs com puted for both compressive P =<
B & ) >¢ and directional P =< (Bt ))® >+ uc
tuations. A s regards this last quantity, we like to stress that
we veri ed that m agnetic sector changes do not apprecia—
bly in uence its valie and that in this study only interval
(72:00{7400) contains a m agnetic sector change. C om par-
ing the radialdependence of these tw o quantities for fast and
slow wind and form agnetic eld and velociy w illtum out to
be useflto better interpret the radial evolution of interm i—
tency as observed in the solar wind M HD turbulence. O ur
analysisw illbe based on the follow ing de nitions: 1) a given
tin e serdes is de ned intem ittent if the factor F m onoton-—
ically increases m oving from Jlarger to am aller scales, 2) the
sam e tin e serdes is de ned m ore interm ittent than another
one if F begins to increase at larger scales since, follow ing
Castaing et al. (1990), this In plies a larger inertial range
and, consequently, a larger num ber of steps along the cas—
cade w ith interm ittency increasing at each step, 3)ifF starts
to increase at the sam e scale for two di erent tim e series, we
w il consider m ore intem ittent the one for which F grow s
m ore rapidly. M oreover, we like to rem ind that a G aussian
statistics would show values of F close to 3 for all scales, in—
dicating the self{ sin ilar character ofour uctuations. How -
ever, ifF uctuates around a value som ew hat di erent from
3 our uctuations are still self{sim ilar although not G aus—
sian. Anyhow, in both cases these uctuations are not con—
sidered interm ittent.

Thus, our de nition of interm ittency willbe lin ited to a
qualitative de nition rather than quantitative since the ain
ofthe present work isonly to com pare the radialevolition of
Intermm ittency for di erent solar w ind param eters and w ithin
di erent solar w ind conditions.

ob—

3. 3. M agnetic eld and velocity interm ittency

vs heliocentric distance

ValuesofF forboth scalar and vectordi erences form ag—
netic eld as a function of tem poral scale expressed in
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seconds are shown In Figure 2. The factor F hasbeen com —
puted for slow (left column) and fast (right colum n) wind
and for three distinct radial distances as indicated by the
di erent sym bols used in the plots. In addition, errors rel-
ative to each value of F are also shown. It is readily seen
that m agnetic eld uctuations in both slow and fast w ind
are Intermm ittent since F increases at am all scales. Values of
F for com pressive uctuations within slow wind (panelA)
start to increase well beyond 10* sec reaching values larger
than 20 at the sm allest scale. M oreover, there is no evi-
dence for any radial dependence since all the curves overlap
to each other w ithin the error bars. O n the contrary, com —
pressive uctuations for fast wind (panelB) show a clear
radial dependence. A s a m atter of fact, the three curves
intersect each other at large scales down to 4 1d sec
but clearly separate at sm aller scales indicating that inter—
m ittency increases with the radial distance from the sun.
M oreover, since w ithin slow wind F starts to grow at larger
scales and reaches higher values at sm all scales, we can say
thatm agnetic com pressive uctuations in slow w ind, at least
at 0.3 and 0.7 AU, are m ore iIntem ittent than those within
fast wind. Slow wind directional uctuations (panelC) are
also rather Intem ittent since F starts to increase around
2 18 sec, at frequencies slightly higher than for slow w ind
com pressive uctuations. However, these uctuations are
Jess intem ittent than com pressive uctuations In the sam e
type of wind since F increases m ore slow Iy at am all scales.
M oreover, there isno radialdependence. PanelD show s the
behavior of F for directional uctuations in fast wind. A Iso
in this case as for panelB, there is a clear radialdependence
of Intermm ittency on the radial distance. The atness factor
F rem ains approxim ately constant and rather sim ilar for
the three distances at large scalesdown to 2 19 sec and
then increasesm ore rapidly for larger heliocentric distances.
Thus, our samplk at 0.9 AU ism ore intem ittent than that
at 0.7 AU, which, in tum, is m ore intem ittent than that
at 03 AU . Considering that the scales at which F starts to
ncrease is only around 10° sec and that the values reached
at sm all scales are lower, these uctuations are less interm it—
tent than the corresponding ones w ithin slow w ind and the
com pressive ones w thin the sam e fast w ind. M oreover, the
fact that in panelD F starts to increase at much an aller
scales than In slow wind (Panel C), is strongly indicative
that the mnertial range in this case ismuch less extended as
we already know from the existing literature (see review by
Tu and M arsch, 1995).

Resuls relative to velocity uctuations are shown in Fig—
ure 3 In the sam e fom at adopted In the previous F igure.
Valies of F for slow speed com pressive uctuations start
to increase around 10° sec (panel A ). However, the three
curves intersect each other various tin es along the whole
range of scales show ing that there is no clear radial depen—
dence although, the an allest scale would suggest som e radial
evolution which, in addition, would be opposite to what is
observed In fast wind. H owever, the large associated error
bars do not allow us to draw any realistic conclusion. Tak—
Ing Into account that the the scale at which F starts to
Increase is of the sam e order of that relative to m agnetic

eld com pressive uctuations in slow wind but F reaches
much lower values at sn all scales, we conclude that velocity
com pressive uctuations are less interm ittent than m agnetic
com pressive uctuations in slow wind. PanelB, relative to
velocity com pressive uctuations in fast w ind, show s a clear
radial dependence of F . The three curves start to Increase
around 10° sec and separate at sm aller scales. Then, in—
tem ittency increases from 03 to 0.9 AU since F increases
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m ore rapidly for larger heliocentric distances. This resul is
sin ilar to what we observed for m agnetic com pressive uc—
tuations in fast wind although the overall intem ittency in
this case ism uch reduced taking into account that F starts
to increase at much sm aller scales and reaches sm aller val-
ues. PanelC show s results relative to velocity directional

uctuations in slow wind. These curves, although less sta—
ble than the corresponding curves relative to m agnetic eld
(Figure 2C), show a very sim ilar behavior and no hint fora
possible radial dependence. A 1so panelD , where we report
values of FF for velocity directional uctuations in fast wind,
show s results very sin ilar to those shown form agnetic eld
In Figure 2D to the extent that these tw o sets of curves over—
lap to each other, within the error. This last resul, as it
w illbe discussed later on in this paper, clkarly derives from
the strong contribution due to A lfvenic uctuations popu-—
lating the fast corotating stream s that we selected (B runo
et al, 1985). Dierently from m agnetic eld wuctuations,
velocity directional uctuations seem to be only slightly less
Intemm ittent than com pressive uctuations.

4. 4. Interm ittency in the mean eld

reference system

A though, other authors M arsch and Liu, 1993, M arsch
and Tu, 1994) already addressed the study of the radial
evolution of Intem ittency for m agnetic eld and velocity
com ponents, we like to provide a com plte picture of this
radial dependence adding a study perform ed in the m ean

eld coordinate system M F, hereafter) which, form agnetic

eld, is m ore appropriate than the usual RTN or SE co-
ordinate system s. A s a m atter of fact, the large scale In-
terplanetary m agnetic eld con guration breaks the spatial
sym m etry and introduces a preferential direction along the
mean eld. A sa consequence, a natural reference system is
the one for which one of the com ponents, that we callB__,
isalong them ean eld B outwardly oriented, and the other
tw 0 are perpendicular to thisdirection. In our case we chose
one ofthe two perpendicular com ponentsB , , to be perpen-
dicularto the plane identi eAd byAB” and them ean solarw ind
velocity V , so that 1§? , =B V and, the ram ajm'rzg direc—
tion B? ; descends from the vector product BA? 2 B ,where
the sym bol” Indicates a uniary vector. In the top panel of
Figure 4, we show values of F for the three m agnetic com -
ponents In SE reference system (ie. Bx , By and Bz ) at
the three di erent heliocentric distances previously chosen
and, In the bottom panel, we show the com ponents in the
M F reference system (ie. B_._.,B-,;1 and B, ,)for the sam e
heliocentric distances. In the top panelF increases for all
the com ponents as the radial distance increases. W hile at
09 AU thethree com ponents show the sam ebehavior,at 0.3
and 0.7 AU the curve relative to Bx runs above the other
two curves. Since the distance betw een these curves slightly
Increases at sm all scales we m ight conclude that the radial
com ponent is slightly m ore interm ittent than the other two
com ponents. Unfortunately, this conclusion is not corrob-
orated by the size of the errors associated to each point,
which are quite lJarge. The bottom panel show s results rel-
ative to the M F reference system . At 03 and 0.7 AU there
is not much di erence with the situation discussed In the
previous panel because the ordentation of the two reference
system s is not very di erent either, given that the m agnetic
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eld is aln ost radially oriented (see Table 1). On the con-
trary, moving to 0.9 AU and com paring these resuls w ith
those obtained In the other reference system , we clearly ob—
serve a decrease of F for the two perpendicular com ponents
and an increase for the parallel com ponent. Since the three
curves lie on the sam e level at large scales and end up w ith
rem arkable di erent values at an all scales, we conclude that
the com ponent parallel to the localm agnetic eld is m ore
Intermm ittent than the perpendicular com ponents. M oreover,
the two perpendicular com ponents are less intem ittent in
theM F reference system than in SE .Thism eans that in the
M F reference system we enhance on one hand the stochastic
character of the uctuations perpendicular to the local eld
direction and, on the other hand, the coherent character of
the uctuations along the local eld direction.

In Figure 5 we show, for the slow wind, the sam e ele-
m ents discussed in the previous Figure. The m uch steeper
behavior of these curves suggests that, generally, slow w ind
ism ore intem ittent than fast w ind. M oreover, especially at
03 AU, there is a tendency for both By , in the top panel,
and B__, in the bottom panel, to be steeper than the other
com ponents at sm all scales, suggesting a higher intem it-
tency but, this tendency isnot con m ed at larger heliocen—
tric distances. A s discussed in the follow ing, the reason for
this appreciable di erent behavior of B x and B._. m ight be
due to the fact that so close to the sun the contribution due
to A Ifrenic uctuations, m ainly acting on the perpendicular
com ponents, is not negligble even w thin slow wind (B runo
et al, 1991). A s a m atter of fact, the stochastic nature of
the wuctuations due to A Ilfyen waves tends to m ake m ore
G aussian the PDFs of m agnetic and velocity uctuations
perpendicular to them ean eld direction. In conclusion, an
overallview revealsthat the behavior of F w ithin slow wind
is not very sensitive to this change of reference system .

For sake of com plteness we have rotated into the M F
reference system also velocity uctuations although this ref-
erence system isnotthem ost appropriate for this param eter
given that the w ind expands radially. T he tw o panels ofF ig—
ure 6 show , for the three heliocentric distances, the behavior
of F for fast wind velocity uctuations in the SE reference
system and In the M F reference system , respectively. W e
like to rem ark that in the SE reference system Vx resem —
bles very closely the behavior of the fast wind speed shown
In Figure 3 since the average w ind velocity vector is always
close to the radialdirection . M oreover, the two perpendicu-—
lar com ponents, Vy and V; In SE andV,; andV,;, mMF,
at 03 and at 0.7 AU closely recallthe behavior of the corre—
soonding m agnetic com ponents w ithin fast wind. H owever,
the presence of a large plateau in the centralpart ofVx and
V__- m akes it m ore di cult to estim ate the degree of inter—
m ittency of these com ponents w ith respect to the perpen—
dicularones. At 0.9 AU, due to a weaker stationarity in the
data, the situation looks even m ore com plex and does not
allow to estin ate which com ponent is the m ost Intemm ittent
one. F rem arkably increases w ith distance at am all scales
for all the com ponents in both reference system s. H ow ever,
as expected, the rotation into the M F reference system does
not have a large In uence at 0.3 AU but it causes a general
Increase of F at 0.9 AU . The enhancem ent is such that the
tw o perpendicular com ponents have the sam e behavior, and
di erences w ith the parallel com ponent becom e appreciably
an aller. T his is due to the fact that in this reference system
the uctuations of the com ponents are not longer indepen—
dent from each other as i would be In SE reference system .

Finally, in Figure 7, we show resuls relative to the slow
wind In the sam e fom at of the previous F igure. Here, the
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very confiised behavior ofthe curves and the Jarge associated
errors, especially at 0.7 and 0.9 AU, suggest a rather weak
stationarity of the data and m ake it di cul to com pare the
behavior of di erent com ponents. A general com m ent that
we can easily m ake is that these curves arem uch steeper and
start to increase at m uch larger scalesthan in fastwind. Asa
consequence, velocity com ponents in slow w ind are generally
m ore intem ittent than in fast wind. In addition, the rota—
tion from SE toM F does not in uence m uch our resuls, as
expected. However, it is such that the behavior of the three
velocity com ponents at 0.3 AU looks m ore sim ilar to that
of the corresponding m agnetic com ponents ( igure 5, lower
panel). T his suggests that A Ifyen waves, although less rele—
vant than In fast w ind, m ight play a role even in this sam ple
of slow wind.

5. 5. Sum m ary and discussion

W e studied the radialdependence of solar w ind intemm it—
tency looking at m agnetic eld and velociy uctuationsbe-
tween 03 and 1 AU . In particular, we analyzed com pressive
and directional uctuations forboth fast and slow wind. O ur
analysis exploits the property that probability distrdbbution
functions ofa uctuating eld a ected by intem ittency be—
com e m ore and m ore peaked at sm aller and sm aller scales.
Since the peakedness of a distrbution is m easured by its

atness factor we studied the behavior of this param eter at
di erent scales to estin ate the degree of intem ittency of
our tin e series. O ur general results can be sum m arized in
the follow ing points:

1) m agnetic eld uctuations are m ore intemm ittent than
velocity uctuations;

2) com pressive uctuations are m ore intemm ittent than
directional uctuations;

3) slow wind intem ittency does not show radial depen-—
dence;

4) fast wind intem ittency, for both m agnetic eld and
velocity, clearly increases w ith distance.

5) m agnetic and velocity uctuationshave a ratherG aus-
sian behavior at large scales, as expected, regardless of type
of w ind or heliocentric distance.

Point 4 is particularly interesting because we found that
both com pressive and directional uctuationsbecom e m ore
interm ittent w ith distance. A s a m atter of fact, if we think
ofrelations 3 and 4 we easily realize that w hile interm ittency
of directional uctuations can be fully uncom pressive, it is
not possible to avoid that intem ittency of com pressive uc—
tuations contam nates directional uctuations. In the latter
case, the lim iting condition would be the sam e intem ittency
Jevel for both kind of uctuations. Thus, Intem ittency of
directional uctuations contains also contrbutions due to
com pressive uctuations. This distinction plays an in por-
tant role in discussing our resuls since the intemm ittency
character of directional uctuationsre ectsthe contribution
of both com pressive phenom ena and uncom pressive uctu—
ations like A lfven waves.

N ow , there are at least two questions that we should ad-
dress: 1) why directional uctuations are always less inter-
m ittent than com pressive uctuations? and, 2) why only
fast wind show s radial evolution? W e can explain our ob—
servations sim ply assum ing that the two m ajpr lngredients
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of interplanetary M HD uctuations are com pressive uc—
tuations due to a sort of underlying, coherent structure
convected by the wind and stochastic A Ifvenic uctuations
propagating in the wind. The coherent nature of the st
Ingredient would contribute to increase intem ittency whilke
the stochastic character of the second one would contrbute
to decrease it. If this is the case, coherent structures con—
vected by the wind would contribute to the intem ittency
of com pressive uctuations and, at the same tine, would
also produce intem ittency in directional uctuations. H ow —
ever, since directional uctuations are greatly in uenced by
A Mfvenic stochastic uctuations, their interm ittency w illbe
more or less reduced depending on the am plitude of the
A Mfven waves w ith respect to the am plitude of com pressive

uctuations. Thus, com pressive uctuations would always
bem ore intemm ittent than directional uctuations.

Before addressing the second question, we lke to re—
call that several papers have already shown (see review by
Tu and M arsch, 1995) that slow wind A lfvenicity does not
evolve w ith increasing the radial distance from the sun.As
a m atter of fact, power spectra exhibit a spectral index
close to that of K olm ogorov and a rather good equiparti-
tion between inward and outward m odes (Tu et al.,, 1989).
T hus, once the inertial range is established, the A lfveniciy
of the wuctuations freezes to a state that, successively, is
convected by the wind Into the interplanetary space w ith—
out m a’pr changes (Bavassano et al, 2001). On the other
hand, w ithin fast w ind, turbulence is dom inated by outward
propagating A lfven waves, w hich strongly evolve in the inner
heliosphere becom ing weaker and weaker during the wind
expansion, to the extent that at 1 AU, on the ecliptic plane,
their am plitude ism uch reduced and of the order of that of
Inward propagating A lfven waves. A t that point, the result—
ing A Mfrenicity resem bles the one already observed in the
slow wind close to the sun (Tu and M arsch, 1990). K eeping
this in m ind, taking into account that convected structures
experience a m uch slower radial evolution because they do
not interact w ith each other non{lnearly as A lfven waves
do, considering that A lfven waves are m ainly found in fast
rather than in slow wind, i com es natural to expect that
Intem ittency would radially evolve w thin fast rather than
slow wind. Obviously, this would explain why directional

uctuationsbecom em ore interm ittent only w ithin fast w ind
but would not explain why also com pressive uctuationsbe-—
com e m ore intem ittent within fast wind. In reality, if we
consider that com pressive events cause Intem ittency (Velri
and M angeney, 1991, Bruno et al, 2001), we m ight ascribbe
this di erent behavior to the fact that fast wind becom es
m ore and m ore com pressive w ith radial distance whilke the
com pressive level of slow wind rem ains approxin ately the
sam e, as shown by M arsch and Tu, (1990).

O ur analysis perform ed on the com ponents can also help
to understand, although partially, the topology ofthese con—
vected structures. In SE reference system , uctuationsalong
the radial com ponent are m ore interm ittent than those per-
pendicularto it as already found by M arsch and L (1993),
although this feature, especially forthem agnetic eld, tends
to vanish around 1 AU . The reason is that perpendicular
com ponents are m ore In uenced by A lfvenic uctuations
and as a consequence their uctuations are m ore stochas—
tic and less intem ittent. This e ect largely reduces during
the radialexcursion m ainly because the SE reference system
is not the m ost appropriate one for studying m agnetic eld

uctuations. A s a m atter of fact, the presence of the large
scale spiralm agnetic eld breaks the spatial sym m etry in—
troducing a preferential direction parallelto themean eld.
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Consequently, we showed, that if we rotate our m agnetic
data into them ean eld reference system , especially at 0.9
AU, the intem ittency of the perpendicular com ponents de—
creases and that of the parallel com ponent increases. M ore—
over, the two perpendicular com ponents show a rem arkable
sin ilar behavior as expected ifthey experience A lifvenic uc—
tuations. On the other hand, resuls obtained on velociy

uctuations suggest that a reference system with an axis
parallel to the radial direction looks m ore appropriate to
perform a sin ilar study show Ing that the radial com ponent
seam s to be the m ost intemm ittent com ponent.

One further observation is that generally m ost of the
curves relative to velocity uctuations cam e out to be less
stable than those relative to m agnetic eld uctuations and
a ected by larger errors due to a weaker stationarity w ith
respect to m agnetic eld data.

Finally, our results cannot establish whether m agnetic
and velocity structures causing Intem ittency are convected
directly from the source regions of the solar wind or they
are locally generated by stream {stream dynam ic interaction
or, as an altemative view would suggest (P rin avera et al.,
2002), they are locally created by param etric decay insta—
bility of large am plitude A Ifven waves. P robably all these
origins coexist at the sam e tim e and con m that in any case
the the radial dependence of the interm ittency of nterplan—
etary uctuations is strongly related to the turbulent radial
evolution of their spectrum .

A cknow ledgm ents. W e thank F.M arianiand N.F.Ness,
P I's of the m agnetic experim ent and, H . Rosenbauer and R.
Schwenn, PI's of the plasm a experim ent onboard Helios 1 and
2, for allow ing us to use their data. W e also thank both R eferees
for their valnable com m ents and suggestions.

R eferences

Anselmet, F., Gagne, Y. Hop nger, E. J.,, and Antonia,
R A ., 1984, High{order velocity structure functionsin turbou-
lent shear ows, J.Fluid M ech., 140, 63{89 Bavassano,B ., M .
D obrowolny, F .M ariani,and N F .Ness, 1982, R adialevolution
ofpow er spectra of interplanetary A lfvenic turbulence, J.G eo—
phys. Res. 86, 3617{3622 Bavassano, B ., M .D obrowolny, G .
Fanfoni, F .M ariani, and N F .N ess, 1982, Statisticalproperties
ofM HD uctuations associated w ith high {speed stream s from

H elios{2 observations, Solar P hys., 78, 373{384 B . B avassano,
and R .Bruno, 1992, On the role of interplanetary sources in
the evolution of low —frequency A lfvenic turbulence in the so-
lar wind, J. G eophys. Res., 97, 19129{19137 Bavassano, B .,
P letropaolo, E ., Bruno R ., 2001, R adial evolution of outw ard
and inward A lfvenic uctuations in the solarw ind: A com par—
ison between equatorial and polar observations by U lysses, J.
G eophys.Res., 106, 10659{10668 B elcher, J.W .,and L.D avis,
Jr., 1971, Large{am plitude A Ifven waves in the interplanetary
medium , 2, J. G eophys. Res. 76, 3534{3563. Benzi, R ., C ilb—
erto, S., Tripiccione, R ., Baudet, C, M assaioli, F ., Succy, S.,
1993, E xtended sel{sin ilarity in turbulent ows, Phys.Rev.E

48, R29 Bruno, R ., Bavassano, B .and V illante, U ., 1985, Evi-
dence for long period A lfyen waves in the inner solar system ,
J.G eophys.Res. 90, 4373{4377.B runo, R .and B avassano, B .,
1991, O rigin of low cross{helicity regions in the inner solar
wind, J. G eophys. Res. 96, 7841{7851. Bruno, R., V. Car-
bone, P.Veltri, E . P ietropaolo and B . B avassano, 2001, Iden-
tifying intemm ittent events in the solar w ind, P lanetary Space



BRUNO ET AL.: SOLAR W IND INTERM ITTENCY

Sci., 49, 1201{1210.Burlaga, L., 1991, Intem ittent turbulence
in the solar wind, J. G eophys. Res. 96, 5847{5851. C arbone,
V ., 1993, C ascade m odel for intem ittency in fully developed
m agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence, Phys.Rev. Lett. 71, 1546—
1548. C arbone,V ., Veltri, P., Bruno, R ., 1995, E xperim ental
evidence for di erences in the extended self{silim arity scaling
law sbetween uid and m agnetohydrodynam ic turbulent ows,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 75, 3110{3120. C astaing, B ., G agne, Y ., and
Hop nger, 1990, Velocity probability density functions ofhigh
Reynolds num ber turbulence, Physica D 46, 177{200. C ole—
man, P.J., 1968, Turbulence, viscosity and dissipation in the
solar w ind plasm a, A strophys. J., 153, 371{388. D enskat, K .
U ., and Neubauer, F.M ., 1983, O bservations of hydrom ag—
netic turbulence in the solar wind, Solar W ind V, edited by
M .Neugebauer, NASA Conf.Publ, CP {2280, 81{91. Frisch,
U . 1995, Turbulence: the legacy of A .N .K olm ogorov, Cam —
bridge University P ress H orbury, T . A ., Balogh, A ., Forsyth,
R.J., Sm ith, E ., 1996, M agnetic eld signatures of unevolved
turbulence in solar polar ows, J. G eophys. Res. 101, 405{
413. L. K lin, R.Bruno, B. Bavassano and H . R osenbauer,
1993, Anisotropy and m inim um variance of m agnetohydro—
dynam ic uctuations in the inner heliosphere, J. G eophys.
Res. 98, 17461{17466 K olm ogorov, A .N . 1941, The local
structure of turbulence in incom pressible viscous uid for very
Jarge R eynolds num bers, C . R . Akad. Sci. SSSR 30, 301.K o~
m ogorov, A .N . 1962, A re nem ent of previous hypotheses
concerming the local structure of turbulence in a viscous in—
com pressble uid at high Reynolds num ber, J. Fluid M ech.,
13, 82{85 K raichnan, R . H ., 1965, Inertial{range spectrum of
hydrom agnetic turbulence, P hys.F uids 8, 1385{1387.M arsch,
E.and Tu, C ¥, 1990, On the radial evolution of M HD tur—
bulence in the inner heliogphere, J. G eophys. Res. 95, 8211{
8229.M arsch, E ., and Liu, S., 1993, Structure functions and
intermm ittency of velocity uctuations in the inner solar wind,
Ann.G eophysicae 11, 227{238.M arsch,E .and Tu,C Y ,1994,
N on{G aussian probability distridbutions of solar wind uctu-
ations, Ann. G eophysicae 12, 1127{1138. M atthaeus, W . H .,
G oldstein, M .L., 1982, M easurem ents of the rugged invariants
ofm agnetohydrodynam ic turbulence in the solarw ind, J.G eo—
phys. Res., 87, 6011{6028 M atthaeus, W . H ., Goldstein, M .
L. Roberts, D .A ., 1990, Evidence for the presence of quasi{
two{din ensional nearly incom pressible uctuations in the so-
larw ind, J.G eophys.Res. 95, 20673{20683.M cC racken,K G .,
and N F .Ness, 1966, T he collim ation of cosm ic rays by the in—
terplanetary m agnetic eld, J. G eophys. Res. 71, 3315{3332.
M eneveau, C ., and Sreenivasan, K .R ., 1987, Sin ple m ultifrac—
tal cascade m odel for fiully developed turbulence, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 59, 1424{1427. O bukhov, 1962, Som e speci c features
of atm ospheric turbulence, J. F luid M ech., 13, 77{81 P adhye,
N.S. Smih,C.W .and M atthaeus, W .H .,2001, D istribution
ofm agnetic eld com ponents in the solarw ind plasm a, J.G eo—
phys.Res. 9106, 18635-18650. P arisi, G . and, U . Frisch, 1985,
O n the singularity structure of fully developed turbulence, in

Turbulence and P redictability in G eophysicalF luid D ynam ics,
P rooeed. Intern . SchoolofP hysics ‘E . Fem i/, 1983, Varenna,
Ttaly, 84{87, eds.M . Ghil, R.Benzi and G . Parisi, North{
Holland, Am sterdam P rim avera, L., F .M alara, and P . Veltri,
2002, P aram etric instability in the solarw ind: num ericalstudy
of the nonlinear evolution, paper presented at Solar W ind 10
Conference, 17{21 June 2002, P isa, Italy Roberts, D A ., M .
G oldstein, L..K lein, and W .M atthaeus, 1987, O rigin and evo—
ution of uctuations in the solar wind: H elios observations
and H elios-V oyager com parisons, J. G eophys. Res., 92, 12023
12035.Roberts,D .A .,,M .L. Goldstein, W .H .M atthaeus and
S.Gosh, 1991, M HD simulation of the radial evolution and
stream structure of solar wind turbulence, Phys. Rev. Lett.,
67, 3741{3765. Roberts, D . A .,1992, O bservation and sim u—
Jation of the radial evolution and stream structure of solar
wind turbulence, in E. M arsch and R. Schwenn (eds) , So—
Jar W ind Seven, CO SPAR Colloquia Series Vol. 3, P ergam on
P ress, O xford, 533{538 Ruzm aikin, A ., Feynm an, J., G old-
stein, B ., and Balogh, A ., 1995, Intem ittent turbulence in
solar w ind from the south polar hole, J. G eophys. Res. 100,
3395{3404. Sorriso{Valvo, L.. , Carbone, V., Veltri, P., Con—
solini, G ., Bruno, R ., 1999, Intem ittency in the solar wind
turbulence through probability distribution finctions of uc-
tuations, G eophys. Res. Lett. 26, 1801{1804. Tu, C.-Y ., Pu,
Z~Y ,and W ei, F S, 1984, T he power spectrum of interplane-
tary A lfvenic uctuations: D erivation of its govemning equation
and its solution, J. G eophys. Res. 89, 9695{9702. Tu, C.-Y .,
1988, T he dam ping of interplanetary A Ifvenic uctuations and
the heating of the solar w ind, J. G eophys. Res. 93, 7{20. Tu,
C ~Y andM arsch,E ., 1990, Evidence fora \background" spec—
trum of the solar w ind turbulence in the inner heliosphere, J.
G eophys. Res. 95, 4337{4341. Tu, C ¥ and M arsch, E ., and
Thime, K .M ., 1989 Basic properties of solar wind M HD tur—
bulence analysed by m eans of E lsesser variables, J. G eophys.
Res.95,11739{11759.Tu,C Y andM arsch,E ., 1993, A m odel
of solarw ind uctuations w ith tw o com ponents: A lfven w aves
and convective structures, J.G eophys.Res. 98, 1257{1276.Tu,
C -~ andM arsch,E . 1995,M HD structures, waves and turbu-—
Jlence in the solar w ind: observations and theories, Space Sci.
Rev. 73, 1{210 Tu, C X , M arsch, E ., Rosenbauer, H ., 1996,
An extended structure function m odeland its aplication to the
analysis of solarw ind intemm ittency properties, A nn.G eophys.
14,270{285.Velri, P., and M angeney, A ., 1999, in SolarW ind
IX , edited by S.Habbal, ATP Conf.Publ, 543{546.

R .Bruno and B .Bavassano, Istituto diF isica dello Spazio In—
terplanetario, CNR,V ia delFosso delC avaliere 100, 00133 Rom e,
Ttaly. (em ail: bruno@ ifsimm .cnr.it ; bavassano@ ifsiwm .cnr.it)

V .Carbone, L. Sorriso{Valvo, D jpartim ento diF isica Univer—

sita della C alabria, 87036 Rende (Cs), taly

R eceived 2)



BRUNO ET AL.: SOLAR W IND INTERM ITTENCY

tin e interval | radialdistance RUJ| <V > km=s]| %s v [ 1] & = [ 1|~ & []
46:00{48:00 0.90 433 294 29.6 29
49:12({51:12 0.88 643 314 296 24
72:00{74:00 0.69 412 152 163 29
75:12{77:12 0.65 630 194 181 15
99:12{101:12 034 405 22.9 206 23
105:12{107:12 029 729 82 75 18

Table 1. From left to right: tin e interval in dd hh, heliocentric
distance In AU, average w ind velocity in km /s, angle between
eld and velocity vectors, angle between eld vector and radial

distance and,

distance.

nally, angle between velocity vector and radial
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6. Figures
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Figure 1. Solarwind speed pro le during H elios 2 prin ary
m ission. Rectangles overlaying the plot indicate the time
intervals selected for the analysis (see also Table 1 form ore
details on the intervals).

1.0

0.5

0.0

[NVv] 8ouelSIq 1US90IBH

11



12

Flatness F

Flatness F

BRUNO ET AL.: SOLAR W IND INTERM ITTENCY

Interplanetary Magnetic Field
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Figure 2. Flatness F versus tine scale relative to m ag—
netic eld uctuations. The kft coimn (panels A and C)
refers to slow wind and the right coumn (panelsB and D)
refers to fast wind. The upper panels refer to com pressive
uctuations, the lower panels refer to directional uctua-
tions. Verticalbars represent errors associated to each value
ofF . The three di erent sym bols in each panel refer to dif-
ferent heliocentric distances as reported in the legend.
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SOLAR W IND INTERM ITTENCY

Solar Wind Velocity
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Figure 3. Flatness F versus tin e scale relative to wind
velocity uctuations. In the sam e form at of F igure 2 panels
A and C refer to slow wind and panels B and D refer to
fast wind. The upper panels refer to com pressive uctua-—
tions and the lower panels refer to directional uctuations.
Verticalbars represent errors associated to each value ofF .
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Magnetic Field Components - Fast Wind
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Figure 4. Flatness F versus tin e scale rehtive to uc—
tuations of the com ponents of the Interplanetary m agnetic
eld observed In fast wind. T he scale of the horizontal axis
isdivided in three partsall covering the sam e range of scales.
U pperpanel) there are three sets of curves at three di erent
heliocentric distance. W ithin each set, di erent com ponents
are Indicated by di erent sym bols as reported In the legend.
Com ponents in this panel are taken in the Solar Ecliptic
(SE ) reference system where, the X axis is oriented tow ards
the sun, the Y axis lies on the ecliptic and it is ordented
opposite to the s/c direction ofm otion and, the Z axis com —
pletes the right{handed reference system .
Lower panel) parallel and perpendicular com ponents In the
Mean Field M F) reference system . B__, is along them ain

eld B outwardly oriented, B,, is perpendicular to the
plane identi ed by B and the m ean solar w ind velocity V,
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Magnetic Field Components - Slow Wind
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tuations of the com ponents of the Interplanetary m agnetic
eld observed in slow wind, n the sam e form at of F igure 4.

15



16

Flatness F

Flatness F

BRUNO ET AL.: SOLAR W IND INTERM ITTENCY

Velocity Components - Fast Wind
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Figure 6. Flatness F versus tin e scale relhtive to uc—
tuations of velocity com ponents ocbserved w ithin fast w ind.
Resuls in the upper panel refer to com ponents observed in
the SE reference system while In the lower panel refer to
solar wind com ponents rotated into the mean eld MF)
reference system . Fom at and symbols are the sam e used
for Figures 4 and 5.
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Velocity Components - Slow Wind
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Figure 7. FlatnessF versustin e scale relativeto uctu-

ations of velocity com ponents observed in slow w ind, in the
sam e form at of F igure 6.
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