arXiv:astro-ph/0407504v1 23 Jul 2004

Stochastic Ferm i A cceleration of sub-R elativistic E lectrons and
Its Role in Im pulsive Solar F lares

R cbert Selkow itz and Eric G . B lackm an

D ept. of Physics and A stronom y, and Laboratory for Laser Energetics, University of
Rochester, Rochester NY , 14627

ABSTRACT

W e reexam Ine stochasticFemm iacceleration (STFA ) in the Iow energy N ew to-—
nian) regin e In the context of solar ares. T he particle energization rate depends
a dispersive term and a coherent gain tem . T he energy dependence ofpitch anglke
scattering is In portant for determ ining the electron energy spectrum . For scat—
tering by whistler wave turbulence, STFA produces a quasithem al soectrum .
A seoond wellkoconstrained scattering m echanisn is needed for STFA to m atch
the cbserved 10  100keV non-them al spectrum . W e suggest that STFA m ost
plausbly acts as phase one of a two phase particlke acceleration engine In Im pul-
sive ares: STFA can m atch the them al spectrum below 10kev, and possibly
the power law spectrum between 10 and 100keV, given the proper pitch angle
scattering. However, a ssoond phase, such as shock acceleration at loop tops,
is lkely required to m atch the spectrum above the observed knee at 100keV .
U nderstanding this knee, if it survives fiirther observations, is tricky.

Subect headings: acceleration ofparticks, Sun: ares, Sun: X -Rays, gam m a-xrays

1. Introduction

Fem iacceleration was rstproposed asam echanism for coam ic ray acceleration (Fem i
1949,1954). In the originalm odel, com pressive perturbations In the G alacticm agnetic eld,
associated with m olecular clouds, re ect charged particles. If these clouds converge, the
particles gain energy over time. If they diverge, the particles lose energy. Later, it was
realized Bell 1978; Axford, Leer, & Skadron 1978; K rym skii 1977; B landford & Eichler
1987), that shock fronts are another site of Fermm i A coeleration. In the shock acceleration
m odel, charged particles stream into m agnetic perturbations in the post—shodk region, re ect,
and are scattered back across the shodk by preshock A Ilfven waves. Repeated re ections
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steadily accelerate particles to a power law distrbution. This has been studied extensively
(eg. Jones & Ellison 1991). If the shock thickness is determm ined by the ion gyroradius then
Jons are picked up out of the themm al population but electrons m ust be inpcted at energies
at or above the them alenergy by a factor of the ratio of proton to electron m ass, (m =m.),
to lncur power law acceleration. The infection process is a crtical outstanding problem for
m any applications of shock acceleration. Shock Femm i acceleration is comm only referred
to as rst order Femm i A cceleration because the sign of the energy gain after each cyclk is
positive and dE =dt / v.=v, where E and v are the electron energy and speed, and v, the
velocity of the m agnetic com pression.

Fem i acceleration can also take place in a fully turbulent plasna. There, the m ir-
roring sites are turbulent perturbations, typically fast m ode m agnetohydrodynam ic waves,
random ly distribbuted throughout the plaan a (eg. A chterberg (1984)). E lectrons encounter
these perturbations such that there is a stochastic distribution of energy gaining and energy
losing re ections. A s is dem onstrated below , there is a net dissipation of turbulent energy
Into high energy electrons. B ecause the energy gaining and energy losing re ections are equal
to rstorder, STFA isoften referred to as second orderFem iaccekeration and proceedsm ore
slow Iy than the rst order process. For STFA,dE=dt/ (.=v)2.

STFA hasbeen considered extensively as the acceleration m echanisn in In pulsive solar
ares, g. LaRosa et al. (1996)). Observations of these ares show hard X —ray em ission

with a downward breaking power law spectrum extending from 10keV to at least 0OM &V
w ith the break energy narrow Iy distribbuted around E, = 100keV and a them aldistribution
at energies below 10keV Dulk etal 1992; K rucker, & Lin 2002). The tin e structure of the
am ission show s distinct spikes of duration 1sand typicalenergy 10%°erg (A schwanden, etal.
1995) . N on-them alem ission occurs principally at the footpoints of the soft X ray loop, and
to a lesserextent at a Joop-top hard X —ray source (T suneta 1996;M asuda, etal.1996). Brown
(1971) has shown that the em ission at a dense target is consistent with B ram sstrahlung
radiation by electrons acoelerated to a power law energy distribution at som e height above
the target; In Inpulsive ares the acoeleration site can be associated with the loop-top
region, w hile the thick target is associated w ith the footpoints. W e dam onstrate that STFA
ispossbly responsible for the acceleration of electronsbelow 10keV , while rst order Ferm i
processes at the loop-top fast shodk m ay produce the highest energy electrons. In thispicture
STFA also provides power law distributed electrons in the range 10keV< E < 100keV , thus
satisfying the shock inection criterion and producing the ocbserved soectralbreak at 100keV .
Tt is shown that in order to produce this spectrum the pitch anglke scattering m ust cbey the
restriction that the scattering distance, 5, is Inverssly proportional to the energy of the
scattered electron In the 10 100keV range. M atching the knee is di cul, requiring either
a cuto in the secondary pitch scattering at 100keV , or the sudden onset of yet another
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pitch scattering agent with a much shorter wavelength. W hilk both are possble, these
requirem ents provide a serious challenge to STFA m odels of electron acceleration.

It is In portant to note that the downward break is not observed in all In pulsive solar
ares. Indeed, Dulk etal. (1992) observed a soread In break energies and spectral indexes.
Som e of their ares exhiited no discemible break, or even som e upward breaks (ankles). In
this paper we address the findam ental process of STFA , and show how it can accom m odate
the downward breaking spectra observed in a subset of in pulsive ares. The general form
ofthe electron spectra wem odelis illustrated In gure 1. W e assum e a thick target Bramm —
strahlung em ission m odelw here the electron spectral index and the photon spectral index
arerehtedby = + 1 Brown 1971; Tandberg-H anssen & Em slie 1988). The data shown
are m ean values taken from the ares studied by Duk etal. (1992): Ey, = 100keVv, = 4
below E.,and = 525 above E,r.

Furthem ore, not all ares are observed to be dom Inated by electron acceleration. A
recent are cbserved by Hurford etal. (2003) clkarly show s regions of em ission which are
dom nated by X ray em ission from electrons as well as regions which are dom nated by
gyrosynchrotron em ission from M €V /nuckon ions. P roton and ion em ission appears to be
associated prin arily associated with lJarger are loops. M iller and Roberts (1995); M ilker,
Em slie, and Brown (2004) propose that this can be explained by a two stage process for
Jon acceleration. First, lons are accelerated via gyroresonance to speeds of roughly vy by
A Ifven waves, and subsequently are acoelerated preferentially over electronsby m agnetosonic
waves. They argue convincihgly for the gyroresonant acoeleration by A lfven waves on the
basis of relative ion abundances. H owever, it is unclear that the ssoond stage acoelkeration by
m agnetosonic m odes m ust be resonant. It appears that the ssoond stage is consistent w ith
STFA .In any event, proton acoeleration In long are loopspresents an interesting problem for
accelkeration m odels, In that sueprA lfvenic protons m ust be preferentially accelerated over
electrons, but electron acceleration still m ust be dom inant in shorter loops. In this work,
we presum e that the loops are su ciently short that protons ram ain sub-A lfvenic. Longer
Joops, and the e ects of proton acceleration on the shaping of the ocbserved B ram sstrahung
X ray spectra from high energy elctrons, require further study.

STFA is found to depend on two com peting e ects which we refer to as the steady
and di usive acceleration rates. T he steady rate represents the net acceleration of electrons
due to the slight advantage of head-on or energy gaining re ections over catch-up or energy
losing re ections. The di usive temm represents the spreading of the electron distrioution
function as a resul of the stochastic nature of the re ections. Longair (1994) treats the
two e ects together using the FokkerP lanck equation. Likew ise, Park and Petrosian (1995)
discuss general solutions of a simn pli ed FokkerP lanck equation for STFA . In a follow -up
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work, Park, Petrosian, and Schwartz (1997) apply their solution to solar ares. W hike they
produce spectra consistent w ith observations, they do not discuss the physics of electron
escape. Furthem ore, they focusm ainly on the regin e above 100keV . Som e past treatm ents
of STFA In Impulsive ares focused exclusively on the di usive term . LaRosa et al. (1996)

derives the di usive acceleration rate using sim pl physical argum ents. Chandran (2003)

derives the di usive tem using both phencom enological argum ents and quasi-linear theory.
T he Jatteralso ncludes C oloum b losses asa an allcorrection; this isofnote since the C oloum b
lossterm ism athem atically sin ilar to a negative steady acceleration tem . H erein we derive
the steady temn and com pare it to the di usive temm, nding the steady acceleration to

be dom nant In the non-relativistic regin e or In pulsive ares. A swillbe seen, our steady
tem di ers slightly from that of som e previous calculations such as that in Longair (1994)

In its dependence on the turbulent m agnetic uctuation strength. This arises because we
average only overthe pich anglk phase space forw hich STFA operates in m agneticm irroring,
whereas Longair (1994) averaged over all pitch angles in considering a m ore generic form of
Fem iacceleration. A sim ilar averaging over all pitch angles is perform ed in Skilling (1975);
W ebb (1983).

W e rstreview the basic Fem iprocess using a test particle approach. W e then derive
an expression for the m ean acceleration of electrons in a turbulent plasma via STFA, and
com pare this to the di usive STFA derived by LaRosa et al. (1996). F inally, we discuss the
trapping of electrons in the turbulent accelerating region and show that at non-relativistic
energies, the electron spectrum depends strongly on the energy dependence of pitch angle
scattering. For scattering by whistler wave turbulence, the em erging spectrum is quasi-
them al. In order to produce the 10  100keV power law in solar ares, we show that there
must be an additional source of pitch anglke scattering which has a length scale inversely
dependent on electron energy; thism echanisn is tightly constrained. T he existence of such
a pitch angle scattering m echanian is yet to be determ ined. T hisbrings to the fore them ost
pressing di culty with STFA m odels of electron accelkration; the pitch anglke scattering
requirem ents are stringent and m ight not be possible to m ect.

2. The Ferm iA cceleration P rocess

Consider a particke of charge g traveling wih gyroradiis r; In a magnetic eld of

strength B (Femm 11949, 1954; Spitzer 1956). T he charge follow s a helical path, orbiting the

eld Iine while also m oving parallel (or antiparalkel) to the eld line. Taking the condition
for circular m otion and the Lorentz force
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F=qV?B=r'r' 1)
G

where g is the electron charge, and applying conservation law s for angular m om entum and
kinetic energy (5 v» and v? constant) yields

2
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where I is the angular m om entum of the charge, E the kinetic energy, and vsin = w»

relates the total velocity to the com ponent perpendicular to the eld line. The pitch angle,
, is the anglke between the eld line and the velocity vector. A s the charge enters a region
of ncreasing B , such as a m agnetic com pression, the pitch angl evolves according to
sih® ;  sh?
B+ B B
where B isthe increase in eld strength and ; isthe pitch angk at eld strength B + B.
W hen sin ; = 1, the charge cannot penetrate further into the com pression, and re ects.
T hisprocess, known asm agnetic m irroring, is comm only used to con ne laboratory plasm as

©)

D endy 1990). It ollow s In m ediately that m irroring w ill not occur at a given com pression
unless the initial pitch angle satis es

2 B .
B+ B

Fem i (1949, 1954) showed that m oving m agnetic m irrors, In particular m olecular clouds,
can accelkerate charges. In the cloud’s fram e of reference (orim ed), m irroring results in only
a change in the sign of v]f, the com ponent of the initial velocity of the charge parallel to the

eld line In the com pression’s rest fram e. Let us work for the m om ent in the lm it where
the com pression soeed and the particle soeed are both c. Transfom ing to the lab fram g,

V. = 2%, where v, is the drift velocity of the cloud. The positive (hegative) sign is for
head-on (catch-up) re ectionsbetween the charge and cloud. C atch-up re ectionsarede ned
as those w here the com ponents of the com pression and charge velocities parallel to the eld
line have the sam e sign. Head on re ections are those where the parallel com ponents have

sin 4)

opposite signs. The net change in energy from a re ection is given by
m

E =26 ¥)= @ uwos()+ (9)= em)( it ¥ ©)

where v and vy are the soeeds after and before re ection, m is the m ass of the dcharge,
and v, = vpyos( ). Head-on re ections resul in a positive energy change, whilke catch-up
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re ections can result In a negative energy change when vy > v.. In both types of re ection,
there is the positive tem proportional to vﬁ .

O ne can repeat this derivation using Lorentz transfom ations in place of the G alilean
transform ations to generalize this resul to particles of any energy scattered by com pressions
which are still restricted to non-relativistic velocities. For a derivation see Longair (1994);
we sin ply cite the result:

VeVk Vg
+—

(o2 loZ
where ¢ is the spead of light In vacuum . O ver tin e, charges trapped between converging

m agnetic com pressions are sub £ct to only head-on re ections, and are accelerated to higher
energies.

E g = 2E (6)

N otice that the change in mom entum of a Fem i acoelerated electron is sokly In the
com ponent parallel to the mean eld. This corresoonds to an increase in the electron’s
pitch angle. A s an extrem e exam ple, consider an electron of niial energy E with pitch
angle in themean eld B approaching =2. Upon doubling the elctron’s energy via Femm i
accelkration, the pitch anglk in themean eld is reduced to =4. C lkarly, acceleration to
high energy must be acoom panied by som e additional scattering agent which isotropizes
electron pitch angleson a short tin e scale, otherw ise Fermm iaccelkration shutso afteramall
accelkrations as pitch angles evolve out of the range given by (4). The well known problm
of pitch angle scattering ram ains largely unsolved (eg. A chterberg (1981); M elrose (1974);
LaRosa et al. (1996)).

Fem iacceleration is distinct from the transit tin e dam ping (T TD ) treated, for exam —
pk, n M iller, Larosa, & M oore (1996). TTD is the m agnetic analog of Landau D am ping.
In TTD, electrons (or ions) which are near gyroresonance w ith waves of wavenum bwer k
are pushed towards the resonance by eld gradients in the wave which alter the paralel
com ponent ofthe velocity. G radients in the electron velocity spectrum resul in a net dam p—
Ing or enhancam ent of the waves. In the presence of a pectrum of waves, an electron can
drift from resonance at k to k k and so forth, eventually reaching high energies. Femm i
A coeleration, how ever, is a non-resonant interaction. E lectrons w illm irror at a com pression
regardless of energy provided that the pitch anglke is su ciently large. TTD is often referred
to as resonant Fem i A cceleration because the two processes rely on sin ilar physics. Table
1 lists the relevent length and tim e scales for STFA In In pulsive ares.
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Length scale D escription Tine scale D escription

Lo Turbulent outer scale s Steady STFA acceleration tin e
T Turoulent eddy scale D D i usive STFA accelkeration tine
K Parallel eddy scale ED Turbulent eddy tim e
2 Perpendicular eddy scale o P itch angle scattering tin e
SF E ective STFA scale
- M FP for pich angle scattering
wh p for scattering by whistlers
c Constrained  for10  100keV

Tabl 1:Tablk of length and tin e scales relevant to STFA in inpulsive ares.

3. Stochastic Fermm iA cceleration

W e now consider the behavior of charges In a turbulent m agnetic plasn a where m agne—
tosonic m odes provide the sites of m agnetic m irroring. T his soenario di ers from st order
Fem i acoeleration by shodks in two ways. 1) Consecutive m irroring events are not coher-
ent, but rather stochastically distributed between head-on and catch-up. 2) The turdulent
cascade govems the acceleration e ciency; the system picks out a scale where acceleration
com petes w ith the cascade. In the solar corona plasm a, v, the velocity of the m agnetic
com pressions, is the phase speed of the m agnetosonic m odes, which is roughly the A Ifiven
goeed for the fast m ode and the sound speed () for the slow mode. Typically, them al
electrons in the corona are super? Ilfvenic and non-relativistic, va Vo c,and v 005;
we will solve the STFA problm in this regin e.

3.1. D etermm ination of the Steady A cceleration R ate

Recall that the energy gain from a typical re ection is given In Eq.(5) tobe E =
2m ( v+ vﬁ). W e de ne three param eters: R, the total rate of re ections; R ; , the rate
ofhead-on re ections; and R , the rate of catch-up re ections. The relation R = R, + R
is autom atically satis ed by this de nition as all re ections m ust be of either the head-on
or catch-up type. This allow s us to w rite the approxin ate acceleration rate as the sum ofa
ooherent term and an incoherent tem :

& TR Ryuws Ro+R AL 0
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w here the subscript S isused to distinguish our derived acceleration rate from that ofLaR osa
et al. (1996). The rst tem , proportionalto R . R ) represents the m ean acceleration
due to the o s=t in the rates of the two types of re ection. T he second tem , proportional to
R+ +R )= R,thetotalre ection rate, represents the coherent temm . T his expression gives
a full description of the m ean accelkeration of charges by the non-relativistic STFA prooess.
To evaluate it In a particular plaan a requires the determ mnation ofthe head-on and catch-up
re ection ratesR, and R

In order to obtain Ry and R , consider the path a charge takes to encounter a m irror.
N ote that there is a distinction between an encounter and a m irroring because of the pich
anglk condition for re ection. W e take the fraction of encounters which re ect tobe F and
assum e that this fraction is the sam e for both head-on and catch-up encounters: F = F, =
F . Thisassum ption is offen taken n the reginewherev v, (LaRosa et al 1996). W hilke
this assum ption is not strictly true, the e ects of relaxing it are negligbl. In Appendix B
we repeat this caloulation w thout assum ng F, = F . There isa wellde ned m ean distance
between encounters, ; aswellasa relative velocity betw een the particle and the com pression
Vv = V% ¢. The snall di erence In the head-on and catch-up speeds is responsible for
the o st In rates. For each type of encounter, the m ean separation is 2 ; and the rate of
re ections of any sort is speci ed by the general relation R = F Voo , Wih Vi1 the relative
velocity between the particle and com pression, yielding

Vi + V,
R+=F k c
27
Vi
R = ¥ @®)
2T
Vi
R=R,+R =F—
T
The o st In rates is thus
VC
R, R =F—; 9)
T
and we can rew rite the average accelkeration rate as
de VP VP W VP
— = mF—LC+2mF—C=4mF——5; (10)
dt S T T T

w ith the associated acceleration tinescale ¢ = E= % S.Wethusseeﬂnat‘dueaooe]eratjon

due to the o st n head-on and catch-up re ection rates and the acceleration from the
coherent tem in v, are equal.
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To sin plify the derivation of the electron spectrum , we recast (10) as

dE
dt

dE dM

=4dmvR = ——; 11
o o 11)

S

whereweusad (8) and de neM asthetotalnumberofre ections experienced by an electron,
dM =dt= R, and

dE=dM = 4mv’: 12)

The quantiy dE=dM , the m ean accelration of an electron per re ection, will be of
particular use when exam Ining electron escape In section 4.

32. Comparison to the D i usive A cceleration R ate

A di erent approach was taken by LaRosa et al. (1996). They sst R, = R 1 the
VvV V. r2gin e and studied the di usion of particles through energy space via random walk.
T he starting point in their calculation of the electron acceleration was the tin escale for the
e-folding of a charged partick’s energy In the turbulent plasn a

1 dE F
= N 13)
E dt N t

where N is the num ber of m irrorings required to double the particke’s energy and t is the
tin e between enocounters. They st R, R = 0, and also dropped the last tem jnvﬁ n
Eg 6. From (7) and (10) it is clear that if one of their two assum ptions is valid the other
must also apply, and (JE =dt)s = 0 In that lin it. Under these assumptions E; and E
are equal in m agniude, and from the standard solution of an evenly weighted random walk
N = E= E F. The acoeleration rate is then

=F——= — ; (14)

where vy is the total initial speed and the subscript D is used to denote LaRosa et al’s
di usive acoeleration rate.

To ocom plete the calculation of the acceleration rates, we must cbtain F and average
over pitch angles. Them Ininum accessble pitch angl for re ection is related to F by

F = (min) = B ; 15)
= COS({min) = B ’
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w here we have applied the re ection condition from (4). In the regin e where the com pression
ratio B=B << 1, which will apply to the plaan a of Interest, and taking the assum ption
that pitch angles are isotropic gives hcos( )i= c0s(p in)=2 and hoos® ( )i= oS (pin)=4.W e
now w rite the averaged acceleration rates as

dE Vi, VP 2m B
— =P c°== vy — ; (16)
dat T T B
D E
dE 8 mvﬁ V3k 2m 2v) B ° a7)
— = = — Vv) — :
ac T \A r B

W hat do these two accelkeration rates represent? (dE =dt)g is the steady growth of the
m ean kinetic energy due to the drain of turbulence by the combined e ects the slightly non—
zero R4 R ) and the ooherent v temn : a shift of the m ean electron energy to higher
energy. On the other hand, (dE=dt)y represents the di usion of energies away from the
mean via random walk: a spreading of the distrbution. T he relative in portance of the two
is xed by their ratio

dE

s B

_ _dt s _

= =3 18)
dat o

T he combined result of the action ofboth processes on an initially narrow G aussian energy
distrdoution is shown in Fig2 where we have chosen = 65. and assum e that electrons
do not escape. Thus we can exam Ine the evolution of electron energy spectra sokly due
to the In uence of the two acceleration rates. As  is increased, the steady (m ean growth)
term beocom es increasingly dom inant over the di usive (distrdbution widening) tem . To
understand STFA In a particular plaan a, both acceleration ratesmust be calculated. In the
event that the di usive rate is very sm all com pared to the steady growth rate, it can be
Ignored. The steady growth rate is always faster than the di usive growth rate fora > 1.
Aswillbe shown Jater, v 100 n areplagn as, and the di usive tem is negligble.

It is very im portant to note that our resul di ers from the standard forFem iA ccelera—
tion, In which both the di usive and steady tem s depend on the sam e powerof g=B . This
di erence arises as a result of the averaging over pitch anglkes. To correctly obtain h E i,
one must only average over those encounters which result in a re ection. For traditional
STFA ,the range ofpitch anglswhich re ect isulin ately determ ined by the turbulent m ag-
netic eld strength. One factor of cos( ) in the expression to be averaged resuls in one
factor of ( B=B }*? in the acceleration rate. In other treatm ents, such as that of Longair
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(1994); W ebb (1983); Skilling (1975), the acceleration m echanian is assum ed to act at all
pitch anglks. In this case, the averaging over cos ( ) whilem aintaining the asum ption ofpich
angle isotropy, yeilds a num erical value w th no B dependence. In this regin g, the di usive
and steady acceleration termm s have the sam e relative strength at all kevels of turbulence.

3.3. Speci cation of the Turbulent C ascade

This kraves B =B asthe ram aining param eter to be determm ined. It is related to the tur-
bulent length scale  through the cascade law . M agnetohydrodynam ic M HD ) turdoulence
proceeds by the shredding of like sized eddies and subsequent form ation of an aller eddies; en—
ergy nput into eddies on a large (outer) length scale, L, cascades rapidly to sm aller length
scales on the eddy tumovertin e, o4, and nally dissippatesat ., the dissipation scale. Ifthe
cascade cbeys K om olgorov’s steady state assum ption then the energy ow through all length
scales is constant, and lndependent ofthe scale. T his results in an inertial range between the
scales Lt and . where the turbulent energy density has a power law dependence on eddy
size. The draining of turbulence at eddy size ., is usually detemm ined by a m icro-physical
process, such as resistivity. W hen STFA is active, the turbulence can instead be drained
by pum ping energy into electrons. This sets another condition for STFA to proceed In a
plasn a: there must be some 4y which is greater than the resistive length scale at which
the STFA tin escale is shorter than the cascade tin e, otherw ise the turbulence willdrain at
the resistive scale before STFA can produce an appreciable electron acceleration.

There are threemaprM HD wavem odes: A Ifren waves, and the fast and slow m agne-
tosonic waves. A lfven waves are purely transverse, and thus do not com press the m agnetic
eld; they cannot participate in STFA . Both the fast and slow m odes are com pressive, and
are In principle capabl of Fem iacoeleration. It hasbeen argued that In low  plasm as such
as the solar corona, the slow m ode is rapidly disspated via Landau dam ping A chterbery
1981). However, m ore recent studies of M HD turbulence indicate that the cascade tin e for
G S turdoulence is signi cantly shorter than the electron dam ping tin e, and slow m ode dam p—
Ing by electrons can be ignored In turbulent are plasn as (Lithw ick and G oldreich 2001). A
key di erence In the two analyses is that Lithw ick and G oldreich (2001) treatsM HD turbu-—
lence as inherently anisotropic, whereas A chterberg (1981) assum es isotropy. Furthem ore,
M aron (private com m unication) has shown in sinulations which neglect dam ping that the
slow mode m ay be driven wih much higher total energy content than the fast m ode at
low . A de nitive resolution of the issue is beyond the scope of this paper. However, we
should point out that up to this point, the calculation is independent of the choice of wave
m ode. There is one signi cant di erence between the two, however: slow m odes propagate
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at roughly the sound speed (v, v ¢) whilk fast m odes propagate at roughly the A lfven speed
(Ve v vn ). kwillbe shown that due to the in uence ofpitch angle scattering, STFA is lkely
dom inated by the fast m ode.

M HD turbulence is In generalanisotropic; the direction ofany large scalem ean m agnetic
eld de nes a preferred axis. A 1so, even ifthe turbulence is isotropic on large scales, am aller
scales m ay see the larger scale turbulent structures as an e ective mean eld. Goldreich
and Sridhar (1997) (hereafter, G S) m odi ed the the K om olgorov assum ption for the cascade
of slow and A wfen m odes of M HD turbulence under the condition that the turbulence is
anisotropic with scale ¢ along the eld Ineand , perpgendicularto the eld lne. Thetwo
directions are found to cbey di erent cascade laws, with  cascading m ore weakly than - .
T he parallel direction is ofm ore In portance to STFA , as it represents the distance along the
eld line between re ection sites. The G S power law for the paralkel scak is (G oldreich and
Sridhar 1997; Lithw ick and G oldreich 2001)

B 1=2 . 0
B 14

whereB isthem ean m agnetic eld strength,and B istheturbulent eld strength atparallel
length scalke .

The exact power law of M HD turbulence ram ains the sub fct of som e debate, o for

now we assum e a generalpower law of form
B
—= — 20)
B Lo

where a > 1 isan arbitrary index. U sing the turbulent power spectrum and substituting for
F from (15) we can rew rite the acceleration rates as

drE om . 1=a 2 . (1=a) 1
E DM, T gy T 1)
dt s T T L LT
lVLT T L=
sothat ¢ = - —
4 v2  Lg
dr ~ om . 2=a ~ m VZ T (2=a) 1
_ —V, v — = —Vv,v —
dt D T LT L LT
1 (2=a)
1vL
sothat p = — LR ——
4 v: Lg

Fora typicalturbulent cascade, where < Ly anda> 0, ¢ < .
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34. sr and the Role of P itch A ngle Scattering

T here rem ainsthe nalstep ofdeterm Ining the particular dissipation scale sy atwhich
the energy drain takesplace. In order for STFA to overcom e the cascade ofM HD turbulence,
it must drain energy at a rate equalto the Input rate at the outer scale. If turbulent com —
pressions are shredded and cascade faster than electrons can draw out energy via re ections,
then the cascade continues to an aller length scales. At an aller scakes, STFA ism ore rapid.
STFA becom es com petitive w ith the cascade at a scale determ ined by (dE =dt)s = dE ; =dt.
(dE =dt)s is acceleration rate ofelectrons and dE  =dt is the cascade rate of turbulent energy,
nm v, =L; . The STFA scak sy is di erent for accekration by the two com pressive M HD
m odes.

For slow m ode turbulence, v, = ¢, and the balance is

AVAgE 22
Ly ° Lp Ly @)

Solving for r=L; and associating thisparticular  wih gsr gives
SF Im o) V]i T

= k22 23
Lo 2m . v @)

In solar aresand a GS turbulent cascade @ = 2),vo= 12 10an/s, =3 10an/s
and v, = 1 1Fan /s (LaRosa et al. 1996), this gives gr=L; v 10 °. W e have taken
the initial electron velociy to be the m ean velocity of the them albadkground plasn a. T he
cascade w illproceed dow n the nertial range to this length scale where STFA then actsasthe
m icro-physical dam ping agent, rapidly draining the energy from turdulence into particles.

In the case of the fast m ode, where v, = v, , the rate balance is

(=a) 1
2nm o @

nm
T viv L_T =71 B ; 24)
T T T
and the STFA Iength scak is then given by
SF lmpVA la_a

@3)
LT 2me v

For solar are conditions, and a GS cascade @ = 2), sr=Lr = 10 . W e have tacitly
assum ed that the length scale for pitch angle isotropization is roughly equalto . Ifit is
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not, the acceelration rate is retarded signi cantly, and STFA can be shut o . To understand
this we m ust further explore the rok of pitch angl scattering.

A sdiscussed above, pitch angle scattering is necessary during acoeleration tom aintain a
population ofelectrons which satisfy the pitch angle condition for re ection. T he strength of
the pich anglk scattering strongly regulates the rate ofacceleration. W e consider three cases:

b SFr p srr,and v sp Wwhereeddy  isthe typicaldistance over which pitch
angles are isotropized. In the rst case, sr s €lectrons re ect a few tin es and quickly
leave the pitch angle range In which they can re ect. They then must stream a distance
of order | before they can scatter again. Thus the rate of re ections and the acceleration
rate are both decreased by a factor of gp= . Since the acceleration rate and cascade rate
are not In balance, the cascade continues down to smaller scales ¢ < gr . The nom inal
acceleration rate (eq 22) isproportionalto = , while the retardation factor is proportional
to 1. The combined e ect is a net accekeration rate which is proportional to ;=2; an aller
scale turbulence is actually lesse cient as an accelerator. A sa resul, STFA never tums on
n this regime. In the second case, sr » the pitch anglke scattering is far m ore rapid
than acceleration. Since pitch scattering can take an electron through = 0, very strongly
pitch scattered electrons traverse the plasn a by random walking in steps oflength , again
reducing the rate of re ection, thistime by a factor of ( ;= sr )2 . Unlke the previous case,
this is not a problem for STFA ; the retarding factor tends towards unity as the cascade
continues to scales 1 < g . The net acceleration rate is proportionalto 5:2, and STFA
tums on as the cascade proceeds to a su ciently small scale. In case three, where v g,
pitch angle scattering and re ections proceed at the sam e rate. T hus, electrons are capable
of stream Ing freely from com pression to com pression, whilk they m aintain a nearly isotropic
pitch anglk distrlbution. This is the sin plest pitch angle scattering regim e for STFA .

T he identity of the accelerating wavem ode is now easy to determm ine. In section 4.1 we
show that whistler wave turbulence is a plausble source of pitch angle scattering, at least
for the lower energy quasitthem al com ponent ofthe spectrum . At 3keV, ,p=Lr is roughly
10 *. This places slow m ode turbulence ( sr=Lr v 10 °) well .n the rst regine. Slow
m odes do not participate in STFA in these ares. Fastm odes, however, have gr=L; v 10 *
and therefore are In the nearly ideal range for acceleration. Furthem ore, both sp and
grow linearly wih electron energy, so as elctrons undergo STFA by fast modes In the
presence of whistler wave turbulence, they rem ain in the sam e pitch anglk scattering regin e
throughout.
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4. The postacceleration spectrum

The sinplest case of STFA is the steady state, where we assum e that elctrons are
Inected Into a turbulent region at energy E at a rate equal to that at which accelerated
electrons escape. T he turbulent energy supply is continuously replenished at a large scale.
W e are concemed w ith the energy spectrum , N & ), of electrons escaping the region. Note
that this is In general di erent from the soectrum of the electrons w ithin the turbulent
region. We de ne N (E ) to be the total number of electrons reaching energy at last E
before escaping, such that

N E)/ dN.E)=dE: (26)

Initially, we consider the case of strongly relativistic electrons; a fiilllderivation ofthis regim e
is presented In the A ppendix.

To appreciate the calculationaldi erences between the non-relativistic regin e of inter—
est to solar ares and the more comm only studied reltivistic regin e, we begin w ith the
latter. Follow ng the approach used by Bell (1978) for Shock Fem iacceleration, and w riting
AN =dM = RscN +, where p.. is the m ean probability of an electron escaping from the
accelkeration region, gives

dN dN . dM daM 1

aE = aM dE = RscN tE = RscN t—E; 27)
where on the right hand side we have for the m om ent taken the strongly relativistic lim it:
dE=dM = E and assum ed pes. to be constant. This treatm ent of the highly relativistic

Iim it follow sFem 1 (1949). O ne can solve forN E ) by ssparating variables, integrating both
sides and inverting the logarithm s, resulting in the fam ilarpower law (seeeg. Fermm i (1949);
Longair (1994); Jones (1994))

Pesc

N.E)=N kil ; @8)
t - Eo ’

where N is the total num ber of electrons. From Eqg. (26), one obtains

(1+ Besc)

; 29)

E
Eo
where N (dE is the number density of escaped electrons with E = E,. Notice that the
logarithm ic integrals in both N and E are vital to producing the power law .

N E)= Ny

For STFA by fast m ode waves, the com putation is m ore com plicated because pPese IS
energy dependent. W e solve for a general pec In the non-relativistic regin e, leaving the
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goeci cation ofthe trapping for Jater discussion. In the non-relativistic regin e, the accelera—
tion rate is not proportional to the kinetic energy as it is in the strongly relativistic regin e.
Instead, one hasdE =dM = 4m Vv . W e thus w rite, using (11),

dNt thesc.

de T (30)
A
which can be rew ritten as
dN
_t _ pesc . (31)
N, 4mv?

W ehave assum ed that AN 1 =dM = PN . T his is reasonable as long as the electrons can be
treated as statistically independent and ocollisionless. In this case, it is reasonable to assum e
that pes. carries no inherent dependence on N and the escape rate is sin Iy given by the
product of the num ber of electrons in the volum e and the m ean escape probability. Taking
Pesc = Po E=E,) ! allow susto solve fora particularly nterestihngN € ). W e see in m ediately
that

dNt: Eo Po

- . 32
N ¢ E dmvi ' 32)
and N &) isagain a power law energy distrioution:
E 1+ )
NE)=Ny — ; 33)
Eq
where = pE,=4mv. . However, In any other case, STFA does not produce a sinple

power law . The In portance of the trapping m echanian is now clar; the combined energy
dependence of the acceleration and escape must be E ! to produce a power law spectrum .
Such a spectrum relies on the coincidental logarithm ic ntegrals overboth N and E .

4.1. Calculation of pege

Let usnow calculate pes. Or non-relativistic electrons w ithin the tudoulent volum e, and
consequently the energy spectrum of electrons. For sim plicity, ket us take the turbulent
region to be rectangular, w ith the long axis, z, parallel to the direction of the buk ow,
wih z= 0 and z = Ly xed to the downstream and upstream boundaries of the region
resoectively. Ly is taken to be the extent of the region of turbulent ow , which ispresum ed
to be the entire distance between the reconnection sheet and the top of the soft X ay loop.
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T his distance is typically ofsize 10'° an ©rsolar ares (T suneta 1996). T he largest eddy size
in the turbulence, Lt is set by the w idth ofthe out ow, typically 108am . T hus the turbulent
volum e consists of a num ber of cells, each of which ows downward from the reconnection
point tow ards the loop-top . A n electron escapes the acceleration region only when it reaches
the X -ray loop at the base of the turbulent region. These Individual cellsm ay be associaetd
w ith single bursts or fragm ents of X -ray em ission, and thus are responsibl for the tem poral
structure of In pulsive ares. In order to escape the region with energy E M ), an electron
must stream from its Jocation in the region at som e height z to the boundary at z = 0
after the M th re ection w ithout further re ection. W e will assum e that the electrons are
contained in the region in thex vy planeby gyration around large scale eld lines. To further
sim plify the problem , we shall assum e that the electron density ram ains uniform throughout
the turbulent region. W e also neglect the buk ow speed, ve = 8 10 an s ! (I suneta
1996) since the Jegth ofthe down ow region is roughly 10°am . Thisgivesa ow tine from
the reconnection region to the loop-top 0£100s. T he acceleration process is xed to them uch
shorter 1s tim e scale by the tem poral size of the cbserved energy release fragm ents and the
M HD eddy tumover tine. Thus, buk ow into the are loop isnot lkely to be a dom nant
process in cutting o the acceleration.

Take the m ean z-oom ponent of the distance stream ed between re ections to be ,; .,
carries an energy dependence Inherited from the energy dependence of the pitch scattering.
T he probability of escaping at z = 0 after the M th re ection from a poinnt at height z is
given by

1 _
Pesc () = Ee “ “7 (34)

and the m ean escape probability of electrons distrbuted uniform Iy across the length of the
region is

Z 1.

1 P 2Lp =
Pesc = L_ BPesc (z)dz = 1 @ e ®); (35)
F 0 F

where we have taken , = =2 from the isotropy in pitch angls, wih [ the pitch angle
scattering length scale. To cbtain the spectrum of solar are electrons requires speci cation
of the pitch anglk scattering.

Both M iller, Larosa, & M oore (1996) and LaR osa et al. (1996) assum e strong scattering,
and suggest that the scattering agent above 1keV is resonant Interaction w ith lower hybrid
(LH) turbulence, or circularly polarized electrom agnetic waves, such aswhistlerwaves. Below
1keV , Coulom b interactions are thought to be su ciently strong to isotropize the electrons.
Tt should be noted that M elrose (1974) sets the threshold for the whistler m ode resonance
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at 25 ke&V for are plasnas, whike M iller & Stehadker (1992) argue that the resonances
extend down to 1keV .W e assum e the Jatter. In a recent study, Luo, etal. (2003) considered
whether LH wave turbulence is the prin ary m ode of electron acceleration in solar ares.
T hey concluded that the pitch angl scattering is too ine cient to m aintain isotropy. T hus,
we assum e that LH wave turbulence cannot supply su cient pitch angle scattering to sustain
STFA either. W histler waves are m ore prom ising.

M elrose (1974) associates the frequency of pitch angle scattering w ith the pitch angle
di usion coe cient in the quasi-linear equation. Thus, 1= is the chracteristic tin e scale for
e ective pitch angle isotropization of the electron distribution. Tt should be noted that, n
general, som e aun all anisotropy is likely to ram ain in the distrdbution, and that this anisotropy
could be responsible for the generation of the whistler waves. H owever, the source of these
waves is stilluncertain. From M elrose (1974), we have that

12 (k)

e eNem &’
where v 1 isthe Lorentz factor ofthe electron, . isthe electron gyrofrequency, !, isthe
plasn a oscillation frequency, and

(36)

m B
() = — npvy —; (37)
is the energy density of the turbulence at the resonant wavelength. T his allow s us to rew rite

(36) as

1=2
2 T

=5 ldB 1001‘1101: -— ’ (38)
Lr

where we have used v2 = B?=4 n,, .= 18 10Bi, !p = 57 10n);, and the
din ensionless param eters B 1oo = B=100G and nig = n.=10%am 3.

W emust compare to the growth tin e forpitch anglk anisotropy due to STFA .Bearing
in m ind that for STFA , dv, =dt= 0,

e e mvi—
dt “at
and the pich anglk evolves according to
dfeos ) 1 sin®* dE

- = R 40
dt m v¢cos dt o)
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Substituting in from equation (21)for dE =dt and assum Ing a G S cascade @ = 2), gives

dleos ) 2 . P
SF = — . = T T - : 41)

dt LT LT VvV COs
For mpulsive ares, Eg = 03keV, Bipg = 2, and njg = 1. Taking 1 = gp results In

=1 16s ! and
1=2
E

se=2 16 = s 42)

where 4r isevaluated at the threshhold pitch anglk for re ection. To m aintain pitch angk
isotropy, scattering by whistler waves m ust occur on a tim e scale shorter than pitch anglke
evolution by STFA . Thus, as Iong as ¢ < , isotropy can be m aintained. This condition
ismet forallE > E,. W histler m odes, if present, are capablk of providing su cient pitch
angle scattering to m aintain isotropy.

In addition to m aintaining pitch anglk isotropy, the scattering m echanism must also
operate at a length scale which traps electrons In the volume; 4n Ly = 10%an must
be satis ed, or else ekectrons rapidly leave the acoeleration region and STFA shutso . We
cbtain the pitch scattering length scale forwhistlerwaves, yn,

Eo
T he required condition is satis ed for energies below 100kev.

42. TheE lectron Spectrum and C onstraints on the Secondary P itch A ngle
Scattering

In order to obtain the spectrum of the escaped electrons, we can now substitute the
functional form forp.. from (35) nto (31)

dNt= Pesc dE = _p(l eLF:P)

N, 4mv; Lp 4m v2

dE : (44)

Next,by choosing , = ,n,Wweuse =Ly = AE'?,withE inunitsofkeV, and rearranging,
obtain
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1
4m vy

The resulting spectrum , N € ), is plotted In  gure 4. This is consistent w ith the them al
com ponent to the are spectrum observed usng RHESSI K rudker, & Lin 2002).

dN _ . -
N E)= Et= AE?(Q  e'PET) N.: (45)

In addition to the them alcom ponent, RHE SSI observations show a clearpower law re—
gion extending from roughly 10keV up to at least 50keV , above w hich the data are uncertain,
but consistent w ith a continuing power Jaw . P revious observations using the ISEE3/ICE In—
strum ent also show a power lJaw throughout the range of the instrum ent, 25  300keV ; the
goectrum  typically breaks downward at 100keV Duk etal. 1992). M ore recent cbserva—
tionsw ith RHE SST could push the low energy threshold for the power law as high as 35keV
Holn an et. al. 2003). The spectral index below the break isv 3, whilke above the break
it isv 4. Elsewhere Blackm an (1997); Selkow itz and B lJackm an (2004) in preparation), we
discuss rst order acceleration at the loop-top fast shock. Fast shocks are well known to
acelerate super-them al particles to power law energy soectra, even in the non-relativistic
lin it Bell1978). However, In order to be accelerated, electronsm ust satisfy the requirem ent
that E fm,=m )V = 10keV In solar are plasmnas, where vg = 10%an s ! isthe n ow
soeed ofthe plaan a at the shock Bladkm an & Field 1994). T his places the Ingction energy
at rougly 100keV . T he correspondence of the shock Inction energy and the cbserved break
energy is noteworthy. A possble m echanian to reproduce the observations is for STFA to
produce a power law goectrum In the 10 100keV regin e which then satis es the inction
criterion for loop-top fast shodks. Since STFA by m agnetosonic turbulence in the presence of
w histler wave turoulence pitch scattering is insu cient to produce the power Jaw com ponent.
However, it ispossible that a second pitch scattering agent exists which produces the power
law In the 10 100keV range. W e exam ine the constraints In posed on this scattering.

To produce a power law spectrum , non-relativistic STFA requires pesc / E 1. From
(35), we see that this istrue only if =Ly = =E, where 2E= 1 and the exponential
term isanall. Here isa constant param eterwhich xesthe strength ofthe pitch scattering.
W hile the physics of the pitch angle scattering is not well understood, this constrains the
scattering m echanisn s available to STFA .Wedene ¢ = Ly =E = 2 10 E,=E )an to
be the pitch scattering length scale of the constrained m echanian , and the electron spectum
is given by

B 1+ =@mv2))
NE)=Ng — : (46)
Eo
is constrained by the cbserved X ray spectralindex of = 3. It isa standard prediction of

arem odels Brown 1971; Stepanov and T sap 2002; K Jplinger, et.al. 1984) that the spectrum
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of electrons accelerated above the loop-top is stesper than the spectrum of the thick target
B ram strahlung X —-rays em itted at the footpoints In solar ares. W e assum e that to m atch
the RHE SSI X ray data requires an index v 4 for the electrons, or

= 12m vzi = 0072keV = 017E,: @7)

Theexponentialtermm In peg. iIsIndeed samallas?2E= = 270atE = 10keV .T he electron spec—
tral ndex could conceivably be ashigh as 6, in which case = 028E o, and the exponential
can stillbe safely neglected.

It is Insu cient to m erely produce the proper power law . The scattering agent must
also be ablk to reproduce the transition from them alto power law spectrum at the correct
energy, E.. We recall ,, to be the length scake of pitch angle scattering associated w ith
whistler wave turbulence. In inpulsive ares, = u, below E.. AboveE.;, = . To
cbtain E. one sets ,n = ¢ - E.= 23keV, which is consistent w ith the observed threshold
ofv 10kev .

There is one m ore In portant constraint inposed by the cbservations: the knee at
100keV .Duk etal. (1992) dem onstrate a distinct downward break in the power law spec—
trum at roughly Ey, = 100keV . T he break energy varies som ewhat from areto are, but is
consistently cbserved in allofthe In pulsive ares in their sam ple. Unlike dow nward breaks,
upw ard breaks are easily explained by the m eshing of two acoeleration m echanian s, as the
shallow com ponent which dom inates above the break em erges naturally from beneath the
steeperpower law which dom Inatesbelow . Forupw ard breaks, E, is the naturally occurring
crossover point. The m atching problem ismuch m ore di cult for knees in the absence of
signi cant cooling on tin escales of nterest. Since the stesp com ponent is above the break
energy and the shallow com ponent below it, both must be truncated at the break energy.
If either one extended beyond the break, then that one would overrun the other, and there
would be no break at all. Them ost natural solution for a knee is a single acceleration m ech—
anisn which undergoes som e transition at the break energy. O ne such exam pl is the knee
found by Bell (1978b) In the spectra of shock accelerated electrons at roughly 1G&€V . This
knee results from the transition from the non-reltivistic to the relativistic regin e. There
is no apparent natural transition for STFA of electrons at 100keV . H owever, there isa well
de ned Iow energy cuto for a power law spectrum at 100keV, the shock inection energy.
The shock inction threshold is not only at the right energy, but is also a variabl cuto ,
depending on the ion tem perature and local m agnetic eld strength, consistent w ith the
variability In the cbserved E 4.

Bell (1978b) has shown that shock acceleration doesnot change the spectrum ofelectrons
if the preshodk spectrum is shallower than the post-shock spectrum which obtains from a
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steep preshock spectrum . Shock Femm iacceleration cannot stespen a power law goectrum ;
it can only make it shallower. This is another di culty for knee m atching. The STFA
soectrum m ust have a sharp cuto at E,, n order to m atch the knee. Thism ay not be an
In possible condition to m eet, especially asEy, m ay be greater that the inection energy, not
precisely equalto it.

One naturalcuto occurswhen . = ; acceleration will shut o when the cascade
reaches the resistive scale. For slow modes n inpulsive ares, , = 10°an (LaRosa et
al. 1996; Chandran 2003; Lithwick and G oldreich 2001), which for = 0:073keV gives a
cuto energy of 7 10 keV, which is both too high and far outside of the non-relativistic
regin e. A possible solution isthat the constrained pitch scattering hasa m axinum resonant
threshold at E,.. Another possibl solution is that yet another very strong pitch scattering
m echanisn has a threshold energy of Ey, and a length scale < .. Both of these solutions
are presently ad hoc. This underscores the need for a m ore thorough understanding ofpitch
anglke scattering in astrophysical plasn as. It also illustrates the lin itations of STFA as an
aceleration m echanisn in solar ares; if STFA alone were to acoount for the spectrum from
10 100 keV, the tight constraints on the pich anglk scattering m echanisn that we have
denti ed are required.

5. Summ ary and D iscussion

STFA in the non-relativistic lin i behaves di erently from highly relativistic STFA .
At the core of these di erences is the energy dependence of the elctron velocity at low
energies. Thus, unlke the relativistic case, both the rate of re ections and the probability
of escaping the acceleration region at an energy E vary. U sing a test particle approach, we
have exam ined this behavior and derived the spectrum of postaccelkration electrons in a
plaam a under In pulsive solar are conditions.

FortradiionalSTFA ,where there isam inim um pitch anglke constraint which determm ines
w hether an Individual encounter resuls in re ection, it is seen that the steady acceleration
rate can dom Inate over the di usive acceleration rate. This arises from the averaging over
pitch anglks to evaluate h E i. Som e previous treatm ents of the generalized Fem i accel-
eration problem do not have such re ection conditions, and thus do not retain factors of
the turbulent eld strength, B=B, when averaginhg. In those treatm ents, such as Longair
(1994); skilling (1975); W ebb (1983), the steady and di usive tem s typically are seen to be
ofthe sam e order. For som e processes this is appropriate, how ever non-resonant STFA isnot
one of them . T hus, the phase space conditions for scattering by the acceleration m echanisn
can play a very signi cant role, even In cases where pitch angle isotropy ism aintained.
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T he nature of the pich angle scattering tums out to be the dom inant factor in deter-
m Ining electron escape, and therefore the shape ofthe spectrum . W e nd that whistlerwave
turbulence, which iswell studied In solar ares M elrose 1974; M iller & Steinacker 1992), is
an excellent source of pitch angle scattering which allow s STFA to produce a quasi-them al
electron distrioution that peaks at E 5keV . This m atches the lowest energy portion of
the observed X —ray em ission very well. However, to produce the power law spectrum cb-—
served In the rangev 10 100keV by STFA requires at least a second scattering m echanian .
M atching the soectral index and the transition energy from quasithemm al to power law

Soectrum requires an undetem Ined scattering m echanisn which satis es =Ly = =E
wih = 0073keV, and naturally becom es the dom Inant pitch angle scatterer at roughly
20keV .

If the constrained pitch angle scattering m echanism is discovered, it in plies that the
aceleration ofelectrons In solar ares is at least a two stage process. The rst stage, STFA
In the down ow region, produces both the quasithem al spectrum below v 10keV and the
lower halfofthepower law soectrum up to 100keV . To produce the highest energy electrons,
as well as the spectralbreak at E = 100keéV requires a second acceleration m echanisn at
the top of the soft X-ray loop. W e are further exploring the possibility that st order
acceleration at a weak fast shodk, form ed asthe down ow im pacts the top ofthe closed are
Joop, is responsble for electron accelkeration to the highest cbserved energies. A coeleration
at fast shocks is known to have an Injpction energy of roughly 100keV , and varies w ith
tem perature. This coincides w ith the break In the power law soectrum at 100keV, and is
consistent w ith the varability observed by Duk etal. (1992) in Ey,.

Recently, Chandran (2003) conclided, using quasilinear theory, that STFA for slow
m odes isnot viable In the 10-100keV regine. W hilewealso nd slow m odesto be ine ective,
di erences between our paper and Chandran (2003) m ust be kept in m ind. Chandran 2003)
assum ed that dp=dt / p for STFA . W hile this is true I the strongly relativistic lin it for
STFA , we do not assum e that this is true in the lower energy regin e (see eq. 22). Second,
unlke Chandran (2003) we do not assum e herein that P, has to be energy independent.
T hese two assum ptions play a signi cant role in shaping electron spectra.

Another concem which can be raised about the e ectiveness of STFA as the elctron
aceleration engine In In pulsive ares is the total energetics of the process. Sinhce STFA, as
developed above, only ise cient In a short kength scale regin ewhere one also has B =B 1
it m ight seem that only a an all fraction ofthe released are energy is available for electron
accekration. This isnot the case. T he totalenergy contained in single turbulent cell is given
by (1=2)m ,vinL>v 10*°erg,wheren = 10"°an ° is the electron number density in the are
plasn a. The energy In a single turbulent cell is sim ilar to the energy contained in one X -ray
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em ission fragm ent. A though only a fraction ofthe energy In one turbulent celliseverat
at one tin e, it does all cascade down to , over an eddy tumover time. Thus, while B=B
is always an all, the energy throughput can still be high enough to acoelerate the electrons.
The sin ilarity in total energy between a single turdoulent cell and an individual im pulsive
X -ray fragm ent strongly suggests that the two are related.

M iller, etal. (1997) estin atesthatasmuch as’ 94% ofthem agneticenergy na areis
availabl in the turbulence, which is su cient to produce the high energy electrons nferred
from the ocbserved X -rays, but raises concems about the e ciency of STFA , particularly in
com petition w ith other sources ofdissppation. W hile we have not fully studied other dissipa—
tion m echanisn s which m ight com pete w ith STFA for this energy, three signi cant ones can
be ruled out: proton acceleration by ST FA , Landau dam ping, and resistive dissipation ofthe
turbulence. T he latter two have already been discussed. P roton acceleration is a signi cant
concem since Femm i acceleration of protons and heavy ions was in fact the very problem
Fem intended to solve. Them alprotons in coronal areplasm as are sub-A lfvenic and thus
cannot m eet the condition for m irroring (LaRosa et al. 1996; Blackm an 1999). However,
M iller and Rcberts (1995) argues convincingly that gyroresont interaction of protons and
heavy lonsw ith A lfven waves can acoelerate them to velocities above v, on a relatively short
tin e scale. W ihin their m odel, the jons then are accelerated by com pressive m agnetosonic
waves at the expense of electron acceleration. Recent RHE SST obsaervations H urford etal
2003) indicate that the em ission signatures of ions and electrons are spatially ssparated, w ith
the jon em ission associated w ith longer loops. M iller, Em slie, and Brown (2004) concluded
that these observations are consistent w ith the gyroresonance m odel of ion acceleration; as
the loops grow longer, protons are m ore lkely to reach super? Ilfvenic speeds, and thus can
be accelerated by the m agnetosonic waves. This sscond phase of acceleration need not be
gyroresonant. W hile it appears prom ising, further study is required to detemm ine if STFA
m odels can accom odate these resuls.

T he strong dependence of the post-accelkration electron spectrum on the pitch angle
scattering agent isboth a positive and negative feature. It leaves STFA considerable exlbil
ity inh m atching various characteristics of solar are X rays which fall outside of the sin ple
soenario studied In thispaper. Forexam ple, Lin etal. (1981) rst observed a superhot com —
ponent in a solar are, which has since been supported by RHE SSI observations K rudker,
etal. (2003). This them al, or nearly them al, spectral com ponent is seen at energies of up
to 35keV .W ithin our STFA fram ew ork, the superhot em ission can easily be explained by an
enhancem ent of pitch angle scattering at lower energies, either by increased whistler wave
turbulence, or som e other scattering agent. W hile this exibility naturally allow s for the
w ide range of are characteristics cbserved, it does not yet de nitively solve the are acoel-
eration problem . Instead, i shifts the focus exclusively to a well constrained, but largely
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unspeci ed, array of pitch anglk scattering m echanian s. T his is the single greatest obstack
to STFA m odels of acoekeration.

In short, STFA can naturally acoount for the them al spectrum below 10keV , and som e-
what lessnaturally forthe non-them al spectrum between 10keV and 100keV . T here we have
shown that , must depend inversely on particle energy, in contrast to that of pitch angle
scattering by whistler waves below v 10kev, which is proportional to the particle energy.
Above 100keV, shock accelkeration is a natural possibility; the needed inection of super—
them al electrons m ay be provided by STFA operating at energies below E.. The knee at
100keV rem ains the m ost di cult spectral feature to acocom m odate, and we have explained
the di cult requirem ents to pitch angle scattering that this dem ands.

E B . thanks B.Chandran for discussions. W e thank J.M aron for sharing the results
ofhis sin ulations and acknow ledge support from DOE grant D E-FG 02-00ER 54600 and the
Laboratory for Laser Energetics at the University of Rochester. RS adknow ldges support
from theD OE Horton Fellow ship. W e also acknow ledge the Insightfiil critique and com m ents
of the reviewer.

Appendix A : The Power Law Spectrum ofR elativistic STFA

N otice that the spectrum we cbtain for STFA is di erent from the power law result
of Jones (1994). This is a m atter of regin e; we discussed In the text the acceleration of
non-relativistic particles In a region of non-relativistic turbulence, here we show that when
the particls are relativistic, a power law spectrum em erges.

Recallthat (5) for fully relativistic electrons In a region of non-relativistic turbulence is
given by (6)
Va Vk Vzi

(o e

where E is the total energy, kinetic plus rest, of the electron before re ection. N otice that if
we the Iow velocity lin it, v cwhereE = m &, the expression reduces to (5). The rehtive
velocity between the com pression and electron for head-on and catch-up type interactions
are still given by (8) so the steady acceleration rate is given by

ER:2E

& 2E R, R )X A _,F%g 48)
— = — =4——=wyE:
dt . : & & e "
A tematively, we can nd the m ean acceleration per re ection by multiplying equation 48

by R *!
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dE i

S
In the highly relatiristic Iim it, E is just the kinetic energy, and we recover the fam iliar result
(Jones 1994) that dE =dt / E . This proportionality is expected to produce a power law .
W e derive the power law soectrum for STFA ofhighly relativistic electrons by ollow Ing the
approach of Bell (1978) and assum e that pesc IS a constant In  are plaan as, Independent of
electron energy. W e start by integrating dE =d1to obtain E (1)

1
1= = E=E,); 50
A E=Eo) (50)
4"A
A= —]:
o2

T he probability of an electron rem aining in the acoeleration region for at least 1 re ections
is given by

P(I)= (1 R (51)
Taking the logarithm and substituting in for 1 from equation 51, gives

l E E ( Pesc=A) 1
hPE+)=1h((l ReIJ=—h — M@ Ro)I=N — : (52)
A Eg Eg
where we used the approximation In (I Rec) = Rsc OT Pesc 1 In cbtaining the expres-

sion to the right ofthe nalequals sign. D i erentiating w ith respect to E , resuls in

( Pesc=A) 1

; (53)

_ E
PE)=Eo .
where P £ )dE is the unnom alized probability of a post-acceleration electron having the
energy E . In the lim i, where po. is extram ely an all, the relativistic STFA goectrum has
power law index l.mhaphsmawherep,. A,thepowerlaw Index can grow larger, and
the index is very sensitive to pesc - In the third regin e, where pos A, electrons stream out
of the turbulent volum e quickly, do not experience m uch accelkration, and have a very steep

power law energy distriboution w ith virtually no very high energy electrons E Ey).
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A ppendix B : D erivation of Steady A cceleration Rate with F, 6 F

In section 3.1 we derived the steady acoeelration rate forelectrons in a low  turbulent
m agnetic plaan a. This derivation was contingent on the assum ption that ¥, = F = F,
w hich isnot strictly valid. Blackm an (1999) calculatesF forFem iacoeleration. By resstting
the Iin its of the integral in his eg (12), and renom alizing for the an aller phase space, one
arrives at

1=2
Y Va 2
F =cs , —+ 1 — 1 o8 ,) ; (54)
v v
where cos , isthem ninum pitch angk atwhich an electron w illre ect and v =v isthe ratio
ofthe A lfven soeed to the electron speed. W e renam e these quantitiesA and B respectively;
both are am allquantities. By taking a series expansion ofeq (54) and truncating it at sscond

order in B, it can be simpli ed to

F =A 1 B 5B2 (55)
Recall that from (8),
Vi A

R =F kz\g =A 1 B -B? @ B)- (56)

From this one easily obtains

Vo2 1, 2
R= R, +R )=— A% 1 SB* +aB? 57)
and
Vo2 1,

R, R)=- AB+AB 1 EB : (58)

T his gives us all of the ngredients for caloulating the steady acoeleration from (7)

dE
— =2m [R, R )wva + R+ + R )Vzi]:
a

T he resulting acceleration rate is
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dE amv’ , 1 1, )

e = ——AB“ 2A + A —-B -AB“+ B ; (59)

dt 2 2
w here we have added the additional subscript b to indicate the distinction from the previously
calculated rate. T he steady acceleration rate found in (10) from theassumption ¥y = F =
F is

Sb

= ——A’B?: (60)
S
N ote that provided A > 4B this isthe largest tetm in (59). Indeed, or coronal are plagn a,
B v 0: at electron energy E o and decreases w ith increasing energy whik A v 01 aswell
at E g, but is hrgely insensitive to ektron energy. At the onset of the power law regin e,
E = 10keV = 30E,, and B v 001; alltem s of order B ® or higher can be neglected, as can
theterm in A®. Thus we can safely use the assumption F, = F = F in this regin e, and
(11) is reasonable.

dt

REFERENCES
A chterberg A .1981,A& A, 98, 161
A chterberg A . 1984, A dvances In Space Ressarch, 4, 193
Astwanden M J., SdwartzR A ,AXD M ., 1995, ApJ, 447, 923

Axford W .I., LeerE . Skadron G . 1978, International C oan ic Ray C onference, 15th, P lov—
div, Bulgaria, August 1326, 1977, Conference Papers. Volum e 11. A 7944583 19-93)
So a, B'lgarska A kadem iia na N aukite, 1978, p. 132-137., 11, 132

Blackman E G ., Fild G B., Phys.Rev. Lett., 73, 3097
Bhdcman E G ., 1997, ApdJd, 484, L79

Blackman E G ., 1999, M NRA S302, 723

BellA R. 1978, MNRAS, 182, 147

BellA R. 1978, MNRAS, 182, 443

Blndford, R.& EichlrD .1987,Phys.Rep. 154, 1

Brown JC . 1971, Sol. Phys., 18, 489B



{29 {

Chandran B D G ., 2003, ApJ, 599, 1426

Dendy R O ., 1990, P Jagn a D ynam ics. O xford University P ress, New York
Duk G A ., KpplingerA L. W ingkeeR M ., 1992, ,Apd, 389, 756

Fem iE .1949, PhysicalReview, 75, 1169

Fem iE ., 1954, ApJ, 119, 1F

G odreich P ., Sridhar S., 1997, ApdJ, 485, 680

Holman G D ., SuiL. SchwartzR A ., Em slie A G ., 2003, ApJ, 595, 97

Hurrd G .J., SdwartzR.A ., Krucker S, Lin R.P., Smih D .H ., Vilmer N . 2003, ApJ,
595, 1,77

JonesF .C.1994, ApJs, 90, 561

JonesF.C.& Ellison D .C.1991, Space Science Review s, 58, 259

K jplinger, A L., Dennis, BR ., Frost, K J.,,Omwig, L E.1984, Apd, 287, L105
Krndker S, Hurford G J.,Lin R P., 2003, ApJ, 595, L103

Krnmdker S, Lin R P., 2002 Sol Phys., 210, 229

Krymskii G.F. 1977, Akadem ila Nauk SSSR D oklady, 234, 1306 (tranlsation in Soviet
P hysics —D oklady, vol. 22, June 1977, p. 327,328.)

LaRosa TN .,MooreR J., M iller JA ., Shore SN ., 1996, ApdJ, 467, 454
LnR P., SchwartzR A ., PellingR M ., Hurley K C ., 1981, ApJ, 251, L.109
Lithw ik Y ., G oldreich P ., 2001, ApdJd, 562, 279L

LongairM . S., 1994, H igh Energy A strophysics vol2, Cambridge University P ress, Cam —
bridge

LuoQ Y., WelF S, FengX S., 2003, Apd, 584, 497
Masuda S.,,KosugiT . Tsuneta S, Hara H ., 1996, A dv. Space Res., 17, 63
M elros= D B ., 1974, Sol. Phys., 37, 353

M iller JA ., etal, 1997, J. G eophys. Res., 102, 14631



{ 30 {

Miller JA ., EmslieA G ., Brown JC ., 2004, ApJ, 602, L.69

M illerJ.A ., LarosaT.N ., Moore R .L.1996, ApdJd, 461, 445

M iller JA ., RobertsD A ., 1995, Apd, 452, 912

M iller JA ., Steinacker J., 1992, ApJ, 399, 284

Park B.T ., Petrosian V ., 1996, ApdJ, 446, 699

Park,B T . Petrosian V. SchwartzR A ., 1997, ApJ, 489, 358

Skilling J.,1975, M NRA S, 172, 557

Spitzer L., 1956, Physics of Fully Ionized G ases. Interscience, New York
Stepanov, A V ., Tsap, Y T . 2002, SoL Phys.,, 211, 135

Tandberg-Hanssen E ., Em slieA G ., 1988, The Physics of SolarF Jares. C am bridge U niversity
P ress, C am bridge

T suneta S., 1996, ApdJ, 456, 840

Webb G M . 1983, ApdJ, 270, 319

T his preprint was prepared w ith the AA S IRTEX m acrosv5.2.



{31

4+

|
o
|

1 log(N(E))
|

(o2}
I

log(N_e(E))

|
o]
L

74 -9

12 14 16 18 2 22 24 12 14 16 18 2 22 24
log(E/1keV) log(E/1keV)

Fig. l.| The typical downward broken power law of an inpulsive are, as observed by
Duk etal. (1992). The Jft panel show s the hard X -ray spectrum , with E, = 100keV , and
goectral indices above and below E, 0f425 and 3 resgoectively. T he right hand panel show s
the electron soectrum In the em ission region inferred from the given photon spectrum using
a thick target B rem strahlung m odel for the em ission Brown 1971; Tandberg-H anssen &

Em slie 1988). Again, Ey, = 100kev and the spectral Indices above and below E, are 4 and
525.
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Fig. 2.| T he evolution of a sam ple electron energy distribution wih an initially G aussian
velocity distribution. The peak of the distrbution is evolved from the are them alenergy,

02keV to the postSTFA mean energy at 16keV . A )The initial distrbution function. B)
T he sam e distrlbution after being evolved only by the steady process. C) T he distribution
evolved through both the steady and di usive processes. N ote that the relative w idth of the
electron energy distribution, E=E , dereases with increasing m ean energy E, .
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Fig. 3.| From Bladkman 1997). Sketch of a typical in pulsive solar are. N ote that the x—
point reconnection occurs in the lled region at the top of the diagram . O nly the downward

half ofthe out ow is shown. Reproduced by pem ission ofthe AAS.
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Fig. 4.| The spectrum of non-relhtiristic STFA under Impulsive are conditions with
w histler wave turbulence as the only pitch anglke scatterer. Ey = 03keV .
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Fi. 5.| The spectrum of non-relhtiristic STFA under Impulsive are conditions with
whistler wave turbulence and a second source of pitch angl scattering. The second pich
angle scattering source cbeys the constraints required to produce a power law . Eg = 03keV .



